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Dan G. McKinney (State Bar No. 101095) T CETVE T3
REID & HELLYER _ ' F; ' ' [) :
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION APR 7 11997
3880 Lemon Street, Fifth Floor R
Post -Office Box ‘1300 . WATERHASTER SERVICES
Riverside, CA 92502-1300 :
(909} 682-1771 :
Attorneys for Defendant AG Pool
Committee of the Chino Rasin
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO
CHINO BASIN MUNICIEAL WATER Case No. RCV 51010
DISTRICT,
Plaintiff, AGRICULTURAL POOL
- COMMITTEE'S RESPONSE -
V. ' SUPPCORTING THE TENTATIVE
. . ) RULING AND APPOINTMENT OF
CITY OF CHINO, et al., SPECIAL MASTER
Defendants. Date: April 29, 1997
‘ Time: 1:30 a.m.
Dept: H
I
INTRODUCTION

The Agricultural Pool Committee of the Chino Basin (herein
"Ag Pool") supports the Tentative Ruling'which provides for
apﬁointment of Special Master Anne Schneider, and herewith
submits its Points and Authorities in support of such decision in
anticipation of an opposition to the Tentativerruiing by certain
Appropriative Pool Cities.
v
/1
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of Watermaster to "administer and enforce the provisions of this

IT

HEMORANDﬁM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF SPECIAL MASTER

A. The Judgment provideg that the Watermaster and. Advisory

. Committee are separate and independent entities.

The Ag Pool of the Chine Basin Judgment opposed the nine
member board proposed by Watermaster staff and the AdviSory
Committee., This opposition is based on the firm belief of the Ag
Pool that the proposed nine-member board will be controlled and
dominated by thé same watér interests that control the Advisor?
Committee ét this time and the long term water quality interests
of the Chino Basin will be adversely impacted. The Judgment |
was entered in 1978 and provided for an Advisory Committee made
up of the water users within the basip in proportiecn to their
actual use of water. The Judgment alsc created a separate role‘
Judgment®. The Advisbry Committee’s role was to advise the W
Watermaster except in the case of an 80% {(or greater) vote of the
Advisory Committee which constituted a mandate to the
Watermaster. The Judgment, therefore créated_two separate bodies
wiﬁh "checks and balances". Chino Basin MWD was the Watermaster
and has acted in that capacity until the present. In its
reply to the opposition, Mr. Fudacz, purporting to represent the
Watermaster identified these assertions as attempting to
“radicélly" alter the Judgment. {Reply p3 line 24).

The thrust of the current prbposal is to give the Advisory
Committee control over the actions of the Watermaster rather than
control over the composition of the Watermaster. Moving party

suggests the Advisory Committee’s ccontrol over the composition of

(AG POQOL’S8 RESPONSE SUPFORTING TENTATIVE RULING) (Page 2}
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the Watermaster and histofical control Over.decision making
negates any separateness of the entities and thefe is no‘
provision in the Judgment for "checks and balances". This
iﬁterpretation of the Judgment is significantly flawed. The
Judgment created twa Sepafate administrative badies to carry out
the terms of the Judgment. If it‘was intended that the
Watermaster was simply the Advisory Committee’s *"staff", the
Judgment could have been set up that way. -Instead, the Judgment
at paragraph 18 authorizes the Watermaster to adopt rules and
reqgulations te conduct its affairs. Paraéraph 26 authorizes the
Watermaster to act joinﬁly'with state and federal agencies for
the purposes of carrying out the physical solution. Paragraph 27
authorizes Watermaster to undertake hydrologic studies. |
Paragraph 28'authorizés Watermaster‘to enter into water storage
agreements. Paragraph 30 reqﬁires Watermaster to prepare an
annual budget. The Advisory Committee is given the
responsibility of making recommendations before the Watermaster
acts. Péragraph 38(b)(1) brovides that Watermaster may act

"eonsistent with or contrary to said Advisory Committee’s

' recommendation." If the Advisory Committee members are

Watermaster members, the Advisory Committee will control the
decisions that it waé intended to have only adviséry input.

Most importantly, paragraph 41 of the Jﬁdgment provides that
Watermaster, nét the Advisory Committee, is granted ultimate
authority to manage the Basin.

In conclusion, the terms of the judgment itself requires a
Watermastex whicﬁ is separate from the Adviscry Committee. This

may be somewhat obvious, but not to certain Advisory Committee

(AG POOL’S RESPONSE SUPPORTING TENTATIVE RULING) (Page 3)
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members. The proponents of the nine member board suggest they
may be the same. The same proponents had previously bfought‘a
motion (filed Februéry 7, 1996)‘to have the Advisory Committee
appointed as Watermaster. rThis was ultimately taken off caienaér
in favor of the current proposal to have a separate Watermaster
méde up of the same participants. It is respectfully submitted
that this effort to eliminaﬁe the separateness of Watermaster and
Advisory Committee is cdntrary to the terms of the Judgment.

B. The intent of the Judgment and Eguity reguire an independent

and neutral Watermaster.

As ‘has been belabored in_the initial opposition to the 9
member board, considerable conflict has arisen over water quality
issues. Unfortunately, the Advisory Committee is controlled by
the northern Aﬁpropriative Pool members and the water quality
problems are suffered by theAsduthern agricultural interests and
a minority of the Appropriative Pool primarily in the southern
portion of the basin.

The support for this conclusion was provided by the moving

party in the declaration of Mark Wildermuth, who stated at

paragraph 7:

"All our studies including review of water quality data
from wells and CIGSM projections of future conditions suggest
that groundwater quality will deteriorate in the southern half of
the basin." |

As was more particularly described in earlier opposition,
one of the catalysts for the Advisory Committee’s opposition to
the current Watermaster was the support given by Chinoc Basin MWD

to a propecsal by the Ag Pocl to contribute 12,000 acre feet of

(AG POOL'S RESPONSE SUPPORTING TENTATIVE RULING} (Page 4)
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water to a Desalter Project to begin water treatment to remove
nitrates in the water.

Moreover, "in July, 1989, Judge Don A. Turnér heard a motion
for review. of Watérmaster’s actions. Judge furner reviewed the
Judgment and made se{reral critical findings. First, he
reéognizéd that "long before the Judgment was entered, it was
recognized that water quality problems were present in tﬁe basin;
however, no one could agree on exactly which problems to tackle
and what to do about them." {July 31, 1989 order §.9) Judge
Turner also recognized the proposition that the "problems of_the
lower end of the basin should-be the problem of the entire
basin.“ Judge Turner noted in concluding that "The Court is
convinced  that there are some legitimate concerns iﬁ the way of
long-~range planning for improved guality of the water of the
basin:and for an equitable method bf Spreading the costs of
improving the quality."(p.15)

With water qualify facing the Chino Basin as its greatest
hﬁrdle} in the future it is crucial that this court not approve a
Watermaster éontfolled by the Advisory Committee'which-is
dominated by Northern water interests who have "quantity of
Water" produced ags a primary goal.

A water rights adjudication by definition is an équitable
proceeding. In a water rights adjudication, where competing
demands exceed the available supply, courts have developed
*physical solutions® to address the numerous problems associated
With over production of the limited water resources. A physical
solution involves the application of general equitable Qrinciples

to achieve reasonable allocation of water to competing interests

{AG POOL’S RESPONSE SUPPORTING TENTATIVE RULING) (Page 5)
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so that an equitable accommodation of demands upon a water source

can be achieved. {Imperial Irrigation District v. State Water

' Resources Control Board (1990) 225 Cal. App. 3d 558, 562.) Each

physical solution:is different and must be crafted to fit the

- unique circumstances existing in any given basin.

The history of this‘litigatién demonstrates Eo the court
that the Chino Basin involves a large basin Qith several hundreds
of water users. Many diverse interests exist. The Judgment
created a physical solution which divided the water users into
three major groups or "pools". These pools consist of 1)
Agricultural Pool which includes the State of Célifornia;‘z)
Appropriative Pool which primarily serves Municipal users; and 3)
Overlying Non-Agricultural Pool which serves industrial users.
TheSehpools form the Adﬁisory Committee, which advises the
Watermaster in performing its function under the physical
solution'judgment. The amount, of water use‘detérmines the

percentage of voting strength. The Appropriative Pool holds a

' 75% majority vote of the Advisory Committee.

As is_apparent_from this dispute, the parties to this actiocn
have competing interests in the groundwater of the Chinoc Basin.
The Judgment recognized this and created two entities to
administer the Judgment. The most critical aspect-to this "chéck
and balance" approach is the establishment of a neutral and
/17
/17
/77
/77
/17
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unbiased Watermaster to administer and enforce the physical
solutioﬁ established undef the Jﬁdgment in accordance with
Article 10, section 2 of the California Constitution.?

| As has been described above, fhe aﬁpointment of a

Watermaster controlled by the Advisory Committee, or Northern

~water interests, threatens the integrity.of the Judgment and will

deprive the parties of due process guarantees as Advisory
Committee members cannot carry out Watermaster’s functions in an

unbiased and neutral fashion. (Cohan v. Citv of Thousand Oaks

(1994) 30 Cal. App. 4th 547, 559 ["A biased decisionmaker is
constitutionally unécceptable . . . The right to a fair procedure
includes the right to impartial adjudicators. "]

C._The appointment of Anne Schneider as special master is

appropriate.

Ms. Schneider as a recognizéd expert in this area, is
capable of investigating and understanding the diverse interests
presented in this case. She will be helpful to the Court to
analyze the current proposal of recommend alternative proposals
for Watermaster. Iﬁ the event a nine member board remains her
recommendation, she can suggest rules or procedures to avoid
domination of.the Waterméster Board by the Appropriétive Pool

members who control the Advisory Committee.

/17

' Article 10, Section 2 of the California Constitution
provides in part that “the general welfare requires that the water
resources of the State be put to beneficial use to the fullest
extent of which they are capable and that the waste or unreasonable
use or unreasonable method of use of water be prevented, and that
the conservation of such waters is to be exercised with a view to
the reasonable and beneficial use thereof in the interest of the
people and for public welfare. . . .*"

(AG POOL’S RESPONSE SUPPORTING TENTATIVE RULING) : {(Page 7)
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ITIT
CONCLUSTION

In sum, the proposed nine member board is nét in éonformance
with the‘terms cf the Judgmént oY the intenﬁ_of the_Judgment to
create a physical-solufion and eduitable use of water witﬁin the
basin. Reference to a Special Master is appropriate to
investigate and report back to the Court Whether the proposed
Watermaster can be structured to meet the cbjectives of-the
Judgment or whether another alternaﬁive is required.

DATED: April 15, 1997 Respectfully submitted,

REID & HELLYER
A PROFES9IONAL CORPORATION .

Dan G. McKinney

Attorneys r AG Pool of the
Chino Basin

By:

(AG POOL’S RESPONSE SUPPORTING TENTATIVE RULING) . (Page 8)
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA }  CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE )

I am employed in the County of Riverside, State of
California. I am over the age of 18 and not a party to the
within action; my business address is 3880 Lemon Street, Fifth

Floor, Riverside, California.

On April éﬁi, 1997, I served the foregoing document
described as AGRICULTURAL POOL COMMITTEE’S RESPONSE SUPPORTING
THE TENTATIVE RULING AND APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL: MASTER on
interested parties in this action by placing a true copy thereof
enclosed in a sealed envelope addressed as follows:

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

I am "readily familiar" with the firm’s practice of collec-
tion and processing correspondence for mailing. Under that
practice it would be deposited with the U.S. postal service on
that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Riverside,
California, in the. ordinary course of business. I am awdre that
on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if
postage cancellation date or postage meter date is more than one

~day after date of deposit for malllng in affidavit.

XXXX (STATE) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of

the State of California that the above is true and correct.

(FEDERAL) I declare that I am employed in the office of a
member of the bar of this court at whose dlrectlon the

service was made.

Executed this EEQ th dey of April, 1997, at Riverside,
California.

Tansza n_goss { W(M@@O QOM/

(type or print name) - (51ge/; re}

(AG POCL'S RESPONSE SUPPORTING THE TENTATIVE RULING)




T AAALA AABAA .
. !NfERESTE_D PARTIES/ATTORNEYS OF

RECORD
UPDATED 1/31/97

CHET ANDERSGN

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA WATER CO
404 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£.0.BOX 638

RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91729-0638

KATHRYN H K BRANMAN

. MOBILE COMMUNITY MGMT CO
1801 EAST EDINGER AVENUE #230
SANTA ANA CA 927054754

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 FOMONA - DIRECTOR OF
PUBLIC WORKS

P.O. BOX 660
POMONA CA 917B69-0660

ARNOLD ALVAREZ-GLASMAN ESQ
ALVAREZ-GLASMAN & CLOVEN
505 S GAREY AVE

POMONA CA 91766

JOHN ANDERSOH
BOARD OF DIRECTORS - CBMWD

12455 HOLLY AVE

CHINO CA 91710-2633

AW ARAIZA

WEST SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY WD
P.O, BOX 920

RIALTO CA 82376-0920

DANIEL BERGMAN

PYRITE CANYON GROUP INC
3200 C PYRITE ST
RIVERSIDE CA 52509

GEORGE BORBA,JR
7955 EUCALYPTUS AVE
CHINO CA 91710-9065 -

WILLIAM J BRUNICK ESQ
BRUNICK ALVAREZ & BATTERSBY
P.0. BOX 6425 '
SAN BERNARDINO CA 92412

JEAN CIHIGOYENETCHE

CIHIGOYENETCHE GROSSBERG &
CLCUSE FOR CBMWD

3602 INLAND EMPIRE BLVD STE €315
ONTARIC CA 91764

DAVE CROSLEY

CITY OF CHINQ

5050 SCHAEFER AVE
CHINO CA 91710-5549

RICK DARNELL

SOUTHERN CALIFORN!A EDISON
8996 ETIWANDA AVE

ETIWANDA CA 91739-9697

HAROLD ANDERSEN:

MONTE VISTA IRRIGATION CO
2529 W TEMPLE ST

LOS ANGELES CA 500264819

RICHARD ANDERSON
ATTORNEY AT LAW .

1365 WEST FOOTHILL BLVD STE 4
UPLAND CA 91786

STEVE ARBELBIDE
CALIFORNIA STEEL INDUSTRIES Il
P.O. BOX 5080

‘FONTANA CA 92334-5080

BOB BEST

NAT"L RESOURCES CONSERVATIC
25809 BUSINESS CENTERDRB
REDLANDS CA 92374

GEORGE BORBA
BOARD OF DIRECTORS - CBEMWD
7955 EUCALYPTUS AVE

CHINO CA 91710-9065

TERRY CATLIN

BOARD OF DIRECTORS - CBMWD
2344 [VY COURT

UPLAND CA 91784

TERRY CQOOK

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.0.BOX 1223
UPLAND CA 91785-1223

ROBERT DOUGHERTY
COVINGTON & CROWE
P.G. 80X 1515
ONTARIO CA 91762



METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
P.O. BOX 54153
LOS ANGELES CA 90054-0153

MARILYN LEVIN
ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE
300 S SPRING ST 41TH FL N TOWER
LOS ANGELES CA 90013-1232

THOMAS H MC PETERS ESQ

MC PETERS MCALEARNEY SHIMOFF &
HATT :

P.0. BOX 2084

REDLANDS CA 92373

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 QOLDENKAMP
MILK PRODUCERS COUNCIL
13545 S EUCLID AVE
ONTARIO CA 91762-6656

DELWIN PETERSON

CORPORATE COUNSEL/SPACE CTR INC
444 LAFAYETTE ROAD

STPAUL MN 55101

R0BB QUINCEY

SHINO BASIN MWD

2.0, BOX 687

ANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91729-0697

RNOLD RODRIGUEZ

ANTA ANA RIVER WATER CO
530 S4TH 8T

RA LOMA CA 91752-233t%

NAGER

TAN & TUCKER

ANTON BLVYD SUITE 1409
3TAMESA CA 92626

RuGER LARKIN

CALIFORNIA INSTITUTION FOR MEN
4385 ROOSEVELT ST

CHINO CA 81710

ARTHUR LITTLEWORTH
BEST BEST & KRIEGER
P.O. BOX 1028-
RIVERSIDE CA 92501

BILL MCDONALD ,
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA WATER CO
2143 E D ST STE 110

ONTARIO CA 91761

LLOYD MICHAEL

CUCAMONGA COUNTY WATER DIST .
P.0..BOX 838 |

RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91729-0838

DAVID STARNES FOR SWAN LAKE
MOBILE COMMUNITY MANAGEMENT
1801 E EDINGER AVE STE 230
SANTAANA CA 92705

BOB PAGE

DAILY BULLLETIN
P.O. BOX 4000
ONTARIO CA 91761 -

JEFFREY PIERSON

UNITEX MGMT CORP/CORONA FARMS
3080 PULLMAN STREET SUITE 209
COSTA MESA CA 92626

LEER REDMOND i
KAISER VENTURES INC

3633 E INLAND EMPIRE BLVD STE 850
ONTARIO CA 91764

GLEN ROJAS

CITY OF CHINO
P.O.BOX 687

CHINO CA 91708-0667

TIMOTHY J RYAN E5Q
P.0. BOX 6010
EL MONTE CA 91734

ZORA LEE ‘
CITY OF CHINO HILLS

2001 GRAND AVE -

CHINO HILLS CA 917094859

ALAN MARKS

ASSISTANT COUNTY COUNSEL
157 WEST FIFTH STREET

SAN BERNARDINO CA 92415

MIKE MCGRAW
FONTANA WATER COMPANY .
P.0.BOX 987

FONTANA CA 92334-0987

CIND! MILLER
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
P.O. BOX 54153 '
LOS ANGELES CA 80054-0153

. JIM MOODY

CITY OF UPLAND
P.O. BOX 460
UPLAND CA  91785-04€0

CHARLES PARSONS
10272 JANICE LYNN STREET
CYPRESS CA 90630

GLEN PORTER

SAN BERNARDINQ CNTY AVIATION DI
7000 MERRILL AVE BOX 1

CHINO CA 81710-8027

DAVID RINGEL
MONTGOMERY WATSON
P.O. BOX 7009

PASADENA CA 91108.7009

MICHAEL RUDINICA
RBF & ASSOCIATES
14725 ALTON PARKWAY
IRVINE CA 92618-T057

PATRICK SAMPSON
P.O.BOX &60
POMONA CA 91768



R!CHARDS,WATSON DREYFUSS &
GERSHN

333 SOUTH HOPE STREET 30TRH FLLOOR
LOS ANGELES CA 90071

RALPH FRANK
2566 OVERLAND AVENUE,, #680
LOS ANGELES CA 90064-3398

 SAM FULLER

SAN BERNARDING VALLEY MWD
P.0.BOX §906

SAN BERNARDINO CA $2412-5908

ALLAN E GLUCK

NORTH AMERICAN COMMERGIAL REAL
ESTATE

123 S. FIGUEROA S5TSTE 1908
LOS ANGELES CA 90012-5517

JACK HAGERMAN

CALIFORNIA INSTITUTION FOR MEN
4158 CENTER STREET

NORCO CA 91760

DONALD HARRIGER

WESTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT
P.0O. 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

ARTHUR KIDMAN ESQ,

MC CORMICK KIDMAN & BEHRENS
6§95 TOWN CENTER DR STE 1400
COSTAMESA CA 92626.1924

J KOPALD &1L HAIT
KOPALD & MARK

8888 OLYMPIC Bi.VD
BEVERLY HILLS CA 30211

ANNE W DUNIHUE

BOARD OF DIRECTORS - CEMWD
9335 MANGO AVE

FONTANA CA 92335-5845

IRA FRAZIER

CALIFORNIA STEEL INDUSTRIES INC
P.O, BOX 5080

FONTANA CA 52334.5080

MARK GAGE P.E.
GEOMATRIX CONSULTANTS, INC,

" 100 PINE STREET, 10TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111

JOE GRINDSTAFF .
MONTE VISTA WATER DISTRICT
P.0. 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.0. BOX {059

BREA CA 92622-1089

KENNETH JESKE

CITY OF FONTANA

8353 SIERRA AVE
FONTANA CA 92335.3598

VERN KNCOP

DEPARTMENT CF WATER RESOURCES
770 FAIRMCNT AVE

GLENDALE CA 91203-1035

MANAGER

KRONICK ET AL

770 L STREET 41200
SACRAMENTO CA 95814-3363

DICK DYKSTRA
10129 SCHAEFER
ONTARIO CA 91761.7973

FREDERIC FUDACGCZ

NOSSAMAN GUTHNER KNOX
445 S FIGUEROA ST 31ST EL
LOS ANGELES CA 90071-16

VICTOR GLEASON

MWD OF SOUTHERN CALIFOf
1111 SUNSET BOULEVARD
LOS ANGELES CA 90054

JIMMY GUTIERREZ, ESQ.
EL CENTRAL REAL PLAZA
12616 CENTRAL AVE
CHINO CA ‘91710

RICK HANSEN
THREE VALLEYS MWD

3300 N-PADUA AVE
CLAREMONT CA 91711-2061

MARK HENSLEY

BURKE WILLIAMS & SORENSO!
611 WE6TH ST STE 2500

LOS ANGELES CA 90017

TERRI HORN
MUTUAL WATER CO GLEN AVOL
5643 MISSION BLVD

RIVERSIDE CA 92508-2691

STEPHEN B JOHNSON
STETSON ENGINEERS INC
3104 E GARVEY AVE
WEST COVINA CA 81791

GENE KOOPMAN
13698 ARCHIBALD AVE
ONTARIO CA 91761-7979

DAVID KUBITZ

ARROWNREAD MTN SPRING WATE
5772 JURUPA

ONTARIO CA 91761-3672



JOE SCHENK

CITY OF NORCO

P.O, BOX 428

NORCO CA 91760-0428

BitL STAFFORD

MARYGOLD MUTUAL WATER CO
715 ALDER ST

BLOOMINGTON CA 92316-1637

GENE TANAKA

BEST BEST & KRIEGER LLP
P.0. 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 81709

BiLL WALLER )
PILLSBURY, MADISON AND SUTRO
725 & FIGUERQA 8T, STE 1200

LOS ANGELES CA 90017-5413

DENNIS WEHSELS
DEPT OF CORRECTIONS
P.0. BOX 942883
SACRAMENTO CA 95814

SCOTT J. WILCOTT
CALMAT (CONROCK)
P.O. BOX 23950

LOS ANGELES CA 90051

DAVID SCRIVEN
KRIEGER & STEWART
3602 UNIVERSITY AVENUE
RIVERSIDE CA 582501

DIVISION OF WATER RIGHTS

STATE WATER RESOCURCES CONTROL
BOARD

P.O. BOX 2000

SACRAMENTO CA 95805-2000

GREG TAYLOR

MWD OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA -
P.O. BOX 54153

LOS ANGELES CA 90054-0153

MICHAEL THIES

SPACE CENTER MIRA LOMA (NC
3401 S ETIWANDA AVE BLDG 503
MIRA LOMA CA 91752-1126

HAROLD TREDWAY
10841 PARAMODUNT BLVD
DOWNEY- CA 90241

GEOFFREY VANDEN HUEVEL
FOR BROGUERRE & CBWGCD
4519 EUGALYPTUS AVENUE
CHINO CA 51710-8215

JAMES WARD
THOMPSON & COLGATE
P.O. BOX 4299
RIVERSIDE CA 92502

RAY WELLINGTON _
SAN ANTONIO WEST END OPER. COMP
135 N EUCLID AVE

UPLAND CA 917B6-5036

MARK WILDERMUTH

WATER RESOURCES ENGINEER
415 N EL CAMING REAL

SAN CLEMENTE CA 92672

MICHAEL SMITH

NICHOLS STEAD BOILEAU & KOg
223 WEST FOOTHILL BLVD ¥200
CLAREMONT CA $1711-2708

MIKE STENBERG
PRAXAIR

5735 AIRPORT DR
ONTARIO CA 91761

MICHAEL TEAL

CITY OF ONTARIO.

1425 S BON VIEW AVENUE
ONTARIO CA 9176%-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

ALTALOMA CA 91737-2264

ERICK VAUGHN

ANGELICA RENTAL SERVICE
300 RANGER AVE

BREA CA 92821

MARK WARD

AMERON INTERNATIONAL
13032 SLOVER AVE
FONTANA CA 92335-6950

MICHAEL WHITEHEAD

SAN GABRIEL VALLEY WTR COMP
P.0./BOX 6010

EL MONTE CA 961734

VICTOR ZAHN
GARNER ZAHN & LUCAS

2533 EAST 7TH STREET

LONG BEACH CA 90804



