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Vs,
CITY OF CHINO, et al.,
Def;ehdants;

BASIN MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

Date: Septernber 30, 1999

Time: 1:30 p.m..

Dept.: R-8

Specially assigned to the Honorable Judge J.
Michael Gunn

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:

The CITY OF POMONA (“POMONA™) submits this response to the motion of the CHINO
BASIN WATERMASTER (“WATERMASTER”) concenung the status of negotiations with the
Department of Water Resources and the Optimum Basin Management Program (“OBMP™).

POMONA supports the requests made by WATERMASTER in the motion. POMONA also
requests that the Court explicitly order that the parties preserve their rights to comment on and object
to the OBMP until the entire document {s before the Court for approval. Althongh the

WATERMASTER s motion states that “the parties have expressed the desire to preserve their ability

GAPOMUNAVNIandE mpRdsponEs wid },
RESPONSE OF CITY OF POMONA ’I‘O MOTION CONCERNING STATUS OF NEGOTIAT)ZONS WITH THE

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES AND THE OPTIMUM BASIN MANAGEMENT PROGRAM




09/29/99 WED 14:35 FAX 805 495 2787 Lemieux & 0'Neill 3 CW o0z
11| to raise issues during and after the development of the OBMP” (page 6, lines 20-21), the
2 || WATERMASTER does not request that this be embodied in the court order.

3 As stated in the WATERMASTER s motion, certain outstanding issues remain to be resolved
4 || to complete the OBMP. POMONA believes that it is impossible to fully evaluate the portion of the
5 || OBMP contained in the Phase I report until these issues are resolved. While POMONA generally
& || supports the prograr set forth in the report, there are aspects of the program with which POMONA
7 | disagrees. In particular, POMONA opposes the suggestion made in the report that limits be placed
8 || on the parties” storage rights and, if any limits are imposed on existing rights, POMONA belicves
2 || that the holders of such rights are entitled to compensation. Further, POMONA. is opposed to the

10 || proposed restriction on transfer of storage rights.

11 POMONA is willing to continue working with the WATERMASTER and the other

12 1 stakeholders in an effort to resolve these issues. If necessary, POMONA can explain its position to

13 the Court prior to the approval of the OBMP. At the present time, POMONA merely requests that

14 the Court acknowledge the right of POMONA and the other parties to comment on or object to the

15 || OBMP in the future.

16 WHEREFORE, the CITY OF POMONA requests that the WATERMASTER’s requests be .

17 | approved by the Court, and that the Court find that all parties preserve their rights to object to or

18 || comment on the plan.

12 - Respectfully submitted,
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