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CHINO BASIN MUNICIPAL WATER) 
DISTRICT, ) 

) 
Plaintiff, ) 

) 
v. ) 

) 
CITY OF CHINO, et al., ) 

Ill 

Ill 

Ill 

!JI 

Ill 

) 
Defendants. ) 

CASE NO. RCV 51010 

OPPOSITION TO ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE'S AND THE CITY OF 
ONTARIO'S MOTION TO APPOINT 
THE HONORABLE DON TURNER AS 
INTERIM WATERMASTER 

DATE: April 29, 1997 
TIME: 1:30 p.m. 
DEPT: H 

SPECIALLY ASSIGNED TO THE 
HONORABLE JUDGE J. MICHAEL 
GUNN 
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I. 

INTRODUCTION 

Recognizing that its Motion to Appoint Retired judge Turner as Interim watermaster 

is procedurally defective and substantively improper, the Advisory Committee has turned to 

familiar tactics of threats and intimidation. The Advisory Committee argues in its response 

to the court's Order to Show Cause Re: the Appointment of Ann Schneider as Referee that 

the court has no authority to appoint a referee in this matter. The Advisory Committee, as 

well as its controlling members, then offer to stipulate to the appointment of Ann Schneider, 

but only if the court grants their improper motion to replace Chino Basin Municipal Water 

District (CBMWD) as interim Watermaster with Retired Judge Don Turner. 

The Advisory Committee's position can be considered as nothing less than an effort 

to gain leverage over this court. Only the court, however, should be surprised by this 

current conduct of the Advisory Committee. The Watermaster and the producers who have 

opposed the Advisory Committee's recent actions have bad to endure this kind of conduct 

for years. 

The Advisory Committee realizes that they risk a great deal with a thorough 

investigation of the respective powers of the Watermaster and the Advisory Committee and 

of the water quality and quantity management in the Chino Basin. Realizing that a change 

in the status quo and the elimination of CBMWD will undermine this investigation, the 

Advisory Committee now seeks the appointment of Retired Judge Turner as interim 

Watermaster. 

The simple fact is that the court does have the power to appoint Ann Schneider as 

referee, and it is only through a thorough investigation by a person knowledgeable with 

regard to water issues, as well as knowledgeable with regard to the Judgment, can the court 

1 
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issue a just order which considers the interest of all parties affected by water quantity and 

quality management of the Chino Basin. During this investigation, status quo must be 

maintained in order to ensure that such an investigatiWJ is objective. 
-.. .. 

II. 

MONTE VISTA WATER DISTRICT INCORPORATES BY REFERENCE IN IBIS 

OPPOSITION ALL ARGUMENTS IT HAS MADE IN ITS MOTION TO STRIKE 

THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE'S AND CITY OF ONTARIO'S MOTION TO 

APPOINT RETIRED JUDGE TURNER AS INTERIM WATERMASTER 

Monte Vista Water District has already filed a Motion to Strike the Motion by the 

Advisory Committee and the City of Ontario for the appointment of Retired Judge Don 

Turner as interim Watermaster. Rather than reiterate in detail all of those arguments in 

this opposition, Monte Vista Water District requests that they be incorporated by reference. 

To refresh the court's memory of those arguments, however, they will be summarized below. 

The Court's Order to Show Cause of March 19, 1997, clearly limited the issues to be 

considered by the Court at this time. Those issues did not include consideration of a motion 

to appoint a new interim Watermaster. In fact, included with the court's Order to Show 

Cause was an order by the court that CBMWD would continue to seive as interim 

Watermaster. 

Both the City of Ontario, one of the moving parties in this motion, and the 

Department of Corrections have previously requested that the court appoint Retired Judge 

Turner as interim Watermaster. On March 11, 1997, during the hearing on the appointment 

of a nine-member panel as Watermaster, the court spent well over twenty minutes listening 

to arguments for the appointment of Retired Judge Turner as interim Watermaster. These 

arguments included discussions of PERS, tension between watermaster services staff and the 
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Watermaster, fears by the watermaster's services staff of retaliation by the current 
. 

Watermaster, and personnel actions to be taken regarding watermaster services staff. The 

court denied the request for the appointment of Retired Judge Turner as interim 
-. •' 

Watermaster, and noted that the appropriate remedy for these concerns was to include in 

its order a provision requiring all parties to hold in abeyance personnel actions concerning 

watermaster services staff. Consequently, the current motion by the Advisory Committee 

and the City of Ontario is an improper motion for reconsideration, as it fails to present new 
. 

or different facts, circumstances or law than that existing at the time that the court made 

its initial ruling. (Code.Civ.Proc.§1008; see also Gilbert v. AC Transit (1995) 32 

Cal.App.4th.1494,1499.) 

Additionally, the appointment of Retired Judge Turner will only serve to unduly 

influence any referee appointed to investigate, and will further confuse the issues before this 

court. As this court is fully aware, prior to his retirement, Retired Judge Turner was 

assigned this matter and issued at least one ruling with regard to issues of water quality and 

quantity management in the Basin. In fact, one of Judge Turner's written rulings will be the 

subject of interpretation by the referee. It is wholly inappropriate in this context to appoint 

Retired Judge Turner to serve as interim Watermaster where he will have an opportunity 

to provide his own interpretation of a ruling he made eight years ago. 1 

More importantly, the Advisory Committee has eliminated any objectivity on the part 

of Retired Judge Turner. Both members of the Advisory Committee and Watermaster 

services staff have improperly contacted Retired Judge Turner and likely provided him with 

It is important to note that any interpretation Judge 
Turner as interim Watermaster would give at this time would be 
biased. Specifically, the Advisory Committee clearly sees 
Retired Judge Turner in his role as interim Watermaster an 
advocate for Watermaster services staff and the Advisory 
Committee. 

3 
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their position in regard to the current disputes. After such ex parte communications, no one 

could be impartial, neutral or objective. 

Finally, it is completely impractical to appoint Retired Judge Turner as interim 

Watermaster. Retired Judge Turner does not have employees who can perform the 

administrative functions of Watermaster. Clearly, one man cannot do this alone. 

Obviously, the Advisory Committee envisions employees of CBMWD being 

transferred to become employees of Retired Judge Turner. It is unclear as to whether 

anyone has discussed with Retired Judge Turner his willingness to accept liability either as 

an employer or as interim Watermaster. As Watermaster, Retired Judge Turner will be 

responsible for assessing and collecting fees from producers, and investing those fees. 

Retired Judge Turner will be a fiduciary and all liability which attaches to a fiduciary will 

attach to him. He will not have the limited exposure that comes with being a public entity 

under the Government Code. 

III. 

THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE HAS FAILED TO FOLLOW THE JUDGMENT 

AND ITS OWN RULES IN BRINGING THIS MOTION 

One argument the Advisory Committee has made time and time again in support of 

its motion to disallow the audit expenses incurred by the Watermaster is that the 

Watermaster failed to give proper notice before approving such an audit. It is, 

consequently, amazing that the Advisory Committee would be guilty of the very same 

infraction of the Judgment and rules that it previously asserted against the Watermaster. 

As noted in the Agricultural Pool's Joinder, in the Advisory Committee's haste to 

bring its motion to appoint Retired Judge Turner as interim Watermaster, it failed to give 

notice to all of its members of the meeting to approve bringing the motion. Rather, it 
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appears that it only gave notice to those members it believe would approve such a motion. 

-
Consequently, it is not surprising that 91.43% of the producers who attended the Advisory 

Committe_e's improperly noticed meeting approved thJs motion. 

This argument, alone, is a sufficient basis to deny the Advisoiy Committee's current 

motion to appoint Retired Judge Turner as interim Watermaster. To rule otherwise would 

be to hold the Watermaster to a different standard than the standard to which the Advisory 

Committee is held. 

IV. 

THIS COURT SHOULD NOT CAPITULATE TO THE LEVERAGE ASSERTED BY 

THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE WITH REGARD TO THE APPOINTMENT OF 

ANN SCHNEIDER AS REFEREE 

The Advisoiy Committee argues in response to the Court's Order to Show Cause that 

this court has no authority to appoint a referee to provide recommendations to it absent 

specific statutory authority. The court has relied upon Code of Civil Procedure Section 639 

for that authority. The Advisory Committee, however, notes that while it is appropriate 

under Section 639 to appoint a referee to investigate all matters, factual and legal, when the 

matter is a "special proceeding", a referee may only be appointed to provide 

recommendations to the court on questions of fact if the matter is considered an "action." 

Relying upon Tidewater Assoc.Oil Co. v. Superior Court (1955) 43 Cal.2d 815, 822-

823, Agricultural Labor Relations Bd. v. Superior Court (1983) 149 Cal.App.3d 709, 714-715, 

and Agricultural Labor Relations Bd. v. Tex-Cal Land Management Co.,Inc. (1987) 43 

Cal.3d 696, 707-709, the Advisory Committee asserts that the adjudication of the Chino 

Basin is an "action." As the court is seeking a reference with regard to the interpretation 
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of the judgment, the Advisory Committee asserts that this is an issue of law and, thus, under 

Section 639 reference is not permitted. 

The ,Advisory Committee's arguments, at best,_·are disingenuous. As noted in the 

court's decision in Agricultural Labor Relations Bd. v. Tex-Cal Land Management Co .• Inc. 

(1987) 43 Cal.3d. 696, 797, to determine whether a matter is an "action" or a "special 

proceeding", one needs to look at the definition set forth in Code of Civil Procedure 

Sections 22 and 23. (see Tidewater Assoc. Oil Co. v. Superior Court (1955) 43 Cal.2d 815, 

821.) 

Section 22 defines an action as: 

An ordinary proceeding in a court of justice by 
which one party prosecutes another for the 
declaration, enforcement, or protection of a right, 
the redress or prevention of a wrong, or the 
punishment of a public offense. (Code 
Civ.Proc.§22) 

Section 23 notes that every other remedy is a special proceeding. Thus, as noted by 

the Court of Appeals in Agricultural Labor Relations Bd. v. Superior Court (1983) 149 

Cal.App. 3d 709, the key to distinguishing between an action and a special proceeding is the 

"remedy sought," rather than the underlying rights involved. (at 716.) 

As noted in Witkin: 

The two chief characteristics of special 
proceedings are: (1) They are established by 
statute and (2) the statutes usually (though not 
invariably) create new remedies unknown to the 
common Jaw or equity courts. (Witkin, 
Cal.Pree.( 4th ed. 1987) actions, §13 p.66, citing 
Gillette v. Gillette (1932) 122 Cal.App.640, 643; 
Carpenter v. Specific Mun.Life Ins.Co. (1937) 10 
Cal.2d 307, 327.) 
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Contraiy to the assertions by the Advisoiy Committee in their response to the Order 

to Show Cause, in determining whether the matters currently before the court is an "action• 

or a "specia,I proceeding", one does not look at the origfnal complaint or the remedy sought 

in that complaint. Rather, one looks at the Judgment, because the Judgment is now the 

operative pleading in this matter. 

The Judgment recognizes itself as a physical solution. (see Judgment, 1!4(d) and (I).) 

This is consistent with eveiy treatise discussing this case, which all note that this Judgment 

is a physical solution and not a normal case in law or equity. (see Littleworth & Gamer, 

California Water (1995) p.188.) 

A physical solution is a "common sense approach to water rights litigation" (Rogers 

& Nicholas, Water for California (1967) §404, p.548). It is different than equitable 

apportionment as it does not aim at reducing water rights, but seeks to satisfy the reasonable 

needs of the users through a manipulation of the water supply or through other reasonable 

measures. (Littleworth & Gamer, California Water (1995) p.176). The remedy of physical 

solution is a creation of the 1928 amendment to the California Constitution, now known as 

Article X, Section 2. (Id) 

By definition, with a physical solution no party is prosecuting another for the 

declaration, enforcement or protection of a right, the redress or prevention of a wrong or 

the punishment of a public offense. In fact, a physical solution is similar to the matter 

before the court in Carpenter v. Pacific Mutual Life Ins.Co. (1937) 10 Cal.2d 307. 

In Carpenter. the State Insurance Commissioner petitioned the Superior Court for 

an order affirming a plan for the rehabilitation of an insolvent insurance company. In 

holding that this was a special proceeding and not an action. the California Supreme Court 

pointed out that the Commissioner was not prosecuting another party for the "declaration. 

7 
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enforcement or protection of a right, the redress or prevention of a wrong, or the 

punishment of apublic offense." The court noted that it was not a proceeding in which one 

"single party is prosecuting another party at all." (Id. ~ 327) 

Similarly, in a physical solution, one single party is not prosecuting another party. 

Rather, as in Carpenter, the parties are essentially seeking to rehabilitate a water system. 

Given the above, under Code of Civil Procedure Sections 22 and 23, it is clear that a 

physical solution is a special proceeding. Thus, a reference is appropriate even on issues of 

law. 

It should be no surprise, given the above, that the Water Code recognizes the 

appropriateness of a reference in a matter involving a physical solution. Water Code §2001 

specifically allows any court to refer a matter involving the determination of rights to water 

to the State Water Resources Control Board for investigation and report. 

Finally, both the doctrines of Waiver and Res Judicata preclude the Advisocy 

Committee from now challenging the reference to Ann Schneider. In 1994, the court on 

its own motion ordered a reference to Ann Schneider regarding issues before it. 2 The 

matter involved a determination as to whether the Judgment permitted an overlying 

landowner to "reserve" and/or "except" its decreed water rights from a transfer of a portion 

of its overlying land. There is no question that this involved an interpretation of the 

Judgment. If the Advisocy Committee considers interpretations of the Judgment a matter 

of law now, it must concede that an interpretation of the Judgment was a matter of law 

then. 

2 In fact, this reference was noted in the Advisory 
Committee's Reply which was filed by the law firm of Nossaman, 
Guthner, Knox and Elliott. Additionally, portions of the 
referee's recommendations were attached to that Reply. 
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The parties actively involved in this previous reference to Ann Schneider were Kaiser, 

California Steel Industries, Inc., the Watermaster, the Advisory Committee and the 

Approprilitive Pool. Additionally, all parties were gh'.en notice of the court's intention to 

appoint Ann Schneider as Special Referee. No one objected or opposed that appointment. 

Consequently, those parties have now waived any objection to a subsequent appointment of 

Ann Schneider as referee. Additionally, the doctrine of Res Judicata precludes those parties 

from now challenging the appointment of Ann Schneider. 

X 

CONCLUSION 

It is imperative that before the court enters a ruling upon the issues before it, a 

thorough and complete analysis of the respective roles of the Watermaster and the Advisory 

Committee is conducted, and a thorough investigation of the water quantity and quality of 

the Chino Basin is completed. It is doubtful that this court, or for that matter any court in 

Southern California, would have the sufficient time and resources to conduct such on 

investigation. Therefore, the appointment of a referee, especially one without any biases 

that would come with residing in the same county, is the logical solution. 

It is equally imperative that the court maintain the status quo until the referee has 

an opportunity to complete and file her recommendations. The appointment of a new 

interim Watermaster, no matter who it is, will disrupt this status quo. Furthermore, when 

the proposed new interim Watermaster is a retired judge who, in the past had this matter 

before him, confusion is guaranteed with such an appointment. 
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The parties actively involved in this previous reference to Ann Schneider were Kaiser, 

California Steel Industries, Inc., the Watermaster, the Advisory Committee and the 

Appropriative Pool. Additionally, all parties were given notice of the court's intention to 

appoint Ann Schneider as Special Referee. No one objected or opposed that appointment. 

Consequently, those parties have now waived any objection to a subsequent appointment of 

Ann Schneider as referee. Additionally, the doctrine of Res Judicata precludes those parties 

from now challenging the appointment of Ann Schneider. 

X 

CONCLUSION 

It is imperative that before the court enters a ruling upon the issues before it, a 

thorough and complete analysis of the respective roles of the Watermaster and the Advisory 

Committee is conducted, and a thorough investigation of the water quantity and quality of 

the Chino Basin is completed. It is doubtful that this court, or for that matter any court in 

Southern California, would have the sufficient time and resources to conduct such on 

investigation. Therefore, the appointment of a referee, especially one without any biases 

that would come with residing in the same county, is the logical solution. 

It is equally imperative that the court maintain the status quo until the referee has 

an opportunity to complete and file her recommendations. The appointment of a new 

interim Watermaster, no matter who it is, will disrupt this status quo. Furthermore, when 

the proposed new interim Watermaster is a retired judge who, in the past had this matter 

before him, confusion is guaranteed with such an appointment. 

Ill 

Ill 

Ill 
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Monte Vista Water District is confident that Retired Judge Turner will make every 

effort to be objective, impartial, and neutral. Given, however, the efforts by the Advisory 

Committe_e ,and watermaster services staff to influence' Retired Judge Turner even before 

his appointment, it is difficult to believe that any person could remain impartial. 

DATE: April_, 1997 

monte/2opp.mtn 

MCCORMICK, KIDMAN & BEHRENS, LLP 
ARTHUR G. KIDMAN 
DAVID D. BOYER 

Attorneys for efendants 
MONTE VISTA WATER DISTRICT 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE 

I am employed in the County of Orange, Statl; of California. I am over the age 
of 18 and-not a party to the within action; my business- address is: 695 Town Center 
Drive, Suite 1400, Costa Mesa, California 92626-1924. 

On April 24. 1997, I served the foregoing document described as MONTE 
VISTA WATER DISTRICT'S OPPOSITION TO ADVISORY COMMITTEE'S AND THE 
CI1Y OF ONTARIO'S MOTION TO APPOINT THE HONORABLE DON TURNER AS 
INTERIM WATERMASTER on the interested parties in this action by placing a true 
copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope addressed as follows: 

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST 

!]il BY MAIL: 

/]il As follows: I am "readily familiar" with the firm's practice of collection 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 Costa Mesa, California in the ordinaiy course of business. I am 
aware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal 
cancellation date or postage meter date is more than one day after date of 
deposit for mailing in affidavit. 

Executed on April 24. 1997, at Costa Mesa, California. 

I .]iJ (ST A TE) I declare under penalty of perjuiy under the laws of the State of 
California that the above is true and correct. 

REBECCA LACHMAN 



MAILING LIST A INTERESTED 
PARTIES ATTORNEYS OF RECORD 

CHET ANDERSON 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA WATER CO 
401 S SAN DIMAS CANYON RD 
SAN DIMAS CA 91773 

RJCHARD ANDERSON 
A1TORNEY AT LAW 
1365 WEST FOOTiilLL BLVD STE I 
UPLAND CA 91786 

RODNEY BAKER 
A1TORNEY AT LAW 
PO BOX 438 
COULTERVILLE CA 95311--0438 

GERALD BLACK 
FONTANA UNION WATER CO 
C/OCCWD 
PO BOX 638 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91729-0638 

WILLIAM 1 BRUNICK ESQ 
BRUNICK ALVAREZ & BATTERSBY 
PO BOX 6425 
SAN BERNARDINO CA 92412 

JEAN CIHIGOYENETCHE 
ClH!GOYENETCHE GROSSBERG & 
CLOUSE FOR CBMWD 
3602 INLAND EMPIRE BL VD STE C315 
ONTARJO CA 91764 

DA VE CROSLEY 
CITY OF CHINO 
5050 SCHAEFER AVE 
CHINO CA 91710-5549 

RJCK DARNELL 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 
8996 ETIW ANDA A VE 
ETIWANDA CA 91739-9697 

ROBERT DOUGHERTY 
COVINGTON & CROWE 
PO BOX 1515 
ONTARJO CA 91762 

ARNOLD AL V AREZ-GLASMAN ESQ 
ALVAREZ-GLASMAN & CLOVEN 
505 S GAREY A VE 
POMONA CA 91766 

JOHN ANDERSON 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS • CBMWD 
12455 HOLLY AVE 
CHINO CA 91710-2633 

AW ARAIZA 
WEST SAN BERNARDINO CNTY WD 
PO BOX 920 
RIAL TO CA 92376--0920 

DANIEL BERGMAN 
PYRITE CANYON GROUP INC 
3200 C PYRITE ST 
RIVERSIDE CA 92509 

GEORGE BORBA 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS - CBMWD 
7955EUCALYPTUSAVE 
CHINO CA 91710-9065 

TERRY CATLIN 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS • CBMWD 
2344 NY COURT 
UPLAND CA 91784 

TERYCOOK 
KAISER VENTURES INC 
3633 E INLAND EMP BL VD STE 850 
ONT ARJO CA 91764 

SAM CROWE 
113 I WEST SIXTH STREET 
ONTARJO CA 91762 

ROBERT DEBERARD 
PO BOX 1223 
UPLAND CA 91785-1223 

RICHARDS, WATSON DREYFUSS & 
GERSHN 
333 SOUTH HOPE ST 3'JrH FLOOR 
LOS ANGELES CA 90071 

HAROLD ANDERSEN 
MONTE VISTA IRRJGATION CO 
2529 W TEMPLE ST 
!,OS ANGELES CA 90026-4819 

RICHARD ANDERSON 
BEST, BEST & KRIEGER 
PO BOX 1028 
RIVERSIDE CA 92501 

STEVE ARBELBIDE 
CALIFORNIA STEEL INDUSTRIES IN( 
PO BOX 5080 
FONT ANA CA 92334-5080 

BOB BEST 
NAT'L RESOURCES CONSERV. SVS 
25809 BUSINESS CENTER DR B 
REDLANDS CA 92374 

KATHRYN HK BRANMAN 
MOBILE COMMUNITY MGMT CO 
1801 EAST EDINGER AVE #230 
SANT A ANA CA 92705-4754 

CHIEF OF WATERMASTER SERVICES 
CHINO BASIN WATERMSTER 
8632 ARCHIBALD A VE STE I 09 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91730 

MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS 
CITY OF CHINO 
13220 CENTRAL A VE 
CHINO CA 91710 

STEVE CUMMINGS 
155 BUCKNELL AVE 
VENTURA CA 93003-3919 

ROBERD DELOACH 
CITY OF POMONA • DIR. PUBLIC WKS 
PO BOX 660 
POMONA CA 91769-0660 

ANNE W DUNIHUE 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS • CBMWD 
9395 MANGO A VE 
FONT ANA CA 92335-5845 



DICK DYKSTRA 
10129 SCHAEFER 
ONT ARIO CA 91761-m3 

SAM FULLER 
SAN BERNARDINO VALLEY MWD_ 
PO BOX 5906 
SAN BERNARDINO CA 92412-5906 

VICTOR GLEASON 
MWD OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
1111 SUNSET BOULEY ARD 
LOS ANGELES CA 90054 

JIMMY GtmERREZ, ESQ 
EL CENTRAL REAL PLAZA 
12616 CENTRAL A VE 
CHINO CA 91710 

RICK HANSEN 
THREE VALLEYS MWD 
3300 N PADUA AVE 
CLAREMONT CA 91711-2061 

MARK HENSLEY 
BURKE WILLIAMS & SORENSON 
611 W 6fH ST STE 2500 
LOS ANGELES CA 90017 

EDWIN JAMES 
JURUPA COMMUNITY SERVICES DIST 
8621 JURUPA RD 
RIVERSIDE CA 92509-3229 

BARRE'IT KEHL 
CHINO BASIN WATER CONS. DIST. 
PO BOX 31 
MONTCLAIR CA 91763-2711 

GENE KOOPMAN 
13898 ARCHIBALD A VE 
ONTARIO CA 91761-m9 

DAVE KUBITZ 
ARROWHEAD MTN SPRING WI'R CO 
5m JURUPA 
ONTARIO CA 91761-3672 

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

MARK GAGE P .E. 
GEOMATRIX CONSULTANTS, INC 
100 PINE STREET 10TH FLOOR 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111 

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 DIST 
PO BOX 5286 
RIVERSIDE CA 92517-5286 

MANAGER 
HIGGS FLETCHER & MACK 
401 WEsr A STREET 
SAN DIEGO CA 92101-7908 

KENNETH JESKE 
CITY OF FONTANA 
8353 SIERRA A VE 
FONT ANA CA 92335-3598 

STEVEN KENNEDY 
BRUNICK, ALVAREZ & BATTERSBY 
PO BOX 6425 
SAN BERNARDINO CA 92412 

J KOPALD & L HAIT 
KOPALD & MARK 
8888 OLYMPIC BLVD 
BEVERLY HILLS CA 90211 

KENNETH KULES 
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT 
PO BOX 54153 
LOS ANGELES CA 90054-0153 

IRA FRAZIER 
CALIFORNIA STEEL INDUSTRIES INC 
PO BOX 5080 
FONTANA CA 92334-5080 

JIM GALLAGHER 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA WATER CO 
2143 ED ST STE 110 
ONTARIO CA 91761 

JOE GRINDSTAFF 
MONTE VISTA WATER DISTRICT 
PO BOX 71 
MONTCLAIR CA 91763-0071 

DEBRA HANKINS 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY 
275 BATTERY STREET SUITE 2140 
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111 

CARL HAUGE 
DEPT OF WATER RESOURCES 
1020 9TH ST 3RD FL 
SACRAMENTO CA 95814 

BOYD HILL 
MARKMAN ARC. HANS. CUR. & SL. 
PO BOX 1059 
BREA CA 92622- 1059 

STEPHEN B JOHNSON 
STETSON ENGINEERS INC 
3104 E GARVEY AVE 
WEsr COVINA CA 91791 

VERN KNOOP 
DEPT OF WATER RESOURCES 
770 FAIRMONT A VE 
GLENDALE CA 91203-1035 

MANAGER 
KRONICK ET AL 
770 L STREET #1200 
SACRAMENTO CA 95814-3363 

ROGER LARKIN 
CALIFORNIA INSTITUTION FOR MEN 
4395 ROOSEVELT ST 
CHINO CA 91710 



Z.ORALEE 
CITY OF CHINO HILLS 
2001 GRAND A VE 
CHINO HILLS CA 9170').4869 

JIM MARKMAN ESQ 
MARKMAN ARC. HANS. CUR &-SL. 
PO BOX 1059 
BREA CA 92622-1059 

MJKEMCGRAW 
FONTANA WATER COMPANY 
PO BOX 987 
FONTANA CA 92334-0987 

CINDI MILLER 
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT 
PO BOX 54153 
LOS ANGELES CA 90054-0153 

JIM MOODY 
CITY OF UPLAND 
PO BOX 460 
UPLAND CA 91785-0460 

DEL.WIN PETERSON 
CORPORATE CNS~SPACE CTR INC 
444 LAFAYETTE ROAD 
ST PAUL, MN 55101 

ROBB QUINCEY 
CHINO BASIN MWD 
PO BOX fB7 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91729-0fff/ 

ARNOLD RODRIGUEZ 
SANTA ANA RIVER WATER CO 
10530 54111 ST 
MIRA LOMA CA 91752-2331 

MANAGER 
RIJI' AN & TIJCKER 
611 ANTON BLVD STE 1400 
COSTA MESA CA 92626 

JOE SCHENK 
CITY OF NORCO 
PO BOX 428 
NORCO CA 91760-0428 

MARILYN LEVIN 
AITORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE 
300 S SPRING ST l!TII FL N TOWER 
LOS ANGELES CA 90013-1232 

ALAN MARKS 
ASSISTANT COUNTY COUNSEL 
157 WEST FIFTH ST 
SAN BERNARDINO CA 92415 

DAN MCKINNEY 
REID & HELL YER 
PO BOX 1300 
RIVERSIDE CA 92502-1300 

BILL MILLS 
ORANGE COUNTY WATER DIST 
PO BOX 8300 
FOUNTAIN VALLEY CA 92728-8300 

DANA OLDENKAMP 
MILK PRODUCERS COUNCIL 
13545 S EUCLID A VE 
ONTARIO CA 91762-6656 

JEFFREY PIERSON 
UNITEX MGMT CORP/CORONA FARMS 
3090 PULLMAN ST STE 209 
COST A MESA CA 92626 

LEE R REDMOND Ill 
KAISER VENTURES INC 
3633 E INLAND EMPIRE BL VD STE 850 
ONT ARIO CA 91764 

OLEN ROJAS 
CITY OF CHINO 
PO BOX 667 
CHINO CA 91708-0667 

TIMOTIIY I RYAN ESQ 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
PO BOX 6010 
EL MONTE CA 91734 

DAVID SCRIVEN 
KRIEGER & STEW ART 
3602 UNIVERSITY A VENUE 
RIVERSIDE CA 92501 

ARTIIUR LITTLEWORTII 
BEST BEST & KRIEGER 
PO BOX 1028 
RIVERSIDE CA 92501 

TI!OMAS H MC PETERS ESQ 
MC PETERS MCALEARNEY SHIMOFF 
&HAIT 
PO BOX 2084 
REDLANDS CA 92373 

LLOYD MICHAEL 
CUCAMONGA COUNTY WATER DIST 
PO BOX 638 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91729-0638 

DAVID STARNES FOR SWAN LAKE 
MOBILE COMMUNITY MANAGEMENT 
1801 E EDINGER A VE STE 230 
SANTA ANA CA 92705 

BOB PAGE 
DAILY BULLETIN 
PO BOX 4000 
ONTARJO CA 91761 

GLEN PORTER 
SAN BERNARDINO CNTY AVIA DIV 
7000 MERRILL A VE BOX I 
CHINO CA 91710-9027 

DA YID RINGEL 
MONTGOMERY WATSON 
PO BOX 7009 
PASADENA CA 91109-7009 

MICHAEL RUDINICA 
RBF & ASSOCIATES 
14725 ALTON PARKWAY 
IRVINE CA 92619-7075 

PATRICK SAMPSON 
PO BOX660 
POMONA CA 91769 

MICHAEL SMITH 
NICHOLS STEAD BOILEAU & KOSTOF 
223 WEST FOOTHILL BL VD #200 
CLAREMONT CA 91711-2708 



BILL ST AFFORD 
MARYGOLD MUTUAL WATER CO 
9715 ALDER ST 
BWOMINGTON CA 92316-1637 

GENE TANAKA 
BEST BEST & KRIEGER LLP 
PO 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 A VE 
CHINO CA 91709 

BILL WALLER 
PILLSBURY MADISON & SlITRO 
725 S FIGUEROA ST, STE 1200 
LOS ANGELES CA 90017-5413 

DENNIS WEHSELS 
DEPT OF CORRECTIONS 
PO BOX 942883 
SACRAMENTO CA 95814 

SCOTT J WlLCOTT 
CALMAT (CONROCK) 
PO BOX 2950 
LOS ANGELES CA 90051 

DMSION OF WATER RIGl:ITS 
STATE WTR RESOURCES CNTRL BD 
PO BOX 2000 
SACRAMENTO CA 95809-2000 

GREGTAYLOR 0 
MWD OF SOlITHERN CALIFORNIA . 
PO BOX 54153 
LOS ANGELES CA 90054-0153 

MICHAEL THIES 
SPACE CENTER MIRA LOMA INC 
3401 E ETIWANDA AVE BLDG 503 
MIRA LOMA CA 91752-1126 

HAROLD TREDWAY 
10841 PARAMOUNT BLVD 
DOWNEY CA 90241 

GEOFFREY V ANDEN HUEVEL 
FOR BROGUERRE & CBWCD 
4619EUCALYPTUSAVENUE 
CHINO CA 91710-9215 

JAMES WARD 
THOMPSON & COLGATE 
PO 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 

MIKE STENBERG 
PRAXAIR 
5735 AIRPORT DR 
QNTARIO CA 91761 

MICHAEL TEAL 
CITY OF ONTARIO 
1425 S BON VIEW AVENUE 
ONTARIO CA 91761-4406 

JOHN THORNTON 
PSOMAS & ASSOCIATES 
3187 REDHILL A VENUE STE 250 
COST A MESA CA 92626 

WYATT TROXEL 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS - CBMWD 
5791 JADEITE A VE 
ALTA LOMA CA 91737-2264 

ERICK VAUGHN 
ANGELICA RENTAL SERVICE 
300 RANGER A VE 
BREA CA 92821 

MARK WARD 
AMERON INTERNATIONAL 
13032 SLOVER A VE 
FONT ANA CA 92335-6990 

MICHAEL WHITEHEAD 
SAN GABRIEL VALLEY WTR COMP 
PO BOX 6010 
EL MONTE CA 91734 


