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I. INTRODUCIJQN 
In a transparent attempt to disrupt the proceedings to name a new 

Watermaster, and thus frustrate the will of the majority of the parties and the clear intent 

of the Judgment, Chino Basin Municipal Water District ("CBMWD") has once again filed 

a motion to disqualrfy the firm of Nossaman, Guthner, Knox & Elliott ("Nossaman") as 

Watennaster counsel. All of the issues presented by CBMWD were presented by it last 

June as well. At that time this Court ·properly ruled that Nossaman was properly acting 

as Watermaster counsel and that there was no conflict of interest as alleged. No 

appeal was taken from that decision, even though the Judgment provides that 

supplemental orders of the Court in this case are appealable. (Judgment, ,I 31 (e}.) 

CBMWD takes this action now in the desperate hope of postponing or avoiding 

altogether the hearing on March 11th on the motion for appointment of a new 

Watermaster. That motion has been joined by many different parties; it stands on its 
. .  

own; it is properly brought and it should be granted. The motion to disquallfy counsel_ 

should not be allowed to interfere with it. The motion to disqualify counsel is itse1f, 

groundless, and should be denied. 

II. HOSSAMAtlREPB9ENTS TrfE OFFICE OF WAIERMASTER 
The office of Chino Basin Watermaster is unique. It was created by the 

Judgment entered in this case and can be' understood only by a thorough reading of the 

Judgment The Judgment declared the rights of the parties and established a 

mechanism under which those rights could be exercised. It then established a method 

of administering the Judgment: section V of the Judgment contains that method of 

administration. Section Vis entitled "Watermastef. Within that Section. the Judgment 

established the positions of Watermaster, the Advisory Committee and the Pool 

Committees. Also within Section V, the Judgment stated the relationship between 

those positions and established the procedures by which those positions would interact 

in administering and fulfilling the requirements of 1he Judgment Toe Pool Committees 

l 
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are responsible for administration of the Pools. The Pool Committees may also make 

recommendations for action by Watermaster. Such recommendations are to be noticed 

to the other Pools, then to the Advisory Committee, and finally to the Watennaster. 

(Judgment, 1J 38{a).) 

The Advisory Committee diroets policy and h:ss the power to a.ct on all 

discretionary detemiinations by Watermaster. (Judgment, 1l 38.) The Advisory 

Committee has the authority to replace Watermaster. The Judgment directs the Court 

to a.ct in a�rdance with a majority of the Advisory Committee to name a nev,r 

Watermaster unless there are •compelling reasons" to the contrary. (Judgment, 11 16.) 

In addition, the Judgment places primary responsibility for and control over the budget 

in the Advisory Committee. Changes during the year in the budget also require 

Advisory Committee approval. {Judgment, 11 30.) Any Advisory Committee matter 

approved by a vote of 80% or more of the Advisory Committee is a �and ate ror action 
. . 

by Watermaster consistent therewith.» (Judgment, ,l 3S(b)(1 ).) The Watennaster must 

act in accordance with such mandate unless and until Watermaster has filed a noticed 

motion, had a hearing before the Court. and received Court authority to act in some 

different manner. (Judgment, 1( 38(c).) 

Watermaster itself acts in ao executtve capacity, responsible for implementiag 

the direction of the Advisory Committee. To carry out its responsibifrties , the Judgment 

gives Watennaster powers to pertonn certain tasks, suet, as acquiring faeifrties, 

imposing assessments, and entering contracts. (Judgment,·,m 17-27.) 

The Judgment also gives Watermaster the authority to act on matters without 

prior Advisory Committee action, but only under specified procedures. If Watennaster 

proposes to take any discretionary action not within the scope of an Advisory 

Committee recommendation , the Watermaster must give 30 days notice of a 

Watermaster meeting at which tt Intends to take the intended action. (Judgment, 

'If 38(b)(2) . } If the Watermaster wishes to take action contrary to a matter which has · 

been approved by more than 50% but less than 80% of the Advisory Committee, the 
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Watermaster must first give rn>tice of a publlc hearing. Following the public hearing the 

Watermaster must make written findings and a written decision. Watermaster may then 

act In accordance with that decision. (Judgment. 'ff 38(b)(1 ).) Of course, an 

Watermaster actions are subject to review by lhe Court upon the motion of the Advisory 

Committee, the Pool Committees or any party. In f2c:t. Watermaster itself is authorized 

under the Judgment to retain counsel to seek review of any action which Watermaster 

was required to take because it was mandated by an 80% or more vote by the Advisory 

Committee. (Judgment, 1J 38(c).) · 

None of the positions established under the office of Watennaster can act on 

its own without reference to the other positions. Thus, the office of Watermaster as 

established by the Judgment is a multi-layered decision making entity. 

Counsel for Waterrnaster is, and historically has been. called upon to give 

advice under the Judgment to each of 1he Watermaster positions, the Pool Committees, 

the Advisory Committee and the Watennaster itself. 

Il l . IN BEfRESENT1NG WATERMASTEB, WAIEBMMllB (;QYHSEL MYST ae 
GUIDED BY THE RULES GOVERNING REPBESENTATION OF AN 
ORGANIUTION 

When a client is an organ�on. counsel must look to Rule 3-600 of the Rules 

of Professional Conduct. Rule 3-600{A) states: 

" In representing an organization, a member sha ll conform his or 

her representation to the concept that the client is the 

organization itself, acting through its highest authorized officer, 

employee, body, or constituent overseeing the particular 

engagement.• 

In the event that an agent of the organization acts or intends to act in an 

unauthorized manner, the duty of counsel is to seek direction from the next higher 

authority in the organization. (Rule 3--600(8).} 

:i'..A\ 970�4.OO02 
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Thus, the issue for organization counsel is who Is the highest authority and 

what ts the direction of that authority. The issue before the Court in thiB, and in the 

other motions currently pending before the Court in this matter, is to determine which is 

the controlling body under the Judgment. As has been previously stated, and as is 

further explained in the followfng sections , the controlling body is the Advisory 

Committee. 

IV. THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE IS THI: CQNTROLLING BOPY QE 
WATERMASJER UNDER THE JUDGMENT 

By giving the Advisor, committee authority to act on all Watermaster 

discretionary decisions, by giving the Advisory Committee ultima1e control over the 

budget, by giving the Advisor, Committee the power to mandate Watennaster action, 

and by giVing the Advisory Committee the authority to name a new Watermaster, which 

the Court must follow absent compelling reasons to the contrary, it Is clear that the 

Judgment established the Advisory Committee as the controlling body under the 

Judgment 

The Court confirmed that such was the intent of the Judgment in Judge 

Turners Order in 1 989. Judge Turner found that "under the Judgment [the Advisory 
. . ' 

Committee] is the control ling body of the ground water basin." (Order at p. 7.) He also 

noted that the Advisory Committee is "the policymaking group for the Basin." (Order at 

p. 3.) 

Independent scholars who have reviewed the Judgment and the history of its 

formation have reached the same condusion . Lipson reports the follawing11
: 

1 / Albert J .  Lipson, Efficient V:litec use io California; The Evolution of Groundwater 
Management to Southern Califo,mla. Rand study, November 1978. Excerpts ¢ 
the Lipson report and Blomquist report (discussed infra) are attached as Exhibits 
to the moving papers for the March 1 1th motion. To avoid unnecessary 
dup lication copies were not attached to this motion as well. 
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·Atthough producers agreed on the district as Watermaster, they 

placed a number of conditions on its operations to assure that 

their interests were protected. lo fact, there is little the 

Wstermaster can do Without producer approval, 

"The judgment establishes the Chino Basin Municipal 

Water District as Watermaster but requires review and approval 

of all major discretionary actions by a producer advisory 

committee representing the three producer pools. Moroovcr, :th2 

Watermasmr is aapojnted mr the limited tenn of me years and 

ma� be removes:J by a motion of the advisory coromittu 

supported by a 'tote from the J:Mjodty {where the majority 

represents the majority of the assessments paid)� Also 1 any 

party can request court review of a Watermaster action and is 
. .  

entitled to full court review with no presumption of fact in favor of 

the Watermaster. 1n add"rtion, the advisory committee can 

mandate the Watermaster to take certain actions if favored by 

80 percent of the eligible voters. If the Watermaster does not 

adhere to the advisory committee's reeommendations on non:. 

mandated actions, a public hearing must be held before a 

decision can be reaehed. Furthennore, separate pool 

committees, elected on 1he basis of member assessments, 

make recommendations on poficies for their respective groups. 

The actions of the Watermaster are also limited by pollcles set 

forth in the judgment. many of which specify management 

parameters and Hmlt discretion. Jhus the sophfstfcated 

institutional structure p!aces submlatiaI checks on Watermaster 

discretion and appears to assure that primary policy control 

remains ia the bands Q"f producers on the advia21Y and 
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iadividual pool committees, 
" I nasmuch as appropriators are expected to pay the Ron'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.• (Lipson , 

pp. 80-81 ; under1ined 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.) 

In 1 990, Professor Wrlliam Blomquist in the Department of Political Science at 

the University of Indiana did a detailed study of the history and management of several 

major groundwater basins in California. His study included a study of the formation and 

operation of the Chino Basin judgment. He likewise concluded that the Advisory 

Committee had control over an substantive basin management actions. 

It is thus beyond reasonable dispute that the Advisory Committee is the 

controlfing body within the Watermaster structure. In the event of a disparity in 1he 

direction to counsel from Watermaster and from the Advisory Committee, pursuant to 

the guidelines of Rule 3-600, counsel is obligated to follow the direction of the Advisory 

Committee. 

V. WAIERMASIEB COUNSEL JS OBLIGATED TO FOLLOW AND 
HISTORJCALLY HA$ EQLLOWED IHE PIBECTION GJYEN BY THE 
AQ\llSORY COMMITTEE 

A. The Adyisory Committee rs The ControlHng aody WHhin the Meaning 
2f Rule 3-&oo 

The manner In Which this firm, and previous Watermaster counsel has acted is 

consistent wtth the recognized rote of the Advisory Committee as the controlling and 

:t.A\ !J? 0,4 0002  
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policy making body. The Advisory Committee Is the highest authority within the 

Watermaster structure. In the event of a dispute between the Advisory Committee and 

the Watermaster, counsel for the Watennaster entity must fol low the direction of the 

Advisory Committee, just as in a corporate setting , in the event of a dispute between a 

president and a board of directors, the instruction from the board of directors must be 

followed . This does not mean that counsel is either simultaneously or successively 

representing two competing entities. There is only one entity, the corporate entity. The 

dispute is between decision making levels within that single entity. In the present case, 

the Judgment expressly provides for resolution of such a dispute by stating that the 

Watermaster may retain counsel to file a motion to seek relief from Court from 

complying with a mandated action. (Judgment. ,t 38(c).) 

B. The Nosuman em, Has Been rn1tructet1 To and Has Follpwed the 
Direction From the Advisott Committee Through the Chief of 
Watermastsr Services 

The Nossaman firm was hired as Watermaster counsel after an interview with 

the Advisory Committee. The Advisory Committee then unanimously recommended 

hiring the firm as Watermaster counsel. "fhat was approved by the Watermaster Board. 

(Stewart Deel. ,I 8.) 

At the time the firm was hired, Mr. Fudacz was told that he would receive 

instruction from and report to the Chief of Waterinaster Services. (Stewart Deel. 1( 8.) 

The Chief of Watermaster Servi�, in tum, acted pursuant to a contract between 

CBMWD and Watennaster, the Facffities and Services Agreement, which s1ated that 

Watennaster staff, which included the Chief of Watermaster Services, should take 

direction from the Advisory Committee regarding Watermaster matters. (Stewart Deel 

fflf 4, 5.) Counsel has in fact at all times acted in accordance with the instructions 

given. (stewart Deel. ,t 9.) 

The role of Watennastar counsel is consistent with the pracfie9-s established 

T 
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prior to the time of the retention of the Nossaman firm. Previous Watermaster counsel 

attended Advisory Committee m99tings, gave advise to the Advisory Committee 

regarding the Judgment, and filed pleadings with the Court at the direction of the 

Advisory Committee, including motions for the appointment of Watennaster for a new 

term. 

CBMWD asserts that Watermaster counsel did not attend Watennaster 
meetings. Once again this was consistent with past practices. Prtor to 1997, 

· Watermaster meetings have consisted of simply a ratification of actions of the Advisory 

Committee. The average length of a Watermaster meeting was only 21 minutes. 

(Stewart Deel. ,t 1 1 .) There was no need for Watennaster counsel to be present and no 

request was made that counsel be present. At recent Watermaster meetings, where 

attendance of counsel was requested, Nossaman has complied and either Mr. Fudacz 

or Mr. Ossiff has attended the meeting. 

c. QBMWP Has RtPQSni;ed It Subseryience to the Advisory Committee 

Watermaster staff has, to present, been composed of employees of CBMWD. 

Facilities and services were provided by CBMWD to watennaster through a wmten 

Facmties and Services Agreement. -In 1992 that Agreement was amended to expressly 

provide that CBMWD employees serving Watermaster were to tak� 1heir direction from 

the Advisory Committee. This was a recognition by CBMWD of the controUing role of 

the Advisory Committee. Indeed, this amendment would have been improper were it 

not for the fact of Advisory Committee control. (Stewart Deel. 'IJ 4.) 

VI. BY.JI$ JULY,26, 1996 QBPER, THE COURT HAS ALREADY MACE CLEAR 
THAT THERE WAS MO COREUqT QE JNTERESI 

CBMVVD's assertions that Nos.saman had a conflict of intorost in its 

representation of the Advisory Committee and of the Watermaster were all made in the 

motion it filed last May to recuse counsel. The Court heard argument on that n:t0lion In 

II 
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June. At the hearing the Court stated that the claim of  conflict of interest was an 

"il lusion". (June 18 ,  1 996 Transcript of hearing, p .  5:1 1 .) The Court found that 

Nossaman represented Watermaster, and it was instructed to take and was in fact 

taking Instruction from the Chief of Watennaster Services. The Court noted the analogy 

to corporate counsel faced with a dispute between the president and the board of 

directors. (Transcript, p. 1 9:8-15.) The Court issued a written order on July 26, 1996 

denying the motion. No appeal was taken from that motion. There is nq reason to 

revi8it these already well argued issues. 

At the hearing on March 3, 1 997. counsel for the City of Chino asserted that 

he had been misled at the ear1ier hearing because, he asserted, Nossaman had 

misrepresented its status as Watermaster counsel. That is demonstrably untrue. The 

fact of Nossaman·s retention as Watermaster counsel was expressly discussed at page 

14  of the pleadings it filed on June 1 1 ,  1996. A copy of the minutes of Watennaster 
' . .  
approving Nossaman as Watermaster counsel were atta�hed. Moreover, as noted in-

the pleadings filed by this firm last week, prior to the June 1 s. 1 996 hearing, counsel for 

the City of Chino had requested and received a copy of Nossaman's contract with 

Watermaster. 

VII. RECENT ACTIONS BY CBMWI) DQ NQT GIVE RISE TO ANY CONFLICT OE 
INTEREST ON THE PART OE COUNSEL. BUT DO DEMONSTRATE 
CSMWD'S UNWlWNGNESS IO COMPLY WITH THE JUDGMENT 

CBMWD argues that recently scheduled hearings on motions regarding 

actions by CBMWD have raised conflict of interest issues. That is not the case. 

yBMWD's actions however do demonstrate that CBMWD is unwilling to fofiow the 

requirements of the Judgment. 

As noted above, when there has been a vote of greater than 80% of the 

Advisory Committee, that is a mandate for Watennaster action. Watennaster must 

ccmpty. If W.rtcrmas1er wishes to be relieved from compliance it must fiW file a notic·ed 

t 
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motion and seek and obtain Court authorization to act in a different manner. 

(Judgment, ,i 38(c).) The Judgment provides: that Watermas.ter may retain counsel for 

this purpose. 

In January, the Advisory Committee. by a greater than 80% majority, voted 

that Watermaster should not direct an audit be done until the Ad Hoc Finance 

Committee had had an opportunity to review the situation and make recommendations. 

Despite this mandate for action, CBMWD, sitting as Watennaster. ordered an audit be 

done. CBMWD took this action without first &eekfng relief from Court. (Stewart Deel. 

1( 14.) 

CBMWD then scheduled a meeting to take action regarding the retention of 

Nossaman as Watormastor counsel. The Advisory Committee met to discuss the issue 

and again by greater than an 80% majority, voted to direct Watennaster to take no 

action on the issue. (Stewart Oeci. 'lJ 15.) Once again CBMWD failed to seek relief 

from Court, as required by the Judgment, but instead, on February 27. 1997, acted 

contrary to the mandated action. Not only was this second action contrary to the 

provisions of the Judgment, it was contrary to the directfon given by this Court at the 

June 1 8, 1 996 hearing when the Court appointed CBMWD as Walerrnaster on an 

interim basis only. At that time the Court expressly stated that it was making the 

appointment with the understanding that there would be no significant changes in 

personnel. (Transcript, p. 94:6.) Moreover, in fight of the fact that a heartng for 

appointment of a new Watermaster was scheduled only days after the CBMWO action. 

CBMWD's actions fn both instances have been brought to the Court's 

attention and are the subject of the motiQns set for hearing on March 1 1 th. CBMWD 

points to those motions as a basis for claiming a conflict of interest. They are not. 

They are, in fact, nothing more than examples of CBMWD acting in excess of its 

aumortty as watermaster and in direct violation of the requirements of the Judgment. 

In such an instance, Watermaster counsel was obligated in accordance with the 

direction of Rule 3.500 and counsefs obligations to follow and enforce the Judgment, to 

10 
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follow the di rection of the Advisory Committee and to bring the matters to the Court's 

attention. 

VIII. CONCLUSION 

It is plain that there is no conflict of interest. Nossaman receives its direction 

from the highest authorized body within Watermaster, the Advisory Committee through 

the Chief of Watermaster Services. Not only is it not improper, it is our ethical duty to 
. . 

act in this fashion. The motion to disquaflfy amounts to nothing more than a denial of. 

the obvious - that the Advisory Committee is the controlling body within the Basin, 

subjecfto the direction of the Court. as was found by Judge Turner. 

RESPECTFUL}. Y SUBMITTED: 

· · NOSSAMAN, GUTHNER, KNOX & ELLIOTT 
FREDERJC A. FUDACZ 
JOHN OSSIFF 

By: :£ • c- :r-'!:::::::::::-, 

. Frederic A. Fudacz � 

Attomeys for 
CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
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DECLARATION OE IBACI STEWART 

I ,  Traci Stewart. declare as follows: 

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

("Watermaster"). I have held that position since August 1 994. In that position I am. 

familiar with the records and operations ofWatermaster. In addition, I serve as 

Secretary to the Advisory Committee which was establifhed pursuant to the Judgment 

herein. I am familiar with the records and operations of the Advisory Committee. This 

Declaration is based upon my own knowledge of Watermast�r and Advisory Committee 

records and operations, the operations of CBMWD. and my own personal knowledge. 

2. 1 have examined the records of Watennaster concerning the Issues 

raised in the ex parte application by .f?hino Basin Municipal Water District. Those 

records are voluminous and cover a period of approximately 18  years. This Declaration 

is based upon my own knowledge of Watermaster and Advisory Committee records and 

operationst the operations of CBMWD, and my own personal knowfedge. 

3. Pursuant to a contractual arrangement between WatemJaster and 

CBMWD, Watermaster staff has historically been provided from the employees of 
. .  

CBMWD. As Chief of Watermaster Sefmes I am a CBMWD employee. Pursuant to an 

Amended Services and FacUltJes Contract, the District provides certain employees to 

serve as Watermaster staff. 

4 .  Paragraph 6 of the Amended Services and Facilities Contract states: 

·Any District staff working on or proVlding 

assistance to �e Watermaster program shall 

receive their direction from and report to the 

Advisory Commmee." 

This langua�e was expressly added at the request of my predecessor and the Advisory 

Committee during the last renegotiation of the Contract in order to clarify the reporting 

u 
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responsibilities of any CBMWD staff perfonning duties for Watennaster. 

5. I n  my duties as. Chief of Watennaster Services I have at all times 

compfted.wlth the requirements of the Amended Services and Facilities Contract, 

including paragraph 6. 

6. The job description of the p�ition of the Chief of Watermaster 

Services states that the Chief of Watermaster Services is responsible for exercising : 

direct supervision over the professional staff of Watermaster. 

7. In November 1993, the finn of Nossaman, Guthner, Knox & Elliott 

("Nossaman") was retained as special legal counsel to advise the Advisory Committee 

on certain issues. 

8. The No�man firm was approved as general couns�I to the Chin� 

Basin Watermaster in July 1 994. After being selected as general counsel, Nossaman 

no longer functioned as special counsel. The retention of the Nossaman firm as 

Watermaster general counsel was un"einimously approved by the Advisory Committee 

and subsequently approved by CBMWD as Watennaster. In their capacity as legal 

counsel, their functions are viewed just as any other member of the Watermaster 

professional staff. Direction is provided to the Watermaster staff by the Advisory 

Committee, either directly at meetings. or through the Chief ofWatermaster Services. 
. .  

Additionalfy, at the time the firm was retained, Frederic Fudacz, a partner of Nossaman, 

was specifically instructed by the Advisory Committee that the firm was to receive 

direction from and report to the Chief of Watennaster Services. Attached hereto as 

Exhibit A is true and correct copy of an excerpt of the minutes of the Advisory 

Committee Meetfng of June 23. 1 994 which reflect the Instruct1ons given to Mr. Fudacz. 

Attached hereto as Exhibit B Is a true and correct copy of the minutes of the July 6, 

1 994 meeting of Watennaster, at which Watermaster approved Nossaman as counsel. 

(See Item J of Consent Calendar.) 

9. As Chief of Watermaster Services I have at all times given direction 

to Watermaster's legal counsel, the Nossaman firm. Such direction has been in 

13 
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aceordance with d irection given to me by the Advisory Committee. Watermasters legal 

counsel has at a l l  t imes acted in accordance with the di rection which I have given. 

1 0. My review of Watermaster and Advisory Committee minutes 

indicates that direction to Watennaster legal counsel has always been provided through 

Watermaster staff and not through the CBMWD Board of D irectors acting in its capacity 

as Watermaster. 

1 1 .  My review of the Watennaster records reveals that during the period 

from August 1 992 to April 1 996, a period of 44 months, CBMVVD met as Watermastor 

only 1 6  times. The total amount of time spent by the District in Watennaster meetings 

during this period of time was 5.46 hours. This averages to less than 21 minutes per 

meeting . In some instances the meeting was as short as 3 minutes. Only in the first 

year following entry of the Judgment did the Chino Basin Municipal Water District meet 

more than 5 times per year. In al l of the subsequent years in the 1 8  years since entry 

of the Judgment, it has met no more tlian 5 times per year. 

1 2. Because the Watennaster Board meets only quarterly, day to day 

operations under the Judgment are, and have for all times since entry of the Judgment, 

been conducted by Wat.ermaster staff acting at the direction of the Advisory Committee. 

1 3 . Each year an ann_4al budget for Watermaster is approvetl by the 

. Advisory Committee and adopted by Wa1ermaster. All Watermaster expenses, 

including costs f-or Watennaster counsel, are paid from assessments collected pursuant 

to the Judgment. No funds of Chino Basin Municipal Water District are used to pay any 

Watem,aster expenses. Even payment of the salaries of the CBMWD emptoyees who 

WOrK on Wate_rmaster runct1ons are reimbursed from Watermaster funds . Payment far 

an such expenses are approved by the Advisory Committee, which then directs staff 
assigned to Watermast_er to perform the ministerial functions of preparing the 
papeiwork and sending the payments out. 

1 4. At the Advisory Committee meeting on January 8, 1 997, the Advisory 

Committee decided that before deciding to have an audit conducted and before 

l4  
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. determining what the proper scope of any such audit should be, the Advisory 

Committee would have�n Ad Hoc Finance Committee, . composed of financial experts 

from the members of the Advisory Committee, evaluate the issue. At that January 8, 

1 997 1 meeting the Advisory Committee took, among others, the following actions: 

(a) It directed a recently formed Executive Committ" (which 
. .. . 

consists of the chairman of each of the three Pools) to attend the speela l Watermaster 

meeting that had bee·n called for the next day. January 9th , to recommend that the 

Watermaster Board not take any action on its agendized items, Including the 

authorization of an independent audit. This motion was approved by a 91 .43% 

majority. 

(b) It defeated a motion that was made to recommend .to the 

Waterma�-ter that the Board of Directors of the District conduct an examination and . . 

review of the intemal procedures utilizei:i by WatermasteF Services. This motion failed 

by a 91 .43% vote. 

15. On Jan�ary 30 1 1 9971 at a Special Advisory Committee Meeting, the 

Advisory Committee took the following actions: 

(a) Approved by a vot�d of 87.99% in favor to 12.01 % opposed, a 
. . . 

motion to requ�t that the Chino Basin Watennaster take off its calendar for the 

scheduled February 26, 1 997. special Watermaster meeting, the agenda item for re:view 

a� action regarding the legal services contract between Nossaman, Guthner, Knox & 

Elliott, LLP and Watermaster. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the faws of the State of CaUfomia that 
, .  

the foreg�ing Is true and correct. 

Tract Stewart 
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MI.N UTES 
OF THE 

QUARTERLY ADVISORY COMMITTEE M EETI NG 
JUNE 23, 1 994 

The Annual  meeting of the Advisory Committee was held June 23, 1 994, at 1 2 :00 
o-'clock noon, in the board room of the Chino Basin M unicipal Water District. 

Advisory Committee Members Present 

Robert DeBerard 
Jack Hagerman 
Dirk Johnston 
Gerald J. Black 
Les Evans 
Terry Kimbro 
Mike Teal 
Tom Shollenberger 
Ira Pace 
Jim Moody 
Edwin James 
Rob Hartman 
Bonnie Poulsen 

Watermaster Staff Present 

Traci Stewart 
Kathy Beckley 
Michelle Lauffer 
Kevin Smead 

Others Present 

Nancy Bice 
Mark Gage 
Andrew Cox 
Ken Kules 
Cynthia Mil ler 
Michael J .  McGraw 
Joe Schenk 
Rick Darnel l  
Chet Anderson 
Bil l Stafford 
Mark Wildermuth 
Bob Westdyke 

The meeting was called to order at 1 2 :25  p .m.  

EXHIBIT A 

Agricultural Pool 
Agricultural Pool 
Agricultural Pool 
Appropriative Pool 

. Appropriative Pool 
Appropriative Pool 
Appropriative Pool 
Appropriative Pool 
Appropriative Pool 
Appropriative Pool 
Appropriative Pool 
Non-Agricultural Pool 
Non-Agricultural Pool 

Acting Chief, WM Services 
Water Resources Special ist 
Recording Secretary 
Stetson Engineers,  Inc .  

Geo matrix 
Geo matrix 
Geo matrix 
MWD 
MWD 
Fontana Union Water Company 
City of Norco 
SCE 
So .  Califo rnia Water Company 
Marygold M utual Water Company 
Wildermuth Water Resources 
General Manager,  CBMWD 



ADVISORY CO.M M ITTEE M EETING  

L .  

I tem H .  

Rec·ommended  Watermaster app rove a Genera l  
Counse l  Serv ices Agre ement, with the f i rm of  
Nossa man ,  Guthne r, Knox and  El l iott fq r FY94/95 .  

Recommended Wate rmaste r a pp rove an  Agreemertt 
for Watermaster  Eng i neering Services ,  with Stetson 
Eng ineers ,  l nco rpo·ra te d fo r th e terms p rovid ed 
the r e in .  

FY94/95 BUDG ET TRANSFER - INLAN D EMP I RE  
WEST RESOURCE CONSERVATION DISTR ICT 
DAI RY CONSERVATI O N  P I LOT PROGRAM 

Fo l lowing a d iscuss ion rega rd i ng  the background of . ' 

the I n land Emp i re West Resou rce Conservat io n 
D istr ict, a motion was made 

Motio n by Ge ra l d  B lack ,  second by M i ke Tea l  and by 
unan;mous vote . 

M OVED,  to re commend  Wate rmaster app rove a 
budget  tra nsfe r  in the amount  of  $_3,000 for th e 
a g ricu ltu ra l wate r con servation Pi lot Program to 
identify areas of  water  conservation and  water 
management  on da iry farms in  the Chino Ba s in . 

2 .  STEERI N G  COMM ITTEE OR OTH ER AD HOC COM MITTEE 
REPRESENTATI O N  

Kathy Beck ley asked the cor.nmittee for ratificat io n of th e 
Steer ing  Committee Represe ntat ion po l icy . Each poo l  was 
g iven the opport un ity to decide if the Steer ing Committee 
repres entat ives wou ld  be se lected by entity or by i nd iv id ua l .  
Fo r c la r if icatio n ,  the fo l l owing se lect ions we re p resented to 
the committee . 

Steerin g Committee or  O th e r  Ad Hoc  Co mmittee Rep resentatio n  

Agricultural Pool 
Cha i rman 
V ice  Cha i r  

State Rep re sen tat ive 
Appropriative Pool 
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I ADVI S O RY C O M M ITTEE M EETI N G  

p ropos a l  cons ists of  MWD d e l iveri ng  wate r t·o W F A  at  n o  
cost, pay i n g  the c a p ita l  a n d  O & M for t reatment a n d  
de l ive ry o f  wate r t o  a we l l  with d e g raded  water.  qua l ity , a nd 
pay i n g  c a p ita l costs to retrofit the wel l  fo r in jectio n .  The 
loc a l  a g ency wo u l d  operate a n d  m a i nta in  the we l l  o n  beha'l f 
of MWD .  MWD would  u�e the we l l  fo r i nject ion i n  the  off 
peak  season  fro m Octobe r thro ugh  Apr i l ,  the age ncy wo u l d  
have t h e  a b i l ity t o  pump that water  in  the  pea k  d e ma n d  
p e riod  fro m May t h r o u g h  S e ptember .  The water g o i n g  in  
is bett"e r than  what i s  coming out i m p rovi n g  qua l ity . I f  a 
b l end ing  p rocess d oes not occ u r  at least there wo u ld  b e  a 
b u b b le of c lean  wate r that cou ld a l low the age ncy to 
ma inta in  a wel l  that c u r re ntly has wate r qua l ity pro b l e ms .  
The term wo uld b e  20 years with ear ly  te rm inat io n 
p rov is ions . .  MWD sees the  p roject as a mutua l  benefit 
beca use MWD gets rep le n is h me nt a nd loca l  a g enc ies  may 
be a b l e  to protect or  react ivate wel ls d e pe n d i n g o n the 
c i rcumsta nces .  The loc a l  a g ency pumps the water b a s e d  
o n  safe y ie ld  o r  rep l en i sh ment of  overd raft .  

M r .  Ku l es  sa i d  the dec i s ion  to  construct that type of fac i l ity 
m ight affect the number  of spread ing  bas ins  that m i g ht be  
deve lope d .  He  sa id  MWD continued  to be committed to a 
pr io r ity of  exc ha n g e .  

6 .  OTH ER BUSI N ESS 

A .  G EN E RAL CO U N S EL 

B.  

C ha i rman  S ho l l enbe rger  we lco med the new f i rm of  
Nossama n ,  Guth ner ,  Knox and E l l iott . 

M otio n by G e rry B lack ,  second by Edwin James a n d  
b y  u n a n i m o u s  vote . 

M OVED, to d irect  sta ff to pre p a re a lette r  to 
G u ido  S mi th  re gard in g the statu s of  o n go in g 
p roje cts a n d  t h e  tra nsfer  of  Wate rma ster fi l e s .  

STETS O N  E N G I N E E R S ,  I N C .  

Cha i rman  Sho l l e n b e rg e r as ked  t h at Stets o n  Eng inee rs 
attend  the  Conj u nct ive Use D e monstrat i on  P roject 
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ADVI S O RY CO M M ITTEE M EETI N G  

Wo rkshop s c h ed u led  fo r June 24, 1 9 94.  Kevi n 
S mead  was in t roduced  a nd he  res ponded that  a 
re p res e ntat ive of the  fi rm would attend . 

C .  REC O G NITI O N  O F  KATHY BECKLEY 

D .  

M r .  S h o l len be rge r  sa id  h e  wo u ld  l i ke t o  take the  
o p p o rtu n ity to tha n k  Kathy Beckley fo r he r  fi ne  
effo rts on  beha l f  of Wate rmaster a n d  wis hed her  
wel l  i n  h e r  new ass ign ment to the Water Resources 
D e p a rtment . 

EVA P O RATI O N  LOSSES O N  S PREAD WATER 

Edwin Ja mes requested Watermaster to wr ite a lette r 
to MWD stating  that  a ny water that is s pread wo u l d  
h a v e  a 1 1 /2 t o  2 pe rcent eva po rat ion  los s .  M r . 
S h o l l e n b e rg e r  sa td it wo u l d  be  � p p ro pr iate to h ave 
th e eng inee r ing f i rm prepa re an eva l uat io n in  that 
re g a rd .  

Kathy Bec kley asked for c la r ificati on  with regard to 
d i rection be ing  g ive n to the eng ineeri n g  firm .  M r .  
S h o l l e n b e rger  s a id a l l  dec is ions  had t o  be a p proved b y  the 
Advisory Committe e .  He cont in ued that in  l ieu of  that a 
spec i a l  meeti n g  co u l d  b e  c a l l ed  i f  necessary .  

M r .  S h o l len berger  sa id it wo u ld  b e  a p p rop riate to  have 
g e n e ra l  c o u nse l ,  me m b e rs of  the  pools , e n g inee ri n g  
se rvices , a n d  Watermaster Ad min i strat ive sta ff h o l d  a 
works h o p  to determ ine the l ist of  d ut ies a nd projects that  
were necessary .  

M r .  Fudacz asked h o w  he wo u l d  rece ive d i rect io n .  M r .  
Sho l l e n b e rg e r  res p o n d e d  that  d i rect io n wo uld b e  rec e ived 
th ro u g h  Trac i  Ste""'.a rt in  he r ca pac ity as  Act ing  Ch ief  of  
Watermaster  Se rv ices . 

J U N E  23 , 1 9 94 

RECO G N ITI O N  

OF KATHY 

BECKLEY 

EVAPO RATI O N  

LOSS 

EVA LUATI O N  

A D M I N I STRATIVE 

ISSUES  RE 

CO NTRACT 

SERVICES 

With no furth er  b u s iness  to d iscuss  the meet in g was adjou rned  at 2 : 00 p . m . 

Secreta ry 

1 0  



MINUTES 
OF · 

QUARTERLY MEETING 
OF TH E 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
. JULY 6, 1 994 

Watermaster Members Present: 

B i l l  H i l l  
George Borba 
Wyatt Troxel 
Anne D unihue 

Watermaster· Members Absent: 

John L.  Anderson 

Chairman 
Vice Chairman 
Member 
Member 

Secretary/Treasurer 

Watermaster and CBMWD Staff Present: 

Kathy Beckley 
M ichel le Lauffer 

Acting Chief, Watermaster Services 
Recordin'g Secretary 

Others Present: 

Robert G .  Westdyke 
Tina  Cheng 

CBMWD 
CBMWD 

Chairman Hil l ca l led the meeting  to order at 8:30 a .m .  and inquired if anyone wished 
to discuss any items on the agenda. Consent Calendar, Item D was pul led for 
discussion at the request of D i rector Dunihue. 

1 .  CONSENT CALENDAR 

Motion by Director Troxel, second by Director Dunihue and by 
unanimous vote:  

A. 

B. 

Moved, to approve the Consent Calendar as fol lows: 

Approved the minutes of the regularly scheduled meeting 
dated Apri l  6, \ 1 994. 

Approved the Treasurer's Report of Financial Affairs for the 
period ended March 3 1 ,  1 994. 

EXHIBIT B 

MINUTES 

TREASURER'S 
REPORT 



Wate rmaste r Boa rd Meeti ng  M in utes 

C .  

D .  

E .  

F .  

G .  

H .  

I .  

J .  

A p p rove d  t h e  State m e nt of  ,Revenue  a nd Expense  a n d  
Chan g es i n  Ret a i ned  Ea rn ings  for the pe riod  e nded  Ma rch 
3 1 , 1 9 94 .  

Approved the  Not ice  of  Sa le  o r  Tra nsfe r  of Ri ght to Wate r 
in  Sto ra g e i n  the  amount of  3 , 000 acre feet of  water i n  
stora ge  fro m Marygo ld  M utua l Water Company t o  Fonta na 
Wate r Co mpany fo r u se  d u r i n g  FY 1 9 93/94.  

A p p roved a tra nsfer  from the Watermaster Adopted Bud g et 
FY 1 9 9 3/94 fn the  a mo u nt of $ 2 , 500 fro m a ccount WM 
450 9 1 0  6 1 60 to  acco u nt WM 450  9 1 5 6 1 2,9 fo r mid ge 
fly s p ray ing  at the  M o ntc la i r  Bas ins . 

A p p roved a n  a m e nd ment  fro m the Wate rmaster A d o pted 
I nteri m B u d get FY 1 9 94/9 5 in  the a mo u nt of  $ 1 8 , 000 fo r 
m id g e  f ly s p ra y i n g  if it becomes necessary .  

A p p roved a n a me ndment fro m t h e  Watermaster Ado pted 
I nter im Bud g et FY 1 994/9 5 i n  the amount of $ 3 , 000 fo r the 
A g ricu l tu ra l  Water Conse rvat i on  P rogra m  p i l ot p ro g ra m . 

App roved cond it i ona l  Loca l  Storage  Agreements numbe re d  
30 a n d  1 1 . 1 ,  i n  the  a mo unt of 20, 000 acre  fe et 
res pect ive ly  for J uru pa  Co mmun ity S e rv ices Distr ict a n d  
t h e  C ity of  O nta r io . 

App roved a Change  O rd er  to exte nd Ch ino  Bas i n  
Watermaste r A g reeme nt Numbe r  AEB9 3005 with M r . 
Patr ic k Pa rk ,  fo r P rofess iona l  Data base S pecia l ist S e rv ices , 
for a n ot-to -exceed a mo unt of $ 40 , 3 20 . 00 to cover  t h e  
per iod  J u l y  1 ,  1 9 94 t h r o u g h  J u ne 3 0 ,  1 99 5 .  

A p p roved a n  A g ree m e nt with the f i rm o f  Noss a ma n ,  
G uthne r ,  K nox a nd  E l l i ott t o  p rov ide G e n e ra l  Counse l  
Se rv ices  fo r F!sca l  Year  1 9 94/9 5 .  
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1 NOSSAMAN , GUTHNER, KNOX, ELLIOTT 
FREDERI C A. FUDACZ, STATE BAR NO.  050546 

2 JOHN OSS IFF ,  STATE BAR NO.  1 20 1 49 
445 South Figueroa Street 

3 Thirty-First Floor 
Los Angeles , Californ ia 90071 

4 Telephone: (2 1 3) 61 2-7800 
Facsimi le :  (2 1 3) 6 1 2-7801 

5 

Attorneys for 
6 CHINO BAS IN  WATERMASTER 

7 

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  

SUPERIOR COURT OF TH E STATE OF CALIFORN IA 

FOR TH E COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO - WEST DISTRICT 

1 2  CH INO BASIN  MUN IC IPAL WATER 

13  DISTRICT, 

1 4  

1 5  V. 

Plaintiff, 

1 6  CITY OF CH INO ,  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Defendant. 

) Case No. RCV 5 1 0 1 0 
j 
) PROOF OF SERVICE OF 
:) OPPOSITION -TO MOTION TO 
) DISQUALIFY WATERMASTER 
) COUNSEL 
:) 

:) Hearing: 
) DATE: March 1 1 ,  1 997 
) TIME: 8 :30 a .m 
) DEPT: H 

:) 
) Special ly assigned to the Honorable 
) Judge J. Michael Gunn 
:) 

:) 
) 
) 
:) 

) 

) 
) 



I ,  Mary L .  Stau la , declare: 

2 1 .  I am over the age of 1 8  and not a party to this action. My business add ress is 

3 Chino Basin Watermaster, 8632 Arch iba ld Avenue ,  Su ite 1 09 ,  Rancho Cucamonga ,  Cal ifornia 

4 9 1 730.  

5 

6 2 .  On today's date , I served the documents identified be low by placing a true and 

7 correct copy of same in  sea led envelopes add ress to each of addresses l isted on the attached 

a mai l ing l ist "A". 

9 

1 0  

1 1  

• 

3 .  

Opposition to Motion to Disqua l ify Watermaster Counsel 

I then p laced sa id envelopes for co l lection ,  processing and mai l ing by Ch ino 

1 2  Bas in  Watermaster personne l  with the Un ited States Posta l Service on today's date, fol lowing 

1 3  Ch ino Bas in  Watermaster's ord inary bus iness practices .  Pursuant to these practices , with 

14  wh ich I am fami l iar, add ressed envelopes are deposited in  the ord inary course of  bus iness 

1 5  with the Un ited States Posta l Service on  the same date they are co l lected a nd  processed , with 

1 s  postage thereon fu l ly prepaid . 

1 7  

1 a I declare under pena lty of perjury under  the l aws of the State of Cal iforn ia 

1 9  that the foregoing i s  true and correct. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Executed on March 1 0 , 1 997 , at Rancho Cucamonga ,  C

l

ia. 

, · .,. --- �_./ u: � 
, .! 7

CYu-/
2L �a,, 

I o , 
•1 

Mary L. Stau la 
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MAILING LIST A INTERESTED PARTIES 

ATTORNEYS OF RECORD 

UPDATED 3/05/97 BY MDUCB 

CHET ANDERSON 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA WATER CO 

401 S SAN DIMAS CANYON RD 

SAN DIMAS CA 91773 

RICHARD ANDERSON 

BEST,BEST & KRIEGER 

P.O. BOX 1028 

RIVERSIDE CA 92501 

RODNEY BAKER 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

P.O. BOX 438 

COULTERVILLE CA 95311-0438 

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 

ARNOLD ALVAREZ-GLASMAN ESQ 

ALVAREZ-GLASMAN & CLOVEN 

505 S GAREY AVE 

POMONA CA 91766 

JOHN ANDERSON 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS • CBMWD 

1 2455 HOLLY AVE 

CHINO CA 91710-2633 

A W  ARAIZA 

WEST SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY W D 

P.O. BOX 920 

RIALTO 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 CHIND 

5050 SCHAEFER AVE 

CHINO CA 9171 0-5549 

RICK DARNELL 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 

8996 ETIWANDA AVE 

ETIWANDA CA 91739-9697 

ROBERT DOUGHERTY 

COVINGTON & CROWE 

P.O. BOX 1515 

ONTARIO CA 91762 

HAROLD ANDERSEN 

MONTE VISTA IRRIGATION CO 

2529 W TEMPLE ST 

LOS ANGELES CA 90026-4819 

RICHARD ANDERSON 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

1365 WEST FOOTHILL BLVD STE 1 

UPLAND CA 91786 

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 

BOARD 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 

1131 WEST SIXTH STREET 

ONTARIO CA 91762 

ROBERT DEBERARD 

P.O. BOX 1223 

UPLAND CA 91785-1223 

RICHARDS,WATSON DREYFUSS & 
GERSHN 

333 SOUTH HOPE STREET 30TH FLOOR 

LOS ANGELES CA 90071 



ANNE W DUNIHUE 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS - CBMWD 

9395 MANGO AVE 

FONTANA CA 92335-5845 

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 

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 

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 
1 1 0  

ONTARIO C A  91764 

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 94111 

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 

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 

VICTOR GLEASON 

MWD OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

1111  SUNSET BOULEVARD 

LOS ANGELES CA 90054 

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 



MANAGER 

KRONICK ET AL 

770 L STREET #1200 

SACRAMENTO CA 95814-3363 

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 

808 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 

DAVID KUBITZ 

ARROWHEAD MTN SPRING WATER CO 

5772 JURUPA 

ONTARIO CA 91761-3672 

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 

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 Wl:ST FIFTH STREET 

SAN BERNARDINO CA 92415 

DAN MCKINNEY 

REID & HELL YER 

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 



PATRICK SAMPSON 

P.O. BOX 660 

POMONA CA 91769 

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 

JOE SCHENK 

CITY OF NORCO 

P.O. BOX 428 

NORCO CA 91760-0428 

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 - SANTA ANA 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 

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 91752-1126 

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 


