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9 
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 
10 

11 
CHINO BASIN MUNICIPAL WATER 

12 DISTRICT, 

13 Plaintiff, 

14 vs. 

15 CITY OF CHINO, et al., 

16 Defendants. 

) CASE NO.: RCV 51010 
) 
) NOTICE OF MOTION, MOTION, MEMORANDUM 
) OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES CONCERNING 
)· STATUS OF NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE 
) DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES AND 
) THE OPTIMUM BASIN MANAGEMENT 
) PROGRAM, AND DECLARATION OF TRACI 
) STEWART 

17 

18 

19 

) Hearing Date: September 30, 1999 
_______________ ) Time: 1:30 p.m.; Dept. R-8 

20 

Specially assigned to the Honorable Judge J. 
Michael Gunn 

21 TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

22 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE on September 30, 1999, at 1 :30 p.m., or as soon thereafter 

23 as the matter may be heard in Department R-8 of the San Bernardino County Municipal 

24 Court, located at 8303 North Haven Avenue, Rancho Cucamonga, California 91730-3862, 

25 before the Honorable Judge J. Michael Gunn, special assigned judge presiding, the Chino 

26 Basin Watermaster will provide a status report on the negotiations with the Department of 

27 Water Resources (DWR) and will file an Optimum Basin Management Program (OBMP) 

28 Report which includes a substantial portion of the OBMP, or provide the Court with an 

---�---------1 ________________ _ 
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1 explanation as to why the OBMP cannot be filed by September 30, 1999. This motion is 

2 based on this notice, the enclosed memorandum of points and authorities, declaration of 

3 Traci Stewart, and such other evidence the Court deems appropriate. 

4 

5 Dated: August�. 1999. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 /// 

11 /// 

12 /// 
13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Respectfully Submitted, 

LEMIEUX & O'NEILL 
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1 

2 

3 Introduction 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITI ES 

4 On February 1 9, 1 998,  the Court entered a Rul ing that requires Watermaster to 
5 report on the status of negotiations with DWR no later  than  September  30, 1 999. (Ru l i ng ,  
6 7 : 1 0-1 1 ). Add itional ly , the Rul ing requ i res Watermaster to submit an Optimum Basin 
7 Management Program (OBMP) to the Court no later than September 30, 1 999 ,  or show 
8 cause why it cannot do so·. The Ru l ing a lso requires Watermaster to notice a hearing for 
9 October 28 ,  1 999 regard ing the OBMP and continuance of the n ine-mem ber Watermaster 

1 0  Board .  (Rul ing , 1 0: 1 4- 1 8 and 7:4-6) . 
1 1 Background 
1 2  As part of the _OBMP _development process, the Rul ing required Watermaster to 
1 3  submit a "Recommended Scope and Level of Detai l" to the Court and the Special Referee 
1 4  by J une  30, 1 998 . The  Special Referee was to submit her report and  recommendation 
1 5  regard ing the Recommended Scope by Ju ly 30 , 1 998.  This was accompl ished ·and a 
1 6  heari ng was held o n  September 9 ,  1 998. The hearing was cont inued to November 5 ,  1 998 
1 7  to a l l ow a "Summary of Goa ls" and a "Prob lem Statement" to be added to the 
I 8 Recommended Scope and Level of Detai l .  The Court approved the Recommended Scope, 
1 9  as supplemented with the inclus ion of a Summary Matrix of the OBMP Goa ls ,  Impediments ,  
20 Action I tems and Imp l ications ,  and a Problem Statement on November 5 ,  1 998.  
2 1 S ince the November 5 ,  1 998 hearing , there have been numerous meetings on the 
22 OBMP ,  includ ing : 37 meet ings of the Watermaster Board , the Advisory Committee, or the 

23 Jo int Pools and Advisory Committee; and 1 3  pool meetings (see Declaration of Traci 

24 Stewart) .  Sub-committees or ad-hoc groups were formed to address specific items such as 

25 storage management, safe yield , management zone 1 , recharge ,  conjunctive use and 

26 desalters. There have been 1 4  "special" workshops, ad-hoc or sub-committee meetings .  

27 The last th ree sub-committees , wh ich are focusing on imp lementation ,  financing and cost 

28 al location of key parts of the OBMP ,  were formed s ince Ju ly 1 999. Meetings wi l l  conti nue 
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1 to occur at least twice per month to complete the OBM P  as discussed below. 
2 {Watermaster members a lso attended add i tional meetings on other  genera l ly related 

3 subjects . )  
4 The vast majority of the meetings related to development of the OBMP .  A majority 
5 of the Watermaster Board members attended most meetings ,  as d id a substantial number 
6 of active or interested parties (genera l ly 30 or more) . Add itional ly , the Special Referee's 
7 Techn ica l  Expert, Mr. Joseph Scalmanin i ,  participated in a l l  but two of the meetings. 
8 Because of th is intense schedule of meet ings (beg inn ing March 5 ,  1998, with the 
9 installation of the nine-member Board ) ,  the first three sections of the OBMP report were 

1 0  completed and distri buted for discu_ssion by December 1 0 , 1 998 , shortly after the 
1 1  Recommended Scope was approved . 
1 2  After the first three sections were completed , Watermaster con_t inued to work 
1 3  d i l igently and intensely to identify necessary program elements along with the means to 
1 4  implement and fund the elements to be included in the OBMP.  Much progress has been 
1 5  made. For example , the parties have agreed : 
1 6  1 )  On  the major program elements inc luded in the OBMP ;  

1 7  2 )  On  the current state of the basin ;  
1 8  3} On the need for an increased amount of data , and for more accurate data ; 

1 9  4 )  On the need for more recharge basins; 

20 5) That an increased quantity of high qua lity storm flows should be captured and 

2 1  recharged ; 

22 6) That the safe yield of the bas in  wi l l  be preserved and can be enhanced by 
23 mainta in ing production in the lower end of the basin ,  however, in order to put 

24 water pumped from the lower end of the basin to beneficia l  use, some form of 

25 treatment ,  including desalting wi l l  be necessary; 

26 7)  That more recycled water should be used ; 

27 8 )  That it is in  the best i nterest of the basin to work cooperative ly and col laboratively 

28 with other agencies in the basin ;  

4 
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1 9) That it is i n  the best interest of the basin , the reg ion and the people of the State 
2 of Cal iforn ia that a conjunctive use program be deve loped in  the Ch ino Basin ; 

3 1 0 ) I t  is more efficient to remove salt by removing manure than by desalti ng ; and 
4 1 1 ) That to fund development and implementation of the OBMP (p rimari ly to fu l ly 

5 uti l ize water requ i ri ng treatment from the lower end of the basin ) , fund ing from 
6 outside sou rces wi l l  be necessary to make us ing the water economica l ly viable 

7 for the local rate payers .  
8 These things are general ly addressed in  Section 4 of the OBMP Phase I Report, as 
9 are ideas on to how to accomp l ish them.  

10 Whi le  much progress has been made, there are sti l l  several outstanding issues to be 
1 1  resolved to complete the OBMP, includ ing : 
1 2  1 ) Who wil l  own and operate a desa lter(s) (or other treatment faci l it ies) ; 

1 3 2) Who wil l  purchase the water from a desa lter(s) , at what price and i n  what 
14 quantity; 

1 5  3) Who wi l l  purchase the land for spreading basins, and who wil l  subsequently 

1 6  operate them ; 

1 7  4 ) What priority wi l l  be assigned to various types of recharge or replenishment 

18 water sources ; 

1 9  5) What role the Watermaster can and should p lay in a l l  of this; 

20 6) What power the Watermaster has to requ i re other parties to carry out what those 

2 1  parties agree to ; and 

22 7) Some questions regard ing the California Environmenta l Qual ity Act (CEQA) , the 

23 Watermaster and the OBMP .  

24 To meet the timel ine and hearing dates establ ished by the Ru l ing , Watermaster 

25 provided a copy of draft Sections 1 th rough 5 of the OBMP Report to the Specia l  Referee 

26 for comment .  Watermaster received those comments on August 1 3 , 1 999 and d istributed 

27 them via fax on August 1 4 , 1999 . (See Declaration of Traci Stewart . ) 

28 /// 
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The Special Referee's letter conta ins comments on a l l  the OBMP Sections and 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

recommendations as to how to proceed . The letter has five main head ings: 

A. · Defer Consideration of Certain Questions as to Watermaster Power and 

Authority 

Submit OBMP Sections 1 -4 as a Report Only B .  

C .  Recommendation to the Court for a Phased Process to Prepare an 

I mplementation Prog·ram and Complete the OBM P P lan 

D .  

E .  

Extension of Interim Appointment of  Watermaster 

Procedura l  Questions - CEQA Compl iance 
1 0  These recommendations are d iscussed below. 
1 1  Defer Consideration of Certa in  Questions as to Watermaster Power and Authority 
1 2  The Special Referee acknowledges that there i s  tension between the ro le of 
1 3  Watermaster as the entity preparing the draft OBMP and the roles of the parties in  

14 imp lementing the OBMP. - She suggests: 
1 5  " If the parties step forward and make the commitments and enter into the requ isite 

1 6  agreements that, combined ,  wou ld constitute a clear  and complete implementation 
1 7  plan ,  then the issues of the extent of the Watermaster's power and authority may be 

1 8  s ign ificantly different than they cu rrently appear." 
1 9  Debating the Watermaster's role, i ncluding the extent of the Court's power to insist parties 

20 take specific action, is prematu re. The parties have expressed the desire to preserve the i r  

21  abi l ity to ra ise issues during and after the deve lopment of the OBMP.  The parties concur 

22 with the Specia l  Referee that questions of this nature can be revis ited if the parties are 

23 unable to make the commitments and reach the agreements that logica l ly would comprise 

24 the implementation program .  The Specia l  Referee suggests the most productive course of 

25 action is to set aside for now the questions of the scope and nature of the Watermaster's 

26 power and authority and to define a process to produce a clear and complete 

27 imp lementation prog ram.  

28 II/ 

6 
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1 Su bmit OBMP Sections 1 -4 as a Report On ly 
2 The Special Referee suggests that an exped it ious way to move toward working out 
3 the remain ing detai ls necessary to fina l ize an im plementation p lan  wou ld be to break the 
4 process into two phases. She  further suggests the draft OBMP Sections 1 -4 could be 
5 adopted by Watermaster and subm itted to the Court  as a report on the schedu le 
6 esta b l ished in the Ru l ing .  
7 Watermaster concu rs .  A Watermaster pu bl ic hearing is scheduled for September 
8 1 5 , 1 999 to receive input on the OBM P Phase I Report .  Watermaster wi l l  cons ider the 
9 input rece ived and make a dec is ion on September 23, 1 999 regard i ng the Report at that 

1 0  time . Watermaster wi l l  report to the Cou rt by September 30 , 1 999 regard ing th is decis ion .  
1 1  Recom mendation to the Court for a Phased Process to Prepare an Im plementation 
1 2  P rog ram and Complete the OBMP P lan  
1 3  The Special Referee recog n izes that work rema ins before the implementation and 
1 4  fund ing portions of the OBMP are comp leted (Section 5 of the OBMP) .  S he  suggests that 
1 5  the Watermaster request the Court to accept the OBMP Phase I Report a s  a report and 

1 6  commit to complete the OBMP by February 1 5 , 2000 . 
1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

20 

2 1  

22 

23 

A phased approach is necessary to implement the OBMP because important pol icy 

issues must sti l l  be resolved by Watermaster and severa l  independent pu bl ic agencies .  

However, Watermaster is committed to move forward with many of the OBMP program 

e lements and has actual ly begun implementat ion of components of the OBMP as described 

in  Section 4 of the OBMP Phase I Report. The action items within  the OBMP consist of 

n ine progra m elements .  Watermaster has budgeted over $ 1 , 000 ,000 in  th is current fiscal 

24 
year toward i n itia l implementation of those various program elements . The program 

25 

26 

27 

elements and their level of fu nd ing in fi sca l 1 999/2000 a re :  

28 /// 

• Program Element 1 - Develop and Implement Comprehensive Monitoring 

Program -- $562,000 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

20 

2 1  

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

• Program Element 2 - Develop and Imp lement Comprehens ive Recharge 

Prog ram -- $94 ,000 

• Prog ram E lement 3 - Deve lop and I mplement Water Supply P lans for the 

I mpa i red Areas of the Basin a nd Program Element 5 - Develop and 

I mplement Reg iona l  Supplementa l Water Program combined -- $40 ,000 (it 

is very l ikely that much more than $40 ,000 wi l l  be spent th is fisca l  year) 

• Program Element 4 - Develop and Implement Comprehensive 

Groundwater Management P lan for Management Zone 1 -- $ 1 00 ,000 

• Program E lement 6 - Develop and I mplement Cooperat ive Programs with 

the Regiona l  Water Qua l ity Control Board ,  Santa Ana Reg ion (Reg ional 

Board )  and Other Agencies to I mprove Basin Management - $53 ,000 

• Program Element 7 - Develop and I mp lement Sa lt Management Program 

- - $ 1 50 , 000 

• Program Element 8 - Develop and I mplement G roundwater Storage 

Management Program  -- $5 ,000 

• Program E lement 9 - Develop and Imp lement Conjunctive-Use Program -

$ 1 3 ,000 ( it is ve ry l ikely that much more than $ 1 3 ,000 wi l l be spent this 

fiscal year) 

This budget commitment by Watermaster i s  a clea r demonstrat ion of its i ntent to 

improve bas i n  management and to implement the OBMP.  Add it iona l ly, Watermaster is  

both physica l ly and fi nancia l ly participat ing in two very important watershed-wide activit ies 

(the T I N/TDS study and the Santa Ana River Watershed G roup). 

28 Ill 
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1 The two-phased approach to fina l ize the implementation component of the OBMP 

2 wt l l  a l low time for Watermaster to interact with the govern ing bodies of the agencies us ing 

3 the bas i n .  Watermaster wi l l  submit a proposa l regard ing phased comp letion of the OBMP 

4 to the Court by September 30 ,  1 999 .  Watermaster u nderstands the Court's desi re to have 

5 a mean ingfu l OBMP in  p lace in an  exped itious timeframe,  and commits to cont inue the 

6 cu rrent meeting schedu le to do so .  

7 Extens ion of I nterim Appointment of Watermaster 

8 The Special Referee suggests cons ideration of a fu l l  five-year  appointment of the 

9 n ine-member board be heard by the Court  by Apri l 30 ,  2000 rather tha n  on October 28 ,  

1 0  1 999 .  The Watermaster wi l l  cont i n ue  to serve at the wi l l  of the Court  and concurs with th is 

1 1 recommendation .  

12  Procedural Questions - CEQA Compl iance 

1 3  The Specia l Referee recogn izes the importance of quest ions ra ised with regard to 

1 4  the OBMP and the Cal ifo rn ia  Env iron menta l Qua l ity Act (C EQA). S he  suggests that OBMP 

1 5  Sections  1 through 4 be submitted and accepted as a report, with Sect ion 5 ,  

1 6  Im plementation , to fol low resolution of financing and cost sha ring issues as  descri bed 

1 7  a bove. No "action " is be ing ta ken and  there is no project requ i ring CEQA review. The 

1 8  questions regard ing CEQA wi l l  be resolved as soon as poss ib le to avo id delay in  ult imate 

1 9  OBMP  imp lementation a s  suggested by  the Specia l  Referee .  

20 Status of  Negotiations with Department of  Water Resou rces 

2 1  On November 1 8 , 1 998,  the Ch ief of Watermaster Services wrote to the Department 

22 of Water Resou rces (DW R) rega rd ing  Watermaster services . {See Declaration of Traci 

23 Stewart. ) Th is  was done in comp l iance with the Ru l i ng .  Mean ingfu l negotiat ions with DW R 

24 wi l l  requ i re a s ign ifi cant amount of time and effort to be expended by both parties 

2 5  (contacting them in  November essentia l ly a l lowed for ten months of the Cou rt's timel ine 

26 over which negotiations  cou ld  occur) .  DW R responded by letter dated January 1 5 , 1 999 .  

27 Ill 

28 Ill 
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1 (See Declaration of Traci  Stewart. )  I n  essence, the Department said : 

2 "The Department is ready to resu me negotiations ,  but we have been informed that 

3 the current Watermaster has been working adequately. Cons istent with the Court 

4 Ru l ing ,  we be l ieve that it is in the best interests of the parties and the Department 

5 that negotiations shou ld  not be resumed unti l d i rected by the Court. "  

6 The Special Referee 's August 1 3 , 1 999 letter (u nder item D commenting on the 

7 OBMP)  suggests that d iscussions with DWR should be renewed g iven the appo intment of a 

8 new d i rector s ince that t ime.  She further suggests that the dead l i ne  for the hearing regard ing 

9 the statu s of negotiations with DW R be extended from the September 30 , 1 999 date to 

1 0 March 3 1 , 2000. 

1 1  DW R has been represented at the majority of Watermaster meetings s ince the 

1 2  Ru l i ng a n d  is  aware of the progress being made o n  the O B M P  a n d  the effort being 

1 3  expended by the parties. Watermaster u nderstands the sent iment of the DW R and the 

1 4  Specia l  Referee on th i s  subject. Watermaster wi l l  contact the DW R representative p rio r to 

1 5  the September 30 ,  1 999 hearing regard i ng th i s  matter  and be prepared to report at the 

1 6 heari ng .  

1 7  Status of the Optimum Basin Management Prog ram (OB M P) 

1 8  The Rul ing a l so requ i res the Watermaster to notice a hearing for October 28, 1 999 , 

1 9  o n  the su bject of adopt ion and i mp lementation  of the OBMP .  (Ru l ing 7 :4-6 . )  Whi le  the 

20 September 30,  1 999 hearing was original ly more concerned with the cont inuat ion of the 

2 1  Watermaster than negotiations  with the Department of Water  Resou rces, these su bjects 

22 are intertwi ned . An OBMP Phase I Report was d istri buted to a l l  active/interested parties on 

23 August 1 9 , 1 999.  Watermaster and the Joint Poo ls  and Advisory Comm ittee d iscussed this 

24 Report and the S pecia l  Referee's recommendat ion on August 26 ,  1 999 . I t wil l a lso be 

25 d iscussed at the Septem ber  9, 1 999 Joint Poo ls and Advisory Committee meeting.  

26 Watermaster is hold i ng  a pu b l ic  hearing to rece ive input on the Report on September 1 5 , 

27 1 999 (primari ly Sect ion 4 of  the Report) .  Watermaster is then schedu led 

28 /// 
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1 to meet on September 23 ,  1 999 to make a decision regard ing the Report. Subject to the 

2 outcome of the hearing and subsequent Watermaster Board meeting,  Watermaster intends 

3 to submit the OBMP  Phase I Report in  accordance with the Special Refe ree's 

4 recommendation .  

5 As i nd i cated in  the Specia l Referee's letter, it became appa rent that the Section 

6 5ll m plementatlon portions of the OBMP would requ i re add itional  meet ings and time for 

7 fu rther  development. Recognizing th is , specia l  sub-committees were formed to add ress 

8 key imp lementat ion issues with regard to the desalters ,  recha rge and conjunctive use .  The 

9 efforts of these committees wi l l  be focused on resolution of key implementation issues . 

1 0  Based on  the above time l ine and imp lementation issues ,  and the Special Refe ree's 

1 1  recommendation, Watermaster wil l be provid ing the Court with a report regard ing the 

1 2  overal l  Optimum Bas i n Management Program on September 30,  1 999 .  

13  Conclusion 

14 The pa rties have been worki ng d i l igently to complete the OBMP.  Consensus on 

1 5  severa l issues has been reached as noted above.  Mr. Scalmanin i 's participation has been 

1 6  very helpfu l .  The Specia l  Referee and Tech nical Expert concur  that the Sections 1 throug h 

1 7  4 have been wel l  done and the process u ndertaken by Watermaster, its staff and 

1 8  consu ltants has been productive . Watermaster concu rs with the Refe ree 's 

1 9  recommendation regard ing developing the OBMP i n  two phases, Watermaster 

20 respectfu l ly  requests : 

2 1  The Court  order: 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

II I 

Ill 

27 Ill 

28 
Ill 

1 )  

2}  

The OBMP to be deve loped in  two phases; 

The October 28, 1 999 hearing on the continuation of the n ine-member 

Watermaster Board be reschedu led to Apr i l  30 ,  2000; and  

_____________ 1 1  _______________ _ 
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2 
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4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
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1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

18 

1 9  

20 

2 1  

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

3) A hearing be scheduled for March 3 1 , 2000 regarding the status of 

negotiations with DWR. 

Dated : August 10 , 1 999 Respectfu l ly submitted , 

12  
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

DECLARATION OF TRACI  STEWART 

I ,  Traci Stewart, declare :  

I am the Chief of Watermaster Services for Ch ino Basin Watermaster and I have 

served in  th is capacity for approximately five years. Attached are true and correct copies of 

the fo l l owing documents: 

1 .  

2 .  

A "Summary of Meetings" prepared by Watermaster staff (Attachment A) . 

A letter dated August 1 3 , 1 999,  from Anne J .  Schneider, Esq . ,  Re: Comments 

on Draft OBMP  Sections (Attachment 8) .  I persona l ly faxed thls document to the 
9 Watermaster Board and Advisory Committee members on August 1 4, 1999 . 

1 0  

1 1  

1 2 

3 . A November 1 8 , 1 998 , Watermaster letter to the Department of Water 

Resources (DWR) concerning Watermaster operations (Attachment C) . 

4 .  A January 1 5 , 1 999, letter from DWR respond ing to the November 1 8 , 1 998 
1 3  Watermaster l etter (Attachment D) .  
14 

15 

16 

17 

1 8  

1 9  

20 

2 1  

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Cal ifo rn ia the 

foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on August :SI, 1 999 , at Rancho Cucamonga ,  Cal iforn ia . 

::L- � Traci Stewart 

1 3  
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MEETING DATE 
July 09 , 1 998 
Ju ly  09 ,  1 998 
Ju ly 23 , 1 998 
July 23, 1 998 
August 1 3, 1 998 
Aui:iust 1 3 , 1 998 
August 1 3 , 1 998 
August 27, 1 998 
August 27, 1 998 
August 27, 1 998 
September 1 0 , 1 998 
September 1 0 , 1 998 
Seotember 1 o ,  1 998 
September 23 , 1 998 
September 24, 1 998 
September 24, 1 998 
September 30 ,  1 998 
October 1 5 , 1 998 
October 1 5 , 1 998 
October 29 , 1 998 
October 29, 1 998 
November 1 2, 1 998 
November 24 , 1 998 
December 1 0 , 1 998 
December 1 0 , 1 998  

January 1 4 , 1 999 
Janua ry 1 4 , 1 999 
January 28, 1 999 
January 28 ,  1 999 
February 1 1 ,  1 999 
February 1 1 ,  1 999 
February 25, 1 999 
February 25, 1 999 
March 1 1  , 1 999 
March 1 1 ,  1 999 
March 25 , 1 999 
March 25,  1 999 
Aprl l 1 5 , 1 999 
Apri l 1 5 , 1 999 
Aprfl 29, 1 999 
Apri l 29 ,  1 999 
May 1 3 , 1 999 
May 1 3, 1 999 
May 1 3 , 1 999 

Attachment A 

CH INO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Watermaster Board and Advisory Comm ittee Meetings 

F .Y.  1 998-99 
(July 1 ,  1 998 through June 30 , 1 999 )  

TYPE OF M EETING 
Jolnt Pool & Advisory Committee 
W atermaster Board 
Joint  Pool & Advisory Committee 
Watermaster Board 
Joint Pool & Advisory Committee 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg .- I nstitut ional 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg .- FinancePlan 
Watermaster Board 
Advlsory OBMP Workshop Mtg .- Institutional  
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg.- FinancePlan 
Jo int Pool  & Advisory Committee 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg .- Inst itutional 
Special Watermaster Board 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mto .- Eng .Tasks 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg .- I nstitutional 
Watermaster Board 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg .  
Jo i n t  Pool & Advisory Committee 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg . 
Watermaster Board 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg . 
Jo int Poo l ,  Advisory, OBMP Workshop Mto .  
Watermaster Brd , Advisory, OBMP Wrks .Mtg . 
Joint Poo l ,  Advisory & Watermaster Board 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mt9. 

Joint Pool, Adv isory. & Watermaster Board 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg .  
Watermaster Board 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg. 
Jo int Pool & Advisory Committee 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg . 
Watermaster Board 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg . 
Jo int Pool & Advisory Committee 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg .  
Watermaster Board 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg . 
Jo fnt  Pool & Advisory Comm ittee 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg. 
Watermaster Board 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg . 
Joint Pool & Advisory Committee 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg . 
Special Watermaster Board 
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M INUTES APPROVED 
08/1 3/98 
07/23/98 
08/1 3/98 
08/27/98 
09/1 0/98 
09/1 0/98AC 09/24/98Bd 
09/ 1 0/98AC 09/24/98Bd 
09/1 0/98 
09/1 0/98AC 09/24/98Bd 
09/1 0/98AC 09/24/98Bd 
1 0/1 5/98 
1 0/29/98 
1 0/29/98 
02/1 1 /99AC 03/25/998d 
1 0/29/98 
1 0/29/98 
02/1 1 /99AC 03/25/99Bd 
1 2/1 0/98 
07/08/99AC 07/22/99Bd 
1 2/1 0/98 
05/1 3/99AC 05/27/998d 
1 2/1 0/98 
1 2/1 0/98 
0 1 /1 4/99 
02/1 1 /99AC 03/25/99Bd 

0 1 /28/99 
02/1 1 /99AC 03/25/99Bd 
02/25/99 
02/1 1 /99AC 03/25/99Bd 
03/1 1 /99 
03/1 1 /99AC 03/25/998d 
03/25/99 
03/1 1 /99AC 03/25/99Bd 
04/1 5/99 
04/1 5/99AC 04/29/99Bd 
04/29/99 
04/1 5/99AC 04/29/99Bd 
06/1 0/99 
06/1 0/99AC 06/1 0/99Bd 
05/27/99 
05/1 3/99AC 05/2799Bd 
07/08/99 
06/1 0/99AC 06/1 0/99Bd 
06/1 0/99 



Fiscal Year 1 998-1 999 
Watermaster Board & Advisory Committee Meetings 

M EETING DATE 
May 27,  1 999 
May 27,  1 999 
June 1 o, 1 999 
June 1 0 , 1 999 
J une 1 O ,  1 999 
June 24 , 1 999 
June 24, 1 999 

TYPE OF M EETING 
Watermaster Board 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mta . 
Jo int Pool & Advisory Committee 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg . 
Special Watermaster Board 
Watermaster Board 
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtg .  

Board & Advisory Mtgs:  Watermaster Board 1 5  
Joint WM Board & Adv. Comm. 2 
Joint Pools & Advisory Committee 1 1  
Advisory OBMP Workshop Mtgs . 23 

Total Board & Advisory Mtgs. 51 
Pool Meetings: Appropriative Pool 2 

Non-Ag Pool 2 
Agricu l tural Pool 7 

Total Pool Mtgs. 1 1  
Special Workshops: Budget Workshops 1 

RAM Tool Workshops 1 
Sal in ity Workshop 1 

Total Spec. Workshops 3 
Ad-hoc & Sub-Committees : 

Legal Comm ittee 
Personnel Committee 
Executive Committee 
Safe Yield Sub-Committee 
Storage Mgmt.  Sub-Committee 
MZ- 1 Sub-Committee 

Total Other Mtgs, 

1 
1 
1 
1 
4 
2 

10  

GRAND TOTAL M EETINGS IN  FY  1 998-1 999 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  75 

MEETING DATE 
July 08 ,  1 999 
J u l y  08, 1 999 
Ju ly 08 ,  1 999 
Ju ly 1 5 , 1 999 
Ju ly 1 5 , 1 999 
Ju ly 22, 1 999 
Ju l y  22 ,  1 999 

Auoust 1 2 , 1 999 
August 1 2 , 1 999 

Watermaster Board and Advisory Commi ttee Meetings 
F .Y. 1 999-2000 

TYPE OF M EETING 
Annual Aopropriative Pool 
Annual Pools & Advisory Committee 
OBMP Workshop 
Specia l  Aqricultu ral Pool 
Desalter Subcomm ittee 
Watermaster Board 
OBMP Workshop 

Joint Pool & Advisorv Committee 
OBMP Workshop 

Attachment A 

Attachment A 

MIN UTES APPROVED 
06/24/99 
07 /08/99AC 06/24/99Bd 
07/08/99 
07 /08/99AC 07 /22/99Bd 
06/24/99 
07/22/99 
08/1 2/99AC 08/26/99Bd 

MINUTES APPROVED 

08/1 2/99 
08/1 2/99AC 08/26/998d 
I nfo. on 08/ 1 2/99 
N/A 
8/26/99 
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Board ofDirectors 
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Attachment B 

E L L I S O N  & S C H N E I D E R  

ATT O R N E Y S  AT L AW 
20 1 5  H STR.f.ET 

S AC RAMENTO, CALI FORNIA 95 8 1 4-3 1 0 9  

TELE PHONE ( 9 1 6 1 447- 2 1 66 FAX ( 9 1 6 )  447-3 5 1 2  

August 13 , 1 999 

8 632  Archibald Avenue, Suite 1 09 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 9 1 73 O 

Re : Comments on DRAFT OBMP Sections 

Dear B oard Members : 

LYNN M. HAUC 

WENDY M. F!SH Eli 
llARSARA A. BRENNER 
ROUERT E. DONLAN 
AN DREW B. BROWN 
Cl-!RISTOl'HER M. SANDERS 
TA RA E. LYNCH 

We have reviewed the draft Optimum Basin Management Plan (''ORMP") Sections 1 , 2, 
and 3 (December 9, 1 998), 4 (June 22, 1999), and 5 (July 1 , 1 999), and supporting technical 
memoranda. We also have reviewed correspondence containing comments on the draft Sections 
which have been provided to us by Watermaster staff. This letter contains both comments on the 
draft documents and recommendations as to how to proceed at this time. The Board of 
Directors, staff, consultants, and the parties have worked diligently and are making good 
progress. It appears, however, that a phased approach allowing a discret-e amount of additional 
time to prepare an implementation program is needed .  

A. Defer Consideration of Certain Questions as to Watermaster Power and Authority 

One of the main thrusts of the · comments is that the Watennaster has limited power and 
authority. Watennaster " . . .  like the [RWQCB] has the power to regulate and require agencies to 
perform their responsibilities, within its jurisdiction . . . .  ,, but should : 

" . . .  be  careful not to enter into competition with or usurp the granted 
responsibilities of each of the responsible agencies and property owners of the 
Basin . . . .  Member Agencies of Watennaster have specific responsibilities to 
maintain and improve the Basin. Of utmost importance is the responsibility to 
clean up the Basin for present and future generations. " (IEUA June 9, 1 999 Letter 
to Watermaster. ) 

Attachment B 
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There is a tension between the role ofWatermaster as the entity preparing the draft 
OBMP and the roles of parties in actually implementing the draft OB:MP. At this time, the draft 
OBMP does not set out a clear and complete implementation element. Section 4 is complete in its 
discussion of monitoring by the Watermaster, including purpose, timelines, and how the work will 
be paid for. Neither Section 4 nor 5 contains a similar level of information, for other program 
elements, however. The Waterrnaster has apparently been mindful of the admonition "not to enter 
into competition with or usurp the granted responsibilities of" responsible parties. Compiling 
concrete implementation actions, including timelines and financing plans that incorporate 
commitments from responsible parties must still be accomplished. 

Debating the Watermaster's role, including the extent of its or the Court's power to insist 
that parties take any specific action, is premature. The W atermaster certainly has the power and 
authority to prepare the OBMP, and the OBMP will be sufficient only ifit includes a clear and 
complete implementation program. The current draft does not contain an implementation 
program, with the exception of the Watermaster's monitoring program. If the parties step 
forward and make the commitments and enter into the requisite agreements that, combined, 
would constitute a clear and complete implementation plan, then the issues of the extent of the 
Waterrnaster's power and authority may be significantly different then they currently appear. At 
this time, delving into questions of the Waterrnaster's power and authority would only distract 
from efforts to complete the OBMP work. The questions can be revisited in the event the parties 
are unable to make the commitments and reach the agreements that logically would comprise the 
implementation program. 

Examples of the type of commitment needed are listed in IEUA' s June 9 , 1999 letter. The 
list included the commitment: 

" . . .  to work with regional and local agencies to establish a Joint Powers 
Agreement(s) ("JP A") or an alternative organizational structure to expedite the 
financing, construction and operation of additional desalters, i .e., Desalters II and 
III." 

If the parties were to establish a JP A, or enter into a Memorandum of Understanding 
("MOU'') to establish a JP A, or develop some "alternative organizational structure," the 
Waterrnaster's role would necessarily reflect that structure. The issue of whether the 
Waterrnaster could, if absolutely necessary, finance and build desalters, for example, is never 
reached if the parties offer a clear and complete plan which will accomplish the same thing. 
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B. Submit OBMP Sections 1-4 as a Report Only 

The most productive course appears to be to set aside for now the questions of the scope 
and nature of the Watermaster' s power and authority and define a Phase II process which will 
produce a clear and complete implementation program. The draft OBMP Sections 1 through 4 
can be adopted as a report by Watermaster and submitted to the Court as a report on the schedule 
established in the Court's February 19, 1998 ruling. Although Section 4 includes specific 
implementation provisions for monitoring work to be undertaken by Watermaster, the bulk of 
Section 4's discussion of implementation merely suggests what the parties "should" do or 
consider. The existing draft Section 5 could be reformatted to be a memorandum to be used as 
source material for the revised Section 5 which would be produced in Phase II. There is no 
reason to revise Section 4 to delete these references to implementation; it would avoid confusion, 
however, if the title of Section 4 were changed to delete the word "implementation." 

The following describes revisions to the overall schedule based on a phased approach to 
complete the implementation program. The implementation program, together with the OBMP 
Sections 1 through 4 report, would comprise the OBMP plan. 

C. Recommendation to the Court for a Phased Process to Prepare an Implementation 
Program and Complete the OBMP Plan 

A partially completed table (attached) was handed out at the July 22, 1 999 OBMP 
workshop meeting. That table speaks volumes. It identifies the categories ofinfonnation that still 
must be gathered as to which parties (or other responsible agencies or individuals) will participate 
in implementation actions, timelines, and financial commitments. That table, in the most 
barebones fonn, is the crux of the implementation program. It must be completed to have a clear 
and complete implementation program. The manner in which the parties may decide to 
memorialize their commitments to carry out the implementation program has also not been 
identified. The options, such as JP A's, appear to have been discussed. The ultimate form of 
agreement is not as important as entering into some form of agreement which commits parties to 
carry out the implementation actions. 

Watermaster, through the OBMP Desalter Subcommittee, is working to develop 
responsibilities and commitments among the parties on the planning, construction, operation, and 
financing of the desalters which the draft OBMP shows are needed. That subcommittee only 
began work on July 15 ,  1 999, and needs additional time to complete its work. Other 
subcommittees (if they have not yet been created) should be created to develop the commitments 
and agreements necessary to complete other aspects of the implementation program. 
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Based on discussions with Mr. Wildennuth and Ms. Stewart, it appears that a Phase II 
could be completed by March 3 1, 2000. Assuming the Watennaster submits the draft OB:MP 
Sections 1-4 to the Court by September 30, 1999, as required, and requests that the Court accept 
the document as a report, the W atermaster and the parties would at that time have a full six 
months to complete the implementation program. The OB:MP Sections 1-4 would serve as a 
resource for that final effort. Everyone's time and energy could then focus exclusively on 
preparing a clear and complete implementation program during a six-month Phase II process. 

A Phase II implementation program report would have to be prepared and reviewed on a 
schedule set by the Court. If a draft implementation program report (including all elements 
contained in the table described above) and executed agreements (in whatever fonn the parties 
may agree to) could be submitted to the parties and the Special Referee by February 1 5, 2000, 
comments could be received and considered by Watermaster and a final Phase II document 
submitted to the Court by March 3 1, 2000. At that time, the Court could set a schedule for 
hearing on the approval of the OBMP which would be comprised of the OB:MP Sections 1-4 
Report and the Phase II Implementation Program. 

D. Extension of Interim Appointment ofWatermaster 

Extension of the OB:MP process to accommodate a phased completion of the OBMP 
raises the issue of reappointment of the nine-member board as Watermaster. A new Court order 
setting deadlines for a Phase II should include extension of the existing October 28, 1 999 deadline 
for a Court hearing on continuation of the nine-member board as Watennaster. A full five-year 
appointment of the nine-member board would be heard by the Court by April 30, 2000. The 
success of the six-month Phase II process would be known by that time. The Court's ruling also 
directed that a hearing be noticed no later than September 30, 1 999 to report on the status of 
negotiations with the California Department of Water Resources ("DWR"). Although a desultory 
effort apparently was made in January 1999, discussions should be renewed given appointment of 
a new DWR director since that time. The deadline for that hearing should be extended to 
March 3 1, 2000. 

E. Procedural Questions - CEOA Compliance 

The issue has been raised whether the preparation of the OB:MP is a "project" for 
purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") and what entity would be lead 
agency to prepare any document that may be required. Watennaster Counsel Lemieux has 
advised Watermaster that the Court, and consequently the Watermaster, is not a "local agency" 
and therefore does not have to prepare an environmental document before undertaking a 
"project," although parties must comply with CEQA before approving discretionary capital 
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projects. Watennaster may wish to engage special CEQA counsel to review these and related 
questions in greater depth. 

The issue of whether adoption of the OBMP would trigger CEQA review is not as urgent 
if draft OBMP Sections 1-4 are submitted and accepted as a report. As a report, CEQA counsel 
is likely to conclude that no action is being taken, no decision is being made, and there is, 
therefore, no project which requires CEQA review. The issue of whether elements of the 
implementation program (such as JP A's, for example) and adoption ofthe OBMP itself are 
projects for CEQA purposes will still have to be addressed. The CEQA issues should be resolved 
as soon as possible to avoid delay in ultimate OBMP implementation. 

F. Summary of Recommendations of Special Referee 

In summary, a phased approach is recommended, with the following timeline: 

9/30/1999 
2/1 5/2000 
3/1 5/2000 
3/3 1/2000 
3/3 1/2000 
4/30/2000 

Submit OBMP Sections 1-4 to Court (for acceptance as a report). 
Circulation of draft Implementation Program. 
Comment deadline. 
Court hearing to approve OBMP. 
Court hearing on status ofDWR negotiations. 
Court hearing on nine-member board appointment as Watennaster. 

Mr. Scalmanini has attended nearly all of the meetings of the Watermaster on the OBMP. 
He has regularly reported on those meetings to me. His participation appears to have been very 
helpful. He has reviewed in detail the draft Sections and supporting technical memoranda, and 
provided his comments to us. Our combined comments are attached. In a meeting with Mr. 
Wildermuth on August 5, 1 999, Mr. Scalmanini conveyed his technical comments, and discussed 
preparation of an Executive Summary for Sectionsl-4. Mr. Wildennuth indicated that revised 
Sections and an Executive Summary would be prepared and circulated to all parties by the end of 
September. 
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In Mr. Scalmanini's  view, the draft Sections 1-4 have been well done, and the process 
undertaken by Watermaster, its staff and consultants, has been productive. I concur. As you 
know, I am most interested in the implementation program. If the Court approves the phased 
approach and schedule recommended in this letter, I suggest that Watermaster set a meeting for 
early October to discuss in detail the process and content of the work to be accomplished in Phase 
II. Thank you for all of your efforts. 

AJS :dg 

Attachment 

cc: Honorable J. Michael Gunn 
Joseph C. Scalmanini 

Yours very truly, 

tl ·'"""' ·--:- I · .. n --<a_ ,_.) r :.):::.:J..J\A._.o._"VL';_y� .. 
e J. Schneider 
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l PROGRAM ELEMENT # 2 - RECHARGE 
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Technical Comments to the Optimum Basin Management Plan for the Chino Basin 

A. Section 2-Current Physical State of the Basin 

1. Current and Future Water Demands 

An explanation of the difference between the projected population 
increases (+50%) versus the projected water demand increases (+35%) 
should be provided. The OBMP should also clarify the projected future 
needs of individual purveyors which disagree with the projections in the 
draft OBMP. 

2. Water Supplies 

The OBMP does not explain how the pumpage will meet 1 8 0, 000 • 
1 90,000 afy of demand while the safe yield is 140,000 - 1 56,000 afy. 
Where does the approximately 40,000 afy come from? 

Ifpumpage is expected to be 1 80,000 - 190,000 afy over the planning 
period, will groundwater replenishment reach 40,000 afy by 2020 or is that 
replenishment required now? Section 4, Table 4-9 shows pumpage of 
200,000-210,000 afy over the period of2000-2020, thus additional 
replenishment appears to be necessary now. This should be clarified. 

B. Section 3-Goals of the OBMP 

The OBMP necessarily defines "optimum". However, the definition of 
"optimum" provided should be revisited, particularly with regard to 
financial feasibility. The stakeholders can determine the basis for whether 
they can "afford" the program and the concept of financial feasibility 
should be fully developed. The question arises as to whether a less 
technically complete/less effective basin management plan becomes 
"optimum" because it is deemed "affordable". Defining "optimum" by a 
determination of affordability by the stakeholders leaves too much room to 
ultimately accept a non-optimal basin management plan. 

-1-



C. Section 4-Management and Implementation Plan 

1. General Comment 

There is a general lack of specificity regarding who will actually be 
implementing the particular programs and tasks set forth in the OB:MP. 
References such as "assume leadership role" and "potential cooperating 
agencies" do not provide the reader with a sense of who will be doing 
what. In addition, the OB:MP consistently states what "should" be done and 
in many instances does not provide information as to what "will" be done 
and "who" will carry out the requisite tasks. (See p.  4-1 5  for example). It is 
not clear what role the Watermaster will play and what actions the 
Watermaster may be able to take in the event an agency does not fulfill a 
goal as suggested in Section 4. 

2. Program Element 3-Deve!op and Implement Water Supply Plan for 
the Impaired Areas of the Basin and 
Program Element 5 Develop and Implement Regional Supplemental 
Water Program 

It would be useful to highlight the evolution from current water supply 
planning (Section 2, p. 2-33 and Table 2-17), which came from various 
individual purveyors, to the OBMP water supply concept (Table 4-9). As 
set forth in the water supplies discussion at page 2-33, it would be helpful 
to the reader to summarize how the basin will work under the OB:MP with 
expanded details as appropriate. The reader could be provided an overall 
description of water supplies, recharge, outflows, salt removal, etc. 

3. Program Element 6-Develop and Implement Cooperative Programs 

With the RWQCB and Other Agencies to Improve Basin 

Management and Program Element 7-Develop and Implement Salt 
Management Program 

There does not appear to be a complete Salt Management Program. The 
emphasis of the combined Programs 6 and 7 is on future development of a 
salt budget. The text, however, describing salt management only mentions 
the desalters, review of the economics of dairy waste management and 
possible contribution of funds to subsidize removal of manure, and, in the 
first year of implementation of the OBMP, a financial contribution to 
subsidize manure export. This is not a reduction in salt loading, except for 
manure export. 
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The OBMP relies on the elimination of dairy farms to reduce salt loading 
and then identifies a potential problem if dairy farmers move out of the 
basin rapidly. The problem of a rapid decline in groundwater production in 
the southern part of the basin will result in a subsequent increase in poor 
quality rising water. Although the problem is identified, no response to the 
potential problem is provided. 

Program Element 6 identifies the need for salt management which includes 
minimizing TDS and nitrogen additions by fertilizers. A complete salt 
management program should include items such as removal of manure and 
in-basin composting and could incorporate mandated or other source 
control measures. 

-3-
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TRACI STEWART 

Chief of Watermaster Services 

November 1 8, 1 998 

Attachment C 

CHi1VO BASIN WATERMASTER 
8632 Archibald Ave . ,  Suite / 09, Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91 730 

TEL: (909) 484-3888 • FAX: (909) 484-3890 

Department of Water Resources 
1 4 1 6  Ninth Street 
P.O. Box 942836 
Sacramento , CA 94236-0001 

Re: Department of Water Resou rces and the February 1 9 , 1 998 Superior Court Case 
Number RCV 5 1 0 1 0 Rul ing regarding the Ch ino Basin Watermaster. 

Attached for you r review is a copy of the above referenced Ru l ing .  On page 7 of the Ru l ing, the 
. ' 

. Court directs the parties to the Ch 1no Basin Judgment to resume negotiations  with the 
o·epartment to place it in a position tci assume the d uties of Watermaster and to takeover 
Watermaster operations, should .the n ine member board fail to operate independently and 
effectively. Th is letter ls bei�g sent t� · ind icate the parties' desire to fu lfil l th is requ i rement of the 
ru l ing and resume negotiatio ns  . .  

P lease have a Department representative contact me at their earl iest conven ience concern ing 
th is matter. I can be reached by phone at  (909)  484-3888, by fax at  (909)  484-3890 ,  by e-mai l at 
traci@cbwin.org, and by regular mai l  at the Watermaster offices. 

Sincerely , 

Traci Stewart 

- Attachment 

Cc: Watermaster Board and Committee Members 

Attachment C 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA ·· THE  RESO URCES A.P�NCY 

D E PARTM ENT OF WATER R E S O U RCES 
1 4 1 6  N I N T H  STREET ,  P . O .  B O X  942 6 3 6  

SACRAMENTO ,  CA 94236-00 0 1  
j 9 1 6 ) 653 -5 7 9 1  

Ms . Traci Stewart 
Ch ino Bas i n  Watermaster 
8632 Arch iba ld Avenue, Su ite 1 09 
Rancho Cucamonga ,  Ca l ifo rn ia 9 1 730 

Dear Ms.  Stewart: 

Attachment D 

· JAN 1 5 1999 

GRAY DAVIS, Governor 

IRf I © Ii n V Ii i)  
JAN 2 1 1999 

Th is is i n  response to your letter of November 1 8 , 1 998 regarding the Superior 
Cou rt Case Number RCV 5 1 0 1 0 ru l ing regard ing the Ch ino Bas in Watermaster. I 
apo log ize for the de lay in  respond ing . 

You suggested in  your  lette r that the February 1 9 , 1 998 court ru l ing relating to 
the Ch ino Bas in  Watermaster requ i res the parties to the Chino Bas in judgment and the 
Department of Water Resou rces beg in  negot iations immediately so that th e 
Department may assume the duties of the cu rrent watermaster in  the event that the 
court  determines that the watermaster is not operating effective ly .  As we read the 
ru l ing ,  the ob l igation to resume negotiations for the Department to ta ke over as 
watermaster is not in effect now and wi l l  on ly be triggered if it is fi rst determined by the 
court that the current a rrangement is not working . 

The Department is ready to resume negotiat ions ,  but we have been 
i nformed that the cu rrent watermaster has been working adeq uate ly . Cons istent with 
the court  ru l i ng , we bel ieve that it is in the best inte rests of the parties and the 
Dep�rtment that negotiations shou ld not be resumed unti l d i rected by the court. 

You have i nd icated that the watermaster would be appear ing before the court to 
make a report in the near futu re . At that t ime , you indicated that the issue concerning 
the ob l i gation  of the Department and the parties to resume negot iations could be 
reviewed by the cou rt. We support such an approach , and we are wi l l i ng to appear at 
the hearing with the watermaster to express our views . 

If you have any questions concern ing th is letter, p lease contact David Sand ino ,  
Sen ior  Staff Counsel ,  with □WR at  (9 1 6) 653-5 1 29 .  

S incerely, 

� J/4¢k;u/ 
Stephen L Kashiwada 
Acting D i rector 

Attachment D 



CHINO BASIN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT V .  CITY OF CHINO et  al . 

CASE NO . RCV 5 1 0 1 0  

PROOF OF SERVICE 

I , Mary L .  Staula , dec l are : 

1 .  I am over the age of  1 8  and not a party to thi s a c t i on . My 

bus ine s s  addre s s  is  Chino Bas in Watermas ter , 8 6 3 2  Archibald Avenue , 

Sui te  1 0 9 , Rancho Cucamonga , Cal i f ornia 9 1 7 3 0 . 

2 .  On today ' s  date  I s e rved not ice of matters identi fied below 

by mai l ing a pos tcard containing the information s e t  forth on the 

attached page , addres s ed to each of the addre s s e s  l i sted on the 

attached mai l ing l i st s . 

NOTICE OF MOTION , MOTION, MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

CONCERNING STATUS OF NEGOTIATIONS WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF WATER 

RESOURCES AND THE OPTIMUM BASIN MANAGEMENT PROGRAM AND 

DECLARATION OF TRACI STEWART 

3 .  I then placed said po s t  cards for col l e c t ion , proce s s ing and 

mai l ing by Chino B a s in Watermas ter  personne l wi th the uni ted State s 

Pos t a l  Servi ce  on today ' s  date , fol lowing Chino Basin  Waterma s t er ' s 

ordinary bus ines s prac t i ce s . Pursuant to  these  pract ices , wi th which I 

am fami liar , po s t  cards are depos ited in the ordinary course of 

bus ines s with the United States  Pos t a l  Service on the same date  they 

are col lected and proces sed , with postage thereon ful ly prepaid . 

I declare under penalty of perj ury under the laws of  the State of  

Cal i forni a that the foregoing i s  true and correct . 

Executed on August  3 0 , 1 9 9 9 , at Rancho Cucamonga , Cal i fornia . 



AAA AA 

MAILING LIST 1 

UPDATED 08/30/99 

RICHARD ANDERSON 

1365 W FOOTHILL BLVD STE 1 

UPLAND CA 91786 

RICH ATWATER 

IEUA 

P.O. BOX 697 

RCHO CUCA CA 91729-0697 

BOB BEST 

NAT'L RESOURCES CONS SVS 

25809 BUSINESS CENTER DR 8 

REDLANDS CA 92374 

PATTI BONAWITZ 

IEUA 

P.O. BOX 697 

RCHO CUCA CA 91729-0697 

RICK BUFFINGTON 

STATE OF CA CIM 

P.O. BOX 1031 

CHINO CA 91710 

TERRY COOK 

KAISER VENTURES INC 

3633 E INLD EMP BLVD STE 850 

ONTARIO CA 91764 

ROBERT DEBERARD 

CHAIRMAN-AG POOL 

P.O. BOX 1223 

UPLAND CA 9 1 785-1223 

GREG DEVEREAUX 

CITY OF ONTARIO 

303 E "B" ST 

ONTARIO CA 91764 

SAM FULLER 

SAN BERNARDINO VALLEY MWD 

P.O. BOX 5906 

SAN BERNARDINO CA 92412-5906 

CURTIS AARON 

CITY OF FONTANA 

8353 SIERRA AVE 

FONTANA CA 92335-3598 

A W  ARAIZA 

WEST SAN BERNARDINO C W  D 

P.O. BOX 920 

RIALTO CA 92376-0920 

RODNEY BAKER 

P.O. BOX 438 

COULTERVILLE CA 95311 -0438 

GERALD BLACK 

FONTANA UNION WATER CO 

P.O. BOX 309 

FONT ANA CA 92334 

BEYERL Y BRADEN 

WEST END CONS WATER CO 

P.O. BOX 460 

UPLAND CA 91785 

TERRY CATLIN 

CBWM BOARD 

2344 IVY CT 

UPLAND CA 91784 

GEORGE COSBY 

CALMAT PROPERTIES CO 

3200 N SAN FERNANDO RD 

LOS ANGELES CA 90065 

ROBERT DELOACH 

CUCAMONGA COUNTY WATER DIST 

P.O. BOX 638 

RANCHO CUCA CA 91729-0638 

DICK DYKSTRA 

10129 SCHAEFER 

ONTARIO CA 91761-7973 

MARK GAGE P E  

GEOMATRIX CONSULTANTS INC 

2101 WEBSTER ST #1200 

OAKLAND CA 94612 

CHET ANDERSON 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA WATER CO 

401 S SAN DIMAS CANYON RD 

SAN DIMAS CA 91773 

STEVE ARBELBIDE 

CBWM BDARD 

417 PONDEROSA TR 

CALIMESA CA 92320 

VICTOR BARRION 

RELIANT ENERGY ETIWANDA 

8996 ETIWANDA AVE 

ETIWANDA CA 91739 

KA THIE BL YSKAL 

SUNKIST GROWERS INC 

760 E SUNKIST ST 

ONTARIO CA 91761 

KATHRYN H K  BRANMAN 

MOBILE COMMUNITY MGMT CO 

1801 E EDINGER AVE #230 

SANTA ANA CA 92705-4754 

NEIL CLIFTON 

IEUA 

P.O. BOX 697 

RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91729-069 

DAVE CROSLEY 

CITY OF CHINO 

5050 SCHAEFER AVE 

CHINO CA 9171 0-5549 

BILL DENDY 

BILL DENDY & ASSOCIATES 

429 F ST SUITE 2 

DAVIS CA 95616-41 1 1  

RALPH FRANK 

755 LAKEFIELD RD #3 

WESTLAKE VILLAGE CA 91361 

JIM GALLAGHER 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA WATER CO 

2143 CONVENTION CTR WAY STE 1 1 0  

ONTARIO C A  91764 



ALLAN E GLUCK 

N AMERICAN COMM REAL EST 

123 S. FIGUEROA ST STE 190 B 

LOS ANGELES CA 90012-5517 

JACK HAGERMAN 

STATE OF CA CIM 

4158 CENTER ST 

NORCO CA 91760 

CARL HAUGE 

DEPT OF WATER RESOURCES 

1 020 9TH ST 3RD FL 

SACRAMENTO CA 95814 

PAUL HOFER 

CBWM BOARD 

11248 S TURNER AVE 

ONTARIO CA 91761 

JOSEPHINE JOHNSON 

CBWM BOARD 

3635 RIVERSIDE DR 

CHINO CA 91710 

MARK KINSEY 

MONTE VISTA WATER DISTRICT 

P.O. BOX 71 

MONTCLAIR CA 91763-0071 

J KOPALD & L HAIT 

KOPALD & MARK 

8888 OLYMPIC BLVD 

BEYERL Y HILLS CA 90211 

A. A. KRUEGER 

CBWM BOARD 

3736 TOWNE PARK CR 

POMONA CA 91767 

ALAN MARKS 

CTY OF SAN BERN CTY CNSL 

157 W 5TH ST 

SAN BERNARDINO CA 92415 

BILL MILLS 

ORANGE COUNTY WATER DIST 

P.O: BOX 8300 

FTN VALLEY CA 92728-8300 

HOLLEY GRAHAM 

CBWM BOARD 

P.O. BOX 71 

MONTCLAIR CA 91763-0071 

RICK HANSEN 

THREE VALLEYS M W  D 

P.O. BOX 1300 

CLAREMONT CA 91711 

SCOTT HENDRIX 

ARROWHEAD WATER COMP 

5772 JURUPA RD 

ONTARIO CA 91761 -3672 

NINA JAZMADARIAN 

METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT 

P.O. BOX 54153 

LOS ANGELES CA 90054-0153 

BARRETT KEHL 

CBWCD 

P.O. BOX 2400 

MONTCLAIR CA 91763-0900 

VERN KNOOP 

DEPT OF WATER RESOURCES 

770 FAIRMONT AVE 

GLENDALE CA 91203-1035 

MANAGER 

KREIGER & STEWART ENGINEERING 

FIRM 

3602 UNIVERSITY AVE 

RIVERSIDE CA 92501 

KENNETH KULES 

METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT 

P.O. BOX 54153 

LOS ANGELES CA 90054-0153 

MIKE MCGRAW 

FONTANA WATER COMPANY 

P.O. BOX 987 

FONTANA CA 92334-0987 

RUBEN MONTES 

SAN BERNARDINO CTY FLD CONT DIST 

825 E THIRD ST 

SAN BERNARDINO CA 92415 

JOE GRINDSTAFF 

SAWPA 

11615 STERLING AVE 

RIVERSIDE CA 92503 

DONALD HARRIGER 

CBWM BOARD 

P .0. BOX 5286 

RIVERSIDE CA 92517-5286 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

HIGGS FLETCHER & MACK 

401 W A STREET 

SAN DIEGO CA 92101 -7908 

KEN JESKE 

CITY OF ONTARIO 

1425 S BON VIEW AVE 

ONTARIO CA 91761 -4406 

PATRICK J. KING 

CBWM BOARD 

303 E "B" ST 

ONTARIO CA 91764-4196 

GENE KOOPMAN 

13898 ARCHIBALD AVE 

ONTARIO CA 91761-7979 

MANAGER 

KRONICK MOSKOVITZ TIEDEMANN & 

GIRARD 

400 CAPITOL MALL 27TH FL 

SACRAMENTO CA 95814-4417 

MIKE MAESTAS 

CITY OF CHINO HILLS 

2001 GRAND AVE 

CHINO HILLS CA 91709-4869 

CAROLE MCGREEVY 

JURUPA COMM SVCS DIST 

8621 JURUPA RD 

RIVERSIDE CA 92509-3229 

JIM MOODY 

CITY OF UPLAND 

P.O. BOX 460 

UPLAND CA 91785-0460 



CHRIS NAGLER 

DEPT OF WATER RESOURCES 

770 FAIRMONT AVE SUITE 102 

GLENDALE CA 91203-1035 

ROBERT OLISLAGERS 

CNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 

7000 MERRILL AVE BOX 1 

CHINO CA 9171 0-9027 

JEFFREY PIERSON 

UNITEX /CORONA FARMS 

3090 PULLMAN ST STE 209 

COSTA MESA CA 92626 

DAVID RINGEL 

MONTGOMERY WATSON 

P.O. BOX 7009 

PASADENA CA 911 09-7009 

MANAGER 

RUTAN & TUCKER 

611 ANTON BLVD STE 1400 

COSTA MESA CA 92626 

JOSEPH C SCALMANINI 

500 FIRST ST 

WOODLAND CA 95695 

DONALD SCHROEDER 

CBWM BOARD 

3700 MINTERN 

RIVERSIDE CA 92509 

MICHAEL SMITH 

NICHOLS STEAD BOILEAU & KOSTOFF 

223 W FOOTHILL B LVD #200 

CLAREMONT CA 9171 1 -2708 

DAVID STARNES 

MOBILE COMMUNITY MGMT CO 

1801 E EDINGER AVE STE 230 

SANTA ANA CA 92705 

GENE TANAKA 

BEST BEST & KRIEGER LLP 

P.O. BOX 1028 

RIVERSIDE CA 92502 

ROBERT NEUFELD 

CHAIRMAN CBWM BOARD 

14111 SAN GABRIEL CT 

RANCHO CUCAMONGA CA 91739 

SANDY OLSON 

WALNUT VALLEY WATER DISTRICT 

271 S BREA CANYON RD 

WALNUT CA 91789 

LEE R REDMOND Ill 

KAISER VENTURES INC 

3633 E INLD EMP BLVD STE 850 

ONTARIO CA 91764 

ARNOLD RODRIGUEZ 

SANTA ANA RIVER WATER CO 

10530 54TH ST 

MIRA LOMA CA 91 752-2331 

WAYNE SALMI 

PRAXAIR 

5735 AIRPORT DR 

ONTARIO CA 91761 

JOHN SCHATZ 

FOR JURUPA COMM SVS DIST 

P.O. BOX 7775 

LAGUNA NIGUEL CA 92607-7775 

DAVID SCRIVEN 

KRIEGER & STEWART 

3602 UNIVERSITY AVE 

RIVERSIDE CA 92501 

MS. PHIL SMITH 

STATE OF CA 

P.O. BOX 942883 

SACRAMENTO CA 94283-0001 

ED STRAUB 

CALIFORNIA SPEEDWAY 

P.O. BOX 9300 

FONTANA CA 92334-9300 

LENNA TANNER 

CITY CLERK • CITY OF CHINO 

P.O. BOX 667 

CHINO CA 91 708-0667 

DANA OLDENKAMP 

MILK PRODUCERS COUNCIL 

3214 CENTURION PL 

ONTARIO CA 91761 

HENRY PEPPER 

CITY OF POMONA 

505 S GAREY AVE 

POMONA CA 91766 

BILL RICE 

RWQCB - SANTA ANA REGION 

3737 MAIN ST STE 500 

RIVERSIDE CA 92501-3339 

GLEN ROJAS 

CITY OF CHINO 

P.O. BOX 667 

CHINO CA 91708-0667 

PATRICK SAMPSON 

P.O. BOX 660 

POMONA CA 91769 

JOE SCHENK 

CITY OF NORCO 

P.O. BOX 428 

NORCO CA 91760-0428 

MARILYN SMITH 

SECY ONTARIO CITY COUNCIL 

303 E "B" STREET 

ONTARIO CA 91764 

BILL STAFFORD 

MARYGOLD MUTUAL WATER CO 

9715 ALDER ST 

BLOOMINGTON CA 92316-1637 

SWRCB 

DIVISION OF WATER RIGHTS 

P.O. BOX 2000 

SACRAMENTO CA 95809-2000 

JERRY THIBEAULT 

RWQCB · SANTA ANA REGION 

3737 MAIN ST STE 500 

RIVERSIDE CA 92501-3339 



MICHAEL THIES 

SPACE CENTER MIRA LOMA INC 

3401 S ETIWANDA AVE BLDG 503 

MIRA LOMA CA 91752-1126 

HAROLD TREDWAY 

1 0841 PARAMOUNT BLVD 

DOWNEY CA 90241 

ERICK VAUGHN 

ANGELICA RENTAL SERVICE 

1575 N CASE ST 

ORANGE CA 92867-3635 

RAY WELLINGTON 

SAN ANTONIO WATER COMPANY 

139 N EUCLID AVE 

UPLAND CA 91786-6036 

MARK WILDERMUTH 

WILDERMUTH ENVIRONMENTAL INC 

415 N EL CAMINO REAL STE A 

SAN CLEMENTE CA 92672 

DAVID THOMPSON 

GE-MGR ENV REMEDIATION PROGRAMS 

640 FREEDOM BUSINESS CTR. 

KING OF PRUSSIA PA 1 9406 

ARLAN VAN LEEUWEN 

FAIRVIEW FARMS 

6875 PINE AVE 

CHINO CA 91710-9165 

JAMES WARD 

THOMPSON & COLGATE 

P.O. BOX 1299 

RIVERSIDE CA 92502 

CHARLES R. WHITE 

DEPT WATER RESOURCES-SO DIST 

770 FAIRMONT AVE 

GLENDALE CA 91 203-1035 

JEROME WILSON 

CBWM BOARD 

6035 FALLING TREE LN 

ALTA LOMA CA 91737 

JOHN THORNTON 

PSOMAS AND ASSOCIATES 

3187 RED HILL AVE, SUITE 250 

COSTA MESA CA 92626 

GEOFFREY VANDEN HEUVEL 

CBWM BOARD 

7551 KIMBALL AVE 

CHINO CA 92710-9269 

MARK WARD 

AMERON INTERNATIONAL 

1 3032 SLOVER AVE 

FONTANA CA 92335-6990 

MICHAEL WHITEHEAD 

SAN GABRIEL VALLEY WATER CO 

P.O. BOX 6010 

EL MONTE CA 91 734 



RICHARD ADAMS II 
DEPUlY COUNSEL - POMONA 
ALVAREZ-GLASMAN & CLOVEN 

505 S GAREY AVE 
POMONA CA 91766 

ROBERT DOUGHERTY 
GENERAL COUNSEL-ONTARIO 
COVINGTON & CROWE 

P O  BOX 1515 
ONTARIO CA 91762 

MARK HENSLEY 
ATTORNEY-CITY OF CHINO HILLS 
BURKE WILLIAMS & SORENSON 

611  W 6™ ST STE 2500 
LOS ANGELES CA 90071-1469 

ARTHUR KIDMAN 
ATTORNEY-MVWD 
MC CORMICK KIDMAN & BEHRENS 

695 TOWN CENTER DR STE 1400 
COSTA MESA CA 92626-1924 

JAMES L MARKMAN 
RICHARDS WATSON & GERSHON 

P O  BOX 1059 
BREA CA 92822-1059 

JOHN SCHATZ 

COUNSEL-JCSD 
P O  BOX 2279 
MISSION VIEJO CA 92690-2279 

GENE TANAKA 
BEST BEST & KRIEGER LLP 

P O  BOX 1028 
RIVERSIDE CA 92502-1028 

WAYNE K LEMIEUX 
LEMIEUX & O'NEILL 

200 N W ESTLAKE BLVD STE 1 00 
WESTLAKE VILLAGE CA 91 362-3755 

ATTORNEY SERVICE LIST 

WILLIAM J.  BRUNICK ESQ. 
BRUNICK ALVAREZ & BATTERSBY 

P O  BOX 6425 
SAN BERNARDINO CA 92412 

FREDERIC FUDACZ 
NOSSAMAN GUTHNER KNOX & ELLIOTT LLP 

445 S FIGUEROA ST 3 1  ST FL 
LOS ANGELES CA 90071-1672 

BOYD HILL 
ATTORNEY-CITY OF UPLAND 
RICHARDS WATSON & GERSHON 

333 S HOPE ST 38 TH FL 
LOS ANGELES CA 90071-1469 

JARLATH OLAY 

DEPUTY GENERAL COUNSEL MWD 
700 N ALAMEDA ST 
LOS ANGELES CA 90012 

THOMAS H MC PETERS 
MC PETERS MC ALEARNEY SHIMFF & HATT 

P O  BOX 2084 
REDLANDS CA 92373 

ANNE J SCHNEIDER 
ELLISON & SCHNEIDER 

2015 H ST 
SACRAMENTO CA 95814-3109 

ANNE T THOMAS 
BEST BEST & KRIEGER LLP 

P O  BOX 1028 
RIVERSIDE CA 92502-1028 

JEAN CIHIGOYENETCHE 
GENERAL COUNSEL-IEUA 
CIHIGOYENETCHE GROSSBERG & CLOUSE 

3602 INLAND EMPIRE BLVD STE C315 
ONTARIO CA 91764 

JIMMY GUTIERREZ 

ATTORNEY-CITY OF CHINO 
EL CENTRAL REAL PLAZA 
12612 CENTRAL AVE 
CHINO CA 91710 

STEVEN KENNEDY 
GENERAL COUNSEL-TVMWD 
BRUNICK ALVAREZ & BATTERSBY 

P O  BOX 6425 
SAN BERNARDINO CA 92412 

MARILYN LEVIN 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
300 S SPRING ST 11TH FL N TOWER 
LOS ANGELES CA 90013-1232 

DAN MC KINNEY 
SPECIAL COUNSEL-AG POOL 
REID & HELL YER 

P O  BOX 1300 
RIVERSIDE CA 92502-1300 

TIMOTHY J RYAN 
SAN GABRIEL VALLEY WATER COMPANY 

P O  BOX 6010 
EL MONTE CA 91734 

SUSAN TRAGER 
LAW OFFICES OF SUSAM M TRAGER 

2100 SE MAIN ST STE 104 
IRVINE CA 92614-6238 


