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Department: 

On September 30, 2006, Chino Basin Watermaster ("Watermaster") filed its Conu11enis and 
20 Opposition to Special Referee Report. Cucamonga Valley Water District ("CVWD") ai1d the City of 
21 Ontario ("Ontario") also filed Oppositions to the Report. eoth CVWD and Ontario both requested 
22 that the Court continue the February 9, 2006 Hearing so that further briefing can take place. 
23 Consistent with Watermaster original Motion to Re-Appoint the Nine-Member Board filed 
24 January 12, 2006 and Watermaster's subsequent Opposition, Watermaster believes that timely 
25 resolution of the Board re-appointment issue is in the best interests of all parties. For that reason, 
26 Watermaster engaged in discussions with CVWD and Ontario with regard to �he issues in their 
27 filings. 
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1 Watermaster, CVWD and Ontario have entered into a Stipulation which is intended to allow 

2 the Court to render a decision on Watermaster's Motion at the February 9, 2006 Hearing. This 

3 stipulation is attached to this pleading as Exhibit "A." 

4 Based on the tenns of this stipulation, Watennaster respectfully requests the Court not to 

5 continue the February 9, 2006 Hearing, and instead, at the Hearing to grant Watermaster's Motion to 

6 Re-Appoint the:: Nine-Member Watermaster Board for a Further Five-Year Tenn until Febrnary 9, 

7 2011. 
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STIPULATION 

The parties to this Stipulation are Chino Basin Watermaster ("Watennaster"), 
Cucamonga Valley Water District ("CVWD"), and the City of Ontario ("Ontario"). 

WHEREAS, Watennaster filed a Motion on January 12, 2006 which requested the Court 
to grant a five-year reappointment of the nine-member Watermaster Board. 

WHEREAS, the Special Referee filed a Report regarding Wate1master' s Motion on 
January 2 1 ,  2006. 

WHEREAS, Watennaster, CVWD, and Ontario each filed responses to the Referee 
Report on January 30, 2006. 

WHEREAS, the responses by CVWD and Ontario each requested a 30-day continuance 
of the hearing. 

WHEREAS, the paiiies desire the issue of the reappointment of the nine-member Board 
for another five-year term to be concluded on February 9, 2006. 

NOW THEREFORE THE PARTIES TO TIDS STIPULATION AGREE AS 
FOLLOWS : 

__ 1 .  ____ _ __ _  The Court heari�_g_sh�uld occur on TI1ursday, February 9, 2006 without further 
· - · pleadings ainong the parties hereto or a continuance. - - - ·- · : ·- : --

2 . The Court should appoint the 9-Member Board for a five- year term. 
3. The Referee and her Technical Assistant are welcome invitees to future 
V✓atermaster administered Workshops on the Peace IT Process, the plan for Future 
Desalters and related activities, subject to proper notification being provided by the 
Watermaster to the parties that the Special Referee and her Technical Assistant will be in 
attendance. Such attendance by the Referee and her Technical Assistant would be 
deemed "informal" so as to relieve the parties the requirement to prepare a formal record 
compiled by a Court Reporter. 
4. A Workshop to be administered by the Referee will be set in July of 2006 to 
address progress on the items referenced in paragraph 3 and thereafter to a further hearing 
before the Court if necessary. 
5 .  Watennaster acknowledges that it was obliged to report on its plan for Future 
Desalters on or before September 28, 2005 and that Watermaster has not yet complied 
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with this requirement. However, it is fully committed to meeting this objective by July of 
2006 and it wiH be prepl:II'ed to make such a report a part of the Referee Workshop. 

For CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

For City of Ontario 
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1 I. INTRODUCTION. 

2 Monte Vista Water District supports the Special Referee Comments and Recommendations. 

3 The Special Referee recommendations include: ( l )  a schedule for Watermaster to resolve outstanding 

4 OBMP issues; (2) Special Referee workshops to facilitate resolution of those issues; (3) an interim 

5 Watermaster term; and ( 4) subsequent Watermaster reappointment contingent on resolution of those 

6 issues. Given Watermaster governance hurdles that still exist, similar requirements imposed by the 

7 Court in the past have been the only effective means to develop and implement the OBMP. 

8 II. 

9 

BACKGROUND OF NINE-MEMBER WATERMASTER APPOINTMENT. 

A. PROBLEM OF ADVISORY COMMITTEE CONTROL. 

1 0  In 1 997, when the nine-member Watermaster was first proposed, the Special Referee noted 

1 1  that the primary standard for evaluating the W atennaster was whether it would independently exercise 

12  its discretion in the development and implementation of the OBMP: 

1 3  As stated during the hearing, the question is whether "the 
tyranny of the majority govern[ s] under this judgment, or is it necessary 

14 that under those areas that are clearly discretionary-is it necessary to 
have some independent checks and balances?" (TR at 78 :  14- 1 8.} The 

1 5  implicit question is whether appointment of the rune-member board will 
allow the Advisory Committee- to continue to govern the Chino Basin. 

1 6  (December 12, 1 997 Special Referee Report, page 8 .) 

1 7  

1 8  

B. INITIAL INTERIM TERM AND COURT OVERSIGHT TO GAUGE SUCCESS. 

Although the Special Referee recommended initial appointment of the nine-member board in 

1 9  1997, it found that Advisory Committee control had caused a stalemate in developing and 

20 implementing the OBMP. The Special Referee-thus recommended Cow"t guidance ai,d oversight in 

2 1  the form of an interim two-year Watermaster term with specified OBMP objectives to determine 

22 whether the Watermaster was capable of functioning independently from the Advisory Committee: 

23 It is the Special Referee's  recommendation that the Court 
appoint the nine-member board as Watermaster, but only for an interim, 

24 two-year period. Further, the nine-member board should be required to 
prepare the Optimum Basin Management Program before the end of the 

25 interim period. The proposed requirements and schedule are intended to 
provide the Court ,vith a means to gauge the success of the new 

26 Watermaste-r. If the nine�member board functions successfully, it will 
have provided the Court with an Optimum Basin Management Program 

27 before the end of the two-year period. (Special Referee Report, page 
32.) 

28 
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In its 1 998 Order, this Court concurred with the Special Referee's finding regarding the need 

for an independent \Vatermaster: 

However, if the appointment of a nine•member board would 
permit the Advisory Committee to control the Watennaster; and/or 
deprive the Watermaster of its ability to administer the Judgment 
independently and objectively, surely it would be a compelling reason to 
deny the motion. (February 19, 1 998 Court Ruling, page 3 .) 

Also, this Court in 1 998 adopted the Special Referee' s  recommendation for an interim two 

year Watermaster term, with reappointment conditioned upon OBMP progress: 

The parties are hereby informed that one of the measures that 
will be used by the court in determining whether or not the Nine
member Board is able to function independently is the progress made on 
the adoption of the optimum basin management program, which is 
discussed ir�fra. (February 1 9, 1 998 Court Ruling, page 4.) 

Finally, this Court in 1 998 appointed the Special Referee and technical expert to "report and 

make recommendations to the court concerning the contents, implementation, effectiveness, and 

shortcomings of the optimum basin management plan." (February 1 9, 1 998 Court Ruling, page 9.) 

C. CONTINUED MONITORING TO ENSURE PROCEDURES. 

15  In September 2000, Watennaster moved this Court for reappointment. The September 2000 

1 6  Special Referee Report and Recommendation found that the Watennaster had not been attentive to 

17  court ordered procedures for judicial review and enforcement of Watermaster actions: 

1 8  

1 9  

20 

2 1  
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27 

28 

. It appears that Watermaster has been at times inattentive to 
· ·· · · -procedures lieretofore adopted by:trre-eourt: -CS-eptember26; 2000 

Special Referee Report, page 1 5 .) 

The Special Referee expiaine-d that Watermaster independence can be effectively evaluated 

only by continued monitoring of OBMP progress described in periodic reports: 

Requiring the parties to provide the court with frequent progress 
reports on implementation of the OBMP will serve the Court in its 
continuing jurisdiction, and will serve to ensure that the Watermaster is 
performing its independent function and keeping to the schedule adopted 
for OBMP implementation. Because the Implementation Plan does not 
describe how Watermaster will routinely demonstrate that the 
Implementation Plan is being carried out and that implementation of the 
OBMP is resulting in water quality improvements, regular and 
forthcoming reporting by Watermaster is essential. (Septebmer 26, 2000 
Special Referee Report, page 1 1 .) 

Tiris Court in its September 28, 2000 Order concmred: 
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OBMP progress reports, together with independent assessment of 
OBMP implementation status including verification of data to be 
provided by the Special Referee and her technical expert, will be the 
basis for consideration of continuing the appointment. (September 28, 
2000 Order, page 4.) 

The Court�s September 28, 2000 Order contained additional conditions for reappointment, 

including: 

The parties are forewarned that any future application for 
reappointment of a nine-member board may be conditional on the 
development of a detailed plan to reach the OBMP goal of 40,000 acre
feet per year of desalting capacity to be installed in [theJ southern part of 
the Basin by 2020. (September 28, 2000 Order, page 7 .) 

Thus, Watermaster' s  success in fulfilling this Court's conditio11s of reappointment in its 

September 28, 2000 Order was to serve as a measure of Watennaster independence: 

D. 

The failure of any one of these conditions shall be considered by 
the Court as a compelling reason to reconsider the appointment of a nine 
member board. (September 28, 2000 Order, page 5.) 

REFEREE FINDINGS REGARDING REAPPOINTMENT. 

14  The Special Referee commends Watennaster for complying with most of  the conditions of 

1 5  reappointment, including those pertaining to monitoring and recharge. However, the Special Referee 

1 6  finds significant Watermaster deficiencies in reporting on and implementing substantive OBMP 

1 7  

1 8  

1 9  

20 

2 1  
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28 

elements : 

I I I  I 

It is of concern, however, that the SOBR-2004 discussion of 
· · · · · · • ·• --=repo_rt-ecl--:monit9ri-n�a�Jiviti�s-al-�-·re-V�als-!hat-W:at�aster-has--. 

undertaken certain obligations which it describes only" in forms of 
monitoring and not in terms of substantive basin management decisions. 
. . . The implications of achieving hydraulic control are not clearly and 
fully addressed, nor are the implications of not providing a desalter 
expansion plan to either the Court or L1ie RWQCB in 2005. Watennaster 
should be required to provide the Court with a complete discussion and 
analysis of its actions with regard to hydraulic control operations of the 
basin as those actions relate to requirements of the Judgment to 
implement the Physical Solution. 

In addition, although Watennaster reports in the SOBR-2004 on 
recharge basin monitoring, there is ahnost no discussion of 
Watermaster' s efforts to replenish overproduction or to balance recharge 
and "'discharge" from the Basin. (January 26, 2006 Special Referee 
Report, pages 6-7.) 

3 
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1 III. AN INTERIM TERM WILL FACILITATE OBMP IMPLEMENTATION. 

2 After ex.plaining that the Court has monitored OBMP implementation to ensure Watermaster 

3 independence from the Advisory Committee, and after finding that OBMP implementation continues 

4 to be deficient in key substantive matters, the Special Referee notes that the reappointment motion is 

5 conditioned on review of the Watermaster governance structure within two years. That review will 

6 include '.:he composition of the Board and clarification regarding the roles and functions of the 

7 various committees and the Board." Because Watermaster governance can impede OBMP 

8 implementation, and because, as the Special Referee notes, .. it appears from the motion that significant 

9 changes are anticipated with regard to Watermaster governance structure within two years", the 

1 0  Sped al Referee recommends an interim two year reappointment term. 1 

1 1  The City of Ontario objects that '<the special referee does not provide any reasoning for this 

12  recommendation." To the contrary, taken in context of the Court's prior orders in regard to the nine-

1 3  person Watermaster panel, the Special Referee' s  findings concerning deficiencies in Watermaster 

14  performance, and the upcoming governance review, Monte Vista believes that the two year extension 

1 5  recommendation by the Special Referee is abundantly supported. 

1 6  The Special Referee has presented compelling reasons for a new interim appointment. First, 

1 7  because proper governance will help ensure successful OBMP implementation, it will be important to 

1 8  promptly review any recommended governance changes. 

1 9  Second, an interim term will se�re as an ince�tive to pr�mptly address OBMP implementaiiori 

20 issues. Just as in 1 998, the Watennaster needs to address substantive OBMP implementation issues 

2 1  regarding safe yield, recharge and water quality in a timely fashion. Just as in 1 998, there is a need for 

22 an interim term to determine whether Watermaster will appropriately exercise its independent 

23 discretion. Monte Vista believes that the short duration of the 1 998 interim appointment and the Court 

24 oversight process under the Special Referee effectively created conditions that caused parties to 

25 negotiate and adopt the Peace Agreement and OBMP. Monte Vista believes that those conditions, 

26 including the interim Watennaster appointment, should be continued. 

27 

28 1 Paragraph 2-4 of the Mark Kinsey Declaration present supporting evidence that the parties 
4 
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1 Cucamonga Valley Water District ignores the recent history of success under the Court's 1 998 

2 orders when it asserts that an interim two-year term "'would cause the Parties to deviate from their 

3 mission to complete work that is significantly more important to the management of the Basin in order 

4 to respond to the issues raised by the Referee." The most significant work yet on Basin management 

5 took place during the interim two-year term commencing in 1998 . Monte Vista believes, to the 

6 contrary, that the two ye.ar interim term will provide renewed incentive to promptly resolve important 

7 Basin management issues in the first year before governance issues need to be confronted in the 

8 following year. 

9 Objecting parties try to distance themselves from the 1 998 historica1 context by claiming that 

10  during the last five years all of Watermaster' s  major Basin management initiatives have resulted in 

1 1  "'consensus based'' "successful implementation." However, the successes they cite, recharge and 

12 monitoring, although significant, were all expressly recommended by the Special Referee, compeHed 

1 3  by order of the Court and carried out vvith Special Referee and Court oversight. Page 8 of the 

1 4  Watermaster Objection acknowledges that ••watermaster has communicated regularly with the Special 

1 5  Referee" about those requirements. 

1 6  Contrary to objecting party claims that the last five years have been litigation free, both Monte 

1 7  Vista and the City of Chino filed motions to compel the \Vatermaster to take actions contemplated 

1 8  under the OBMP that got stuck "in committee". The Chino motion is still pending.2 Even more 
···· · · - ··- - ··· · · · · - · · - · · ·-···· ·- · ·-- ······-· - - - · · · --· · ·- · · · - --·-· · · -- ·-- - - - -- -- · · · · ·---· · -·· · -- ·-···-·- · - · -- . ·- ···-· · · · · ·-···-·-··-·-·····-·- --- · ·- --·--· · · ·  ---- · -- --- ··- --· ·· -·· 

1 9  significantly, � atto�ey�mru:iager-process that started tvvo -years-ago io resolve outstanding 

20 substantive issues of recharge, over-allocation of agricultural rights., water quality, hydraulic control, 

2 i safe yieid and desaiter replenishment has not been successful in addressing these issues, and several 

22 technical, legal and financial issues remain.3 Given the governance tension, the Watermaster process 

23 has not worked effectively during the last five-year term. 

24 I I I  I 

25 

26 

27 

28 

contemplate changes to the Waterrnaster and that all parties did not agree on the five-year term. 2 See Paragraph 5 of the Mark Kinsey Declaration. 3 See Paragraph 6 of the Mark Kinsey Declaration. . 
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1 IV. REFEREE \VORKSHOPS WILL HELP DEVELOP AND IMPLEMENT THE OBMP. 

2 The Special Referee has recommended an ambitious one.-year timeline for Watermaster to 

3 address the outstanding substantive OBMP issues. 4 The Referee recognizes that some of these issues 

4 "Vvill l ikely require additional technical work and coordination among the parties." The Special 

5 Referee thus recommends Special Referee workshops with respect to those issues. 

6 The Watermaster objection suggests faat the Referee should continue the current practice of 

7 informal meetings with Watermaster staff instead. According to the Watem1aster objection, formal 

8 workshops will "chill" the OBMP process. The Ontario and CVWD objections suggest that the 

9 Special Referee .. labors under a financial conflict of interest'' and seeks "continued employment for 

1 0  the full staff of the Court's consultants." 

1 1  Fo1mal Referee workshops have taken place on a continuous basis since 1 998 and have 

1 2  effectively characterized and resolve difficult outstanding OBMP issues, facilitated prompt, accurate 

1 3  and efficient disclosure of information and protected the due process interests of the minority parties. 

1 4  Those workshops have focused on the Peace Agreement and OBMP, the Watennaster Rules, 

1 5  the Recharge Master Plan, and Management Zone 1 subsidence and monitoring. The expense of those 

1 6  workshops has been miniscule compared to the incredible number of person-hours (speaking of 

I 7 conflicting interests! )  involved in the attorney-manager process. More importantly, those workshops 

1 8  have resulted in closure on the issues and in a complete exposition of all technical issues and 

1 9  supporting evidence. 

20 Conversely, the attorney-manager process and inform� meetings between Watermaster staff 

2i  and the Speciai Referee discourage transparency, encourage single pai""l:y deals and discourage 

22 Watennaster Board oversight and understanding of the OBMP. Thus, by fragmenting the OB:MP 

23 issues, the attorney-manager process enables the Advisory Committee to control the OBMP process. 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

4 Those issues identified by the Referee include: (1) reconciliation of replenishment with total 
pumping from the basin (including desalter pumping); (2) reconciliation of existing recharge 
capability (including a discussion of water available for recharge) with projected total future 
requirements for recharge capability and water available for recharge; (3) storage loss factor; (4) 
storage limits; (5) replenishment obligations; (6) MZl management plan; (7) additional desalter 
capacity design and operations, including ramifications of desalter pumping and hydraulic control 
and Judgment modifications. 

6 
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I V. CONCLUSION. 

2 Monte Vista respectfully requests that this Court adopt the Referee Report and approve the 

3 Referee Recommendations. The two year term will serve as an incentive to quickly address 

4 outstanding substantive OBMP issues. Formal Special Referee workshops will encourage the open 

5 and prompt resolution of those issues and create a transparent process that wiII discourage Advisory 

6 Committee control. 

7 DATED: February 6, 2006 
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MCCORMICK, KIDMAN & BEHRENS, LLP 

Attorneys for Defendant 
MONTE VISTA WATER DISTRICT 
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I DECLARATION OF MARK KINSEY 

2 I Mark Kinsey declare: 

3 1 .  I am the General Manager of Monte Vista Water District and have been in that position 

4 since November 1 998 . I have personal knowledge of the matters contained in this declaration and if 

5 called as a witness I would competently testify thereto under oath. I am readily familiar with the 

6 practices and procedures of aH Watermaster committees. the "'attorney-manager process" and the nine-

7 person Watermaster Board. 

8 2. Over the last two years, I and other Appropriative Pool and other party representatives 

9 have he]d intermittent "informal" discussions regarding possible changes to the Watermaster Board 

1 0  governance structure. Certain Appropriative Pool parties, including the parties objecting to the 

1 1  Special Referee's recommendations, desire to change the nine-person Watermaster Board to include 

1 2  more Appropriative Pool members. Monte Vista is concerned that such change would further erode 

1 3  checks and balances intended to facilitate Watennaster discretion independent of the Advisory 

1 4  Committee. 

1 5  3 .  In order to prevent such change, at the December 8 ,  2005 Appropriative Pool Meeting, 

1 6  I made a motion "To approve the reappointment o f  the Watermaster Board for another five-year term". 

1 7  Although the motion was seconded., the Appropriative Pool refused to vote on it. Instead, the 

1 8  Appropriative Pool voted to table the motion, adjourned the meeting, and held a subsequent 
- -- · 

1 9  "informal" Appropriative Pool meeting at the Cucamonga Valley Water District Offices on December 

20 1 4, 2005 to discuss possible chang�s. to the Watermaster governance struc�ure. At that subsequent 

2 1  meeting, certain parties desiring to add additionai Appropriative Pool members expressed the desire to 

22 make immediate change to the nine-member Watermaster Board. 

23 4. The following day, December 1 5 , 2005, at a formal Appropriative Pool meeting, I 

24 made a compromise motion that was approved by the Appropriative Pool and subsequently made and 

25 approved by the Advisory Committee. That motion was "To approve the reappointment of the nine 

26 member Watermaster Board contingent upon the formation of a Watennaster committee to review and 

27 make recommendations regarding possible changes in the Watermaster governance structure including 

28 the roles and functions of the Pools, Advisory Committee and the Watermaster Board of Directors no 
. 8  
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1 later than December 3 1 ,  2007 ." In making this motion, I left open the specific length for the 

2 reappointment of the Watermaster Board be.cause of the expressed desires of certain parties to make 

3 changes to the ,v atermaster Board at the end of the two year review period. True and correct copies of 

4 the minutes of those meetings are attached hereto as Exhibit 1 .  

5 5. Monte Vista' s concerns about the erosion of Watermaster independent discretion have 

6 been heightened by certain recent events. First, when Monte Vista expressed concern that 

7 Watem1aster had abandoned its commitment to assign "salt credits" specified in the Peace Agreement 

8 in order to benefit the discharging parties under Regional Board maximum beneficial use standards, 

9 Monte Vista' s informal and formal requests were stranded in the Watennaster staff and committee 

1 0  process. Monte Vista was forced to bring a motion before Watermaster took steps to resolve the issue. 

1 1  The City of Chino similarly was forced to brjng a motion to cause Watermaster to take action on a 

12  Watennaster commitment to carry out separate provisions of the Peace Agreement. The Chino motion 

1 3  is still pending. 

1 4  6. Second, in response to Monte Vista,s motion, Watermaster initiated an attorney-

1 5  manager process two years ago to resolve outstanding issues of salt credits along with recharge, over-

1 6  allocation of agricultural rights, water quality, hydraulic control, safe yield and desalter replenishment. 

1 7  That process has consumed hundreds of hours of attorney and manager time. While that process has 

1 8  been somewhat successful in identifying and resolving some issues, several significant technical, legal 

1 9  a�d fi��cial i ssues remain. During. that process, Monte Vista was only generally made aware of 

20 \Vatem1aster staff meetings with the Special Referee, and was led to believe that t..11.e Special Referee 

21  did not have significant teclmical or  legal concerns with the concept ofbasfa reoperation. Fu......+..her, the 

22 Watermaster staff process of shuttle diplomacy, while producing some breakthrough concessions, has 

23 done so by brokering deals with individual parties and presenting each deal singly without 

24 comprehensive consideration of the Basin-wide technical, financial, legal and equitable issues. Monte 

25 Vista is concerned that this type of limited process might allow Advisory Committee control over the 

26 OBMP implementation. 

27 / I l l  

28 
9 
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02/ 06/2006 13 : 03 MVWD GM OFFICE PAGE 04 90s-624-r ·-,1 _ ,,.  . .  _ ., 

1 I declm-e under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 

2 true and correct of my own knowledge. Executed this 6th day of February 2006 at Montclair, 
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Minutes Appropriative & Non-Ag Pools December 8 and 15, 2005 

Mot/an by Jesk&. second by Deloach. and by unanimous vote - Non-Ag conc;urred 
Moved to approve Consent Calendar Jte,m. A fhrough B., as p,es¥inled 

11. BU§!Ne§§ 0:EM§ 
A. MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF THE WATERMASTER &OARD 

Mt. Manning noted that due to the calendar of the court It was necessary to schedule a 
Oftcember meeting and bring this item bafofe the committee members for approval ta forward 
this item to lhe Advisory Committee and Watennaster Board in order to meet the Februal')' 9. 
2006 court date, Counsel Fife stated the motion which is In today's meeting packet la the 
motion that was before thia committee a feW mon-Uw prior. Al that past meeting a request was 
made by this committee to approach the WatBtmaster Board to m� an alternate motion lo 
request mora time 1n order to anow the Peace. JI Agreement to be wmpleted. Counsel did ask 
the court for an extension and the court.granted an extension untU February 9, 2006; at tha 
court hearing the judge made it very dear he was Wilflng to move the court date out. however. at 
lhet hearing a continuance would not be granted again. Counsel Fll'e stated It was anticipated 
the Peace ll Agreement would be completed by this time; unfortunately that Is not the case, 
however in order to m�ite lhe February 9, 2006 hearing date a motion must be. filed by January 
9, 2008. Mr. Jeske inquired lf the motion is to file for "the" nine member board or to appoint •Et 
board. Counsel Fife stated that counsel represents the b081'd. 1he board has lnstruded counaet 
.specifically to ffle e motion to reappoint "the- nine member board. A discussion ensued wHh 
regard to pest discussions and the desire to complete th& Peace n pro¢$$$ prior to making this 
motion. Mr. Jeske noted that Ula City of � Is not lo a position. at this time. lo support a 
J'l1Dlion to reappoint "tha" nine member board without the Peace lt Agreement ProoetS Tn place. 
Mr. Daloeeh stated that ha felt it was dear by past me&Ungs lhat the majority of this committee 
was not ready or willing to make a motion regarding the nine member board reappointment untD 
1he completion of the Peace J! procen and that Agreement is not concluded. Mr. Deloach 
noted that Cucamonga Valley water District ls not In. a position, at this time, to support a motion 
to reappoint it1e• nine member board without Iha Peace n Agreement process in pface. A 
lengthy aiscusslon ensued wfth regard to linking or not Inking the items of 1he Peace U 
Agreement and the issue. of the nine member board reappointment together. The question 
what wcuJd happen if no adion was taken today was presented. Counsel Fife stated that the 
Issue has not been addressed and that counsel is unclear what happens I It expires, leaving a 
few options open for ttie commHtee to look al Counsel Fife stated that the court appolnlsd the 
Wa�ter Board and in theory if the Watennaster Board expfres the court wlU tak& over 
meklng the decislons. Ari. extensive discussion ensued wHh regard to gain dartflcattcm of thi, 
praoe� Mr. Manning stated the motion being presented to the Poot today gfvas Iha committee 

___ mem_be_� __ lID_g_pp_ortu.oily__t9 e!ther reaffirm its eaJiler �Ion. or to �a that posltlQn,__or to_ 
modify !hat position in any wer,. It 'i\!aS noted that the majomy of lha committee members felt 
they have not had enough time for thought and/or discussion on this item to present a motion at 
1h11 time. Mr. Kinsey commented on the s1".ualion at hand which has a time constraint B;ttached 
io tt regarding 1he February 9. 2006 scheduled court date and a twenty day prlor filing daie. 

MotJo..-, by Kir..sey, sacorid by Garibsy 
lllotlon wn made to approve the reappallJtment of the Watermaster Board for 
.,,Othf!! five year term and to keep this Item open for dl5r:usslon 

A!. _9:52 a.m. the open Appropriative & Non-Agricultural PooJ meeting was ac:Jjoumed and the confidential 
session convened. 

At 10:01 a.m. the confidential session was adjourned. end the- open Appropriative & Non-Agricultural Poot 
meeting reconvened. 
It was decided more time was needed for drscusslon and a separsle AppropriaUve Pool member meeting 
would meet next week prior to the Advisory Commfflee meeting far the sole purpose of discussing the 
motion for Iha reappointment of the Walen'naster Board and to bring back a motion at the December 15, 
2005 continued ApprOJ)riative & Non�Agrk:ultural Pool meeting. It waa decided a roll call vote was needed to table this motlM until further discussion can lake place. A roll call vote was recotded lo 1abla the 

· · --· · ·T 
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Minutes Appropriative & Non�Ag Pools December a and 1s. 2005 

yf J 

� t; \;� 
fJ 

Advlsoly Committea. There are soma challenges related to the timing In whlch lhe pleading 
mtght be ffled. Counsel Slater raelted paragraph 38a in. the Judgment which miiike& referenge to 
tha thirty day notice. A discussion ensued wilh regard to the statements made by counsel. 
Mr. Jeake noted that lhe intention of the provided motion Is to creata a better worldng and more 
effeciiva governance of Watermester. Mr. Kinsey offered oomment and inquired to counsel lhat 

if because lhe motion Is dltterenl than fhe Agrlcultu� Pool's motion if a lhlrty day notk:a needs 
to take place; Counsel Slater stated he was simply reading what the Judgment caiJs out wtth 
regards to a pool recommendation to Watermaster for Implementation. Counsel Slater stated 

he is not counsel to the pool, howevsr a considered argument for the pool could be that this Is a 
subject matter 1tmt nas been under ciellberaffon for severat monlhs and ihfl subject matter Is nat 
new and that there has been run and fair notite by the other pools of the pleadings speclflcalfy. 
Mr� Manning asked that ha reiterate what the motion on the table is in that thfs pool is 
recommending the nine membn board reappclntment contlngent upon the formation of a 
committee which does not cross over Into the area that Counsel Slater notBd. A quesllon 
regarding the two year ccntlngency was presented. Mr. Manning &:tated that this pool is asking 
far two years, although the baie of the motion is this pool is supportlng the nine member board 
,..-a�nfffllinc -Mr:Ktisey s1ate1nrie·goarorftif6nteVliti:i"'Wateteompany liio ·oruy"improvs·ihs 
processes and advance the governance of. the.dedsion makers. 

Motion by Kinsey, second by Garibay, and by unanimous vote - Non-Ag cancuned 
Moved to approve to ,ec;ommend the 1'9appolntment ofrbs nine member 
Watennaster Board contlngettt u,u,,, th• fonnatlon of a Watermaster commltlae ta 
nwlew and mak• recommendation• regaldlng possible changes Ir, the Watermaster 
gowrnanoa •truotu,:e lncludlng tha rolas and fum;tio1111 of the Poohl, Advisory 
Committee, and tM Watennas-ter Board of Dil'9Ctors no later than December 31,. 
2001, asprasented 

Jc t�.(-
- \  The- Joint Appropriative & Non-Agricultural Pool Me';tting Adjourned at 8:50 a.m. 

Minutaa Approved; 

.5 

Secreta� ---------

5 
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Minutes Advlaory Meeting December 15, 2005 

I I. 

B. FINANCIAL REPORTS 
1 .  Cash Oi1bursements for the month of November 2005 
2. Combining S�hedule of Revenue. Expenses and Changes In Working Capital for the Period 

July 1 ,  2005 lhrough November 30, 2005 
3, Treasurer's Report of Financial Affairs for tha Period November 1 ,  2005 through November 

30, 2005 

4. �rofil & Loss Budget vs. Actual July !hrough November ZOOS 

C. WATER TRANSACTION 
1 .  Consider Approval for Transaction of Notice of Sale or Transfer - Monte Vista Waler 

District has agreed lo purchase from lhe City of Chino Hills a p0rti0n of Iha City's waler In 
s�orage in the amount or 5,000 acrs..feel. Oa_Je of appllcaUon; October 18, 2005 

Motloi'r by Deloach, $econd by Rodriguez, and by unanimous vote 
Moved to approve Consent Calendar Items A through C, as presented 

§U§Jblli§§ IJEM§ 
A. MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF THE WATERMASTER BOARD 

Mr. Manning stated the Watermaster Board had asked counsel to prepare a moUon to file with 
the court that would sxtend lhe nine member board: that has been done and e copy of that 
mollon Is In today's meeting packet The motion, as represented in lhe meeting packet. hes 
gone to the Agricultural Pool wHh their full support. The Appropriative Pool and Ncn-Agrlcultural 
Pool was also in support of the moUon. aJthough they approved it wilh a contingency statement 
lhal would ouUine a revisw proce$S and a two year time frame by which lhere would be a 
govemanca swcture committee that wou)d be apptllnled. Mr. Manning reed lhe motion thel 
was pr1Hnt1Jd al lhe continued AppropriaUve. Pool meeting lhls momJng. Counsel Slater 
inquired lo the CommJtlee Members if ll wn their p!Basure lD proceed wllh the motion 
presenied in the meeting packet or. the motion which was presented by the Appropriative Pool 
commlltee Members. ll was noted the Commlllfi Memben wished to go forth with Iha motion 
presented by lhe Appropriative Pool end read by Mr. Manrnng. Counsel Slater stated that he 
wenled to call aUsn!ion to paragraph 3aa of the Judgment which requires cross noUflcaUon of a 
new recommendation out of eHher pools. In counsel'& view. es this motion has been structured, 
it Is truly not a new motion or a new recommendation originating from the commllt89, but more 
or less a condllion associated with a request for feedback transmllled by !he Board. C01JT1Sel 
Slater slated In giving · the existing discussions it would appear that no such sddftignaf cr01s 
not1flcalfon ls reQUlted. Mr. Huilslng Inquired to lhe presented motion and thEt motion which was 
approved at the AgriGulturaJ Pool meeting on December 6, 2005 differences. A discussion 

·· ·· · · · ·-ansued-wilh-regard-\o-Ule-motlon-dlfferances.-•-Counsel .. Slater-stated-the-Watermaster-.Bosrd-•is. 
llke)y lo give weight · to ·u,e . 1/iew of llle.Ai:lvisory

· ColTimiUee-and Pools as to whether !hi& Ii .. rieW 
subject malter. 

Morion by DsLasch, second by Crosley, and by unanimous vote - Agrlcuttura/ Poot concorred 
with the revi$ed ,rn,fion 

Moved to approve the ff/Commendation of the reappointment of the nine member 
Wats,master Board contingent upon the formation of a Watermaster comm/Hee to 
review and make recommendaUons regarding possible changes tn the Wafermaster 
govema11� .structure lncludfn9 the roles and functions of the Pools. Advisory 
Committee, and lb& Watermaster Board of Dfrer:tors no later fhan Dae&mbsr 31. 
2007, as presented 

m. REPQBDJYPQA!i§ 
A.. WATERMASTER GENERAL LEGAL COUNSEL REPORT 

1 .  AHQmev Man� fmcess/Dlscussion of peace Ii Agreement 
CouMel Slater slated there has been an on going process wllh pubnc workshops to review 
the Peacs II Term Sheet and the process Is moving forward; a further report will ba given 
loday ta Iha Walermaster Boara. Thare ls some desirs to obtain feedback en the nexl 

2 

PAGE 03 
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Minute& Wa1elll'J9sler Board 
2005 

December 15, 

Include a ralher extensive process periods for the Pools to communicals with each other and 
wllh the Advisory CgmmitLee and the Watermaster Board. If we were to follow precisely the 
notice and covnter notices ll could takw an abundance or Ume. Mr. Kuhn staled that ha 
supports lhe motion. A discussion ensued With regard lo lhe compo.siUon and lntenl of the 
"n8W" commlttea: Mr, Jeske noted the motltlll inch.lded lhe words, the Pools, the Ac1Vis.0ry, end 
the Watetmaster Soard lo ensure it is an an Inclusive process. The Intention Is to have a 
coaperatl\Je process to k>ok al the governance of Watermaster to lnclUde all perspacllves ·and 
parties. Chair Neufeld offered comments on remarks made by other parties who are very 
lnlerested in this process. Counsel Slater addressed the chair and the members of lhe board 
wllh !he two options that are presently ava»able based upon the fact 1hat the Advisory 
Commiltn unanimo!.$1)' voted on this itam and forwarded lo this board. The nrst option Is lo 
accepl the recommendalion lncluded ln tha pleading and move forward or lhe second option 
would be to express cauUon or concern about that motion end hold a public hearing wherein you 
would have an opportunity to have furthsr diSt:Usslon with the Advlso,y Committee which 
requires a lhJrty day notice under tha rules of the Judgment and will put ll1fs situation well into 
tho mid to late January Hms frame and beyond \he dale that has been scheduled for filing the 
pleading. There ls nothing that would preclude lhls board from agendiZing a $BJ>arale matler for 
schedule, composition, and anything else this board would Ilk& to ouUJne w!lh regard to this 
process and a subsequent meeting and then tg refer il ll'lrough Iha regular Watennaster 
process for approval. Mr. Vanden Heuvel expressed his confidence In lhe system end In lhe 
declelon making process. 

Motion by Vandsn HeUV&I, &eeond by Kuhn, and by unanimous vols 
Moved to approve Iha recommendation of the ruappolntment of the nine member 
waiermaster Board contingent upon the fonnaflon of a Watermastar committee io 
review and make recommendations regarding possible changes In the Watermester 
governance strucrr,,-lncludlng the n>le.s and functions of the Pools, Advisory 
Comrnlf,ttle, and the Watsrmaster Board of Directors hy no later than De(:ember 31. 
2t1111. as prusnte.d 

111. REPQBTS/UPDAJES 
A- WATERMASTER GENERAL LEGAL COUNSEL REPORT 

1 .  Attgmw Manager Proeess/Olscussfon of r'§g ff Agrument 
Counsel Slater stated lhere hes been an on going process wilh public workshops lo review 
lhe Peace II Term Sheet and that it is moving forward. Th9re Is some desire to obtain 

. ____ feedback on the next steps lo further discussiorl$ among the stalte holder groups. 
- CounsersJater stated . two workshaps-have-:-Qeen:::tteJd-ar,d-Hlere-:-hi:!s-t,Hn--slgnlflcsnl-

discuss.ton and input received by Watarmssler counsel and staff. It wes noted that a 
lechnlcal report wUl be forthcoming which will respond to aH lhe technically based 
qussfi:;m5 !hat have bean raised at the workshops anti In addmon staff and legal counsel 
are drafting answers to the legal QUS&llons, Once lhose reports are formulawd, they wfll 
be going through the Walermaster process for a decision. 

B. CEO/STAFF REPORT 
1 .  Votuma Vot§l catw1allol'IS and 85/15 Credit ror Non:Agricultural Assignments Review Mr. Manning stated It was asked that this item b8 reviewed and an update be provided, 

however, due to Ume coostralnlS In having I.he meetings early In December. a full rsport 
will be given as soon as possible on this Item. 

Added Item: 

3 

7 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 

CIDNO BASIN MUNICIPAL WATER 
DISTRICT, 

) CASE NO .. : RCV 5 1 010  

Plaintiffs, 
V,  

CITY OF CHINO, 

) 
) 

Defendants.. 5 
------------ � 

Judge: Honmable .J. Michael Gunn 

JOINDER OF INLAND EMPIRE 
UTILITIES AGENCY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION OF CHINO BASIN 
WATERMASTER TO REAPPOINT 
NINE MEMBER BOARD FOR A 
FURTHER FIVE YEAR TERM 

DATE: Februaty 9, 2006 
TIME: 2:00 p.m 
DEPT : 8 

- - --
19 

- - __ - . -lhe-INLAND_EMEIRE_ UIILTIES AG�QY ("JEUA") hereby joins in the Motion of -- · - . .  . -- ---- - ------- ·- · · - · --·------- . 

20 the Chino Basin Watermaster ("Watermaster') to re-appoint the nine member Waterma.stet board 

21 for another five yeat term. 

22 I. 

23 

24 

25 

THE PARTIES HA VE REALIZED rvIANY POSITIVE ACCOMPLISHM--ENTS 

WITHIN THE BASIN SINCE THE APPOINTMENT OF THE NINE MEMBER 

WATERMASTER BOARD 

Vvhereas Watermaster, in response to the comments from the Special Referee, has noted 

26 many accomplishments within the Chino Basin since the appointment of the nine member board, 

27 IEUA would like to point out certain additional accomplishments which have been realized 

28 through cooperative efforts. Initially, IEUA in pa rtnership with the Chino Basin WatermasteI� 

JOINDER OF INLAND EMP1RE UTILITIES AGENCY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION OF CHINO BASIN 

WAIERMASTER TO REAPPOINT NINE MEMBER BOARD FOR A FURTHER FIVE YEAR TERM 
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1 Chino Basin Wate1 Conservation District and the San Bernardino Flood Control District entered 

2 into a joint agreement to utilize recharge basins in a positive manner fox the benefit of the 

3 jurisdiction.. I ogether, they received the ASCE Award for winning design and construction of 

4 the recharge improvements under budget. The second phase of the recharge improvements have 
5 been initiated with a grant from the Department of Water Resources in the amount of 
6 $5,200,000 .00. 

7 During 2005, IEUA initiated the recharge ofrecycled wate1 at Banana & Hicko1y basins 

8 based on the Department ofHealth Setvices and Regional Water Quality Contrnl Board 

9 landmark ''maximum benefit" basin plan A recycled water recharge permit was granted in April 

1 0  of2005. 

1 1  Water quality data from the initial iecharge operations indicate the potential to recharge 

12 from 40,000 to 50,000 acre-feet per year of'Iecycled water in the Chino Basin. This is 

13  significantly higher than the Rechatge Mastet Plan_ which had been adopted by Watermaster in 

14 2002 and which in tum assumed recharge estimates of 25,000 ac1e-feet per year. 

1 5  In June 2005, the IEUA Board of Directors adopted a $120 million dollar ten year capital 

16 improvement program to develop recycled water supplies for the Chino Basin of approximately 

17  1 00,000 ac1e-feet pery�ar by the yea.r- 2015  The State ofCalifomia and the U.S. Bureau of 

1 8  Reclamation will ptovide approximately $45 million dollars in grants and another $50 million 

1 9- - aollars in -stare o-f Ca:1ifomia--Iow-interest-lofill$--as-pmt-ef-this-$120.million do_llar- capital 

20 improvement project. This is a significant new supply of water to the Chino Basin Wate1maste1 

21  parties which will reduce significantly the need to increase purchases of imported supplies :from 

22 the MetI'opolitan Water District and will allow "in lieu" recycled wate1 deliveiies for non-

23 agricultural and agricultural pumping in the Chino Basin, which in tum will allow for enhanced 

24 management of the Chino Basjn. 

25 Success has also been enjoyed in the area of salt removal. Salt removal has been greatly 

26 enhanced through the IEUA renewable energy project at its regional water recycling plant 

27 numbe1 five in Chlno . This has occurred through reuse of over 500 tons pe1 day of wet daily 

28 manure generating thlee megawatts of electricity, composting, and discharge of over 25,000 tons 

2 

JOINDER OF INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION OF CHINO BASIN 
WATERMASTER TO REAPPOIJ\'1 NINE MEMBER BOARD FOR A FURTHER FIVE YEAR TERM 

I 
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1 of salt into the Santa Ana river interceptor This is equivalent to the Chino desalter salt removal. 

2 In December 2005, IEUA submitted to the Califomia Department of Water Resources, 

.3 the urban water management plan for IEUA, Chino Desalter Authotity and the Wate1 Facilities 

4 Authority. That plan documents all the activities to optimally develop the Chino Basin ground 

5 water supply with the new recycled water pr�gram and state of the m:t water conse1vation 

6 pI"Ograms which will result in significant improvements in water supply reliability for the Chino 

7 Basin. 

8 Although IEUA has played an important role in the above-listed achievements, the 

9 pm pose of this pleading is to emphasize to the comt that these achievements were not 

1 0  accomplished by IEUA alone. Rather, they further demonstrate the coopexative efforts between 

1 1  all of the pa1ties to this action. 

12  

13  Dated: Febtu.atY 6, 2006 
14  

1 5  
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1 In her Comments and Reco�endations Concerning the Motion to Re-Appoint the 

2 ine-Member Board to a Further Five-Year Term, the Special Referee requested that 

3 esponses to objections be filed no later than F��ruary 6, �006. What briefly follows are the 

4 ity ofChino Hills' responses to objections. 

5 

6 · • THE ROLE OF THE SPECIAL REFEREE IS NOT BEFORE THE COURT 

7 Out the outset, the City notes that it does not oppose the Chino Basin Wat�m;i.aster' s 

8 otion to Re-Appoint the Nine-Member Board to a Further Five• Year Term and in fact 

9 upports its request to re-appoint "for another five-year term beginning February 9, 2006, and · 

10  ding February 9; 20 1 1 .'' Motion to Re-Appoint, at pg. 6. 

1 1  Much of the objection tq the Special Referee' s Ret?Ort, however, stems from her 

12 ecommendation that she "conduct workshops with respect to the issues to be addressed by 

atermaster." Comments and Recommendations, at pg. 1 5. While the City has not always 

een ''eye to eye" with the Special Referee, it believes that the Special Referee process has 

een a valuable tool in resolving the numerous and complex disputes that arise in the basin. 

iven this, certain comments insinuating an attempt by the Special Referee to extend her role 

17  or profit seem unfair; espe�ially in light of the enormous resources, both legal and otherwise, 

.. .  , ... . 1 8 � at Watermaster meeting�� 
· -- -· .. -

19  That being s�d� th.e role of the Special Referee is not an issue presented by the 

20 at�ster's Motion. Therefore, the City objects to the extent that the objectors seek to 

'21 urtail the Special Referee's role in Watermaster proceedings. For exam.pie, the Cucamonga 

22 alley Water District asserts in its objections to the Special Referee's Report that it would be .. 

23 'in the best interest of the Parties to the Judgment and the ratepayers within the jurisdiction of 

. 24 e Watermaster not to continue the present role of the Special' Referee." Objections by 

25 VWD, at pg. 3 :3-5. Again, this was ·not an issue raised by the Watermaster's Motion and it 

26 · s therefore not properly before this Court. 
· 27 

28 11---------------------------------
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2 The City respectfully requests that the Court grant Watennaster' s Motion to Re-

3 ppoint the Nine Member Board. 

4 

5 DATED: 
6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  
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February 6, 2006 

By: 

Respectfully Submitted, 

MARK D. HENSLEY, CITY ATTORNEY 
CITY OF CHINO HILLS; and 
JENKINS,& IJOGIN, LLP 

JJ HN C. COTTI, Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
ITY OF CHINO IDLLS 
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CITY OF CHINO HILLS' RESPONSES TO OBJECilONS TO CO:M:MENTS AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS OF SPECIAL REFEREE 
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CHI NO BAS IN  WATERMASTER 
Case No. RCV 5 1 01 0  

Ch ino Basin Mun icipa l  Water District v. The City of Ch ino 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

I declare that: 

I am employed in the County of San Bernardino, Cal ifornia. I am over the age of 1 8  years and not a party 
to the within action. My business address is Chino Basin Watermaster, 9641 San Bernard ino Road, 
Rancho Cucamonga, Cal iforn ia 9 1 730; telephone {909) 484-3888. 

On February 6, 2006, I served the fol lowing : 

1 )  TRANSMITTAL O F  STIPULATION; 
2) JOINDER OF INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION OF CHINO 

BASIN WATERMASTER TO RE-APPOINT NINE-MEMBER BOARD FOR A FURTHER FIVE 
YEAR TERM; 

3) MONTE VISTA WATER DISTRICT'S RESPONSE TO OBJECTIONS TO SPECIAL REFEREE'S 
COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING MOTION TO REAPPOINT THE 
NINE-MEMBER BOARD FOR A FURTHER FIVE-YEAR TERM; DECLARATION OF MARK 
KINSEY: 

4) CITY OF CHINO HILLS' RESPONSES TO OBJECTIONS TO COMMENTS AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS OF SPECIAL REFEREE. 

/_x_/ BY MAIL: in said cause, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed with postage thereon fu lly 
prepaid, for delivery by Un ited States Postal Service mail at Rancho Cucamonga, Cal ifornia, 
add resses as fol lows: 
See attached service list: Mail ing List 1 

__ .J__J _ BY PERSONAL SERVICE: J caused such envelo�_to be del ivered by hand to the_addressee. 

/_/ BY FACSIMILE: I transmitted said document by fax transmission from (909) 484-3890 to the fax 
number(s) indicated. The transmission was reported as complete on the transmission report, 
which was properly issued by the transmitting fax machine. 

/_x_/ BY ELECTRONIC MAIL: I transmitted notice of availabil ity of electronic documents by electronic 
transmission to the email address indicated. The transmission was reported as complete on the 
transmission report, wh ich was properly issued by the transmitting electron ic mai l device. 

I declare under penalty of perj ury under the laws of the State of California that the above is true and 
correct. 

Executed on February 6, 2006 in Rancho Cucamonga, Cal ifornia. 

AULA S. MOLTER 
Chino Basin Watermaste 



RICHARD ANDERSON 
1 3$5 W. FOOTHILL BLVD 
SU, ITE 1 
UPLAND, CA 91 786 

BOB BEST 
NATL RESOURCE CONS SVCS 
25864 BUSINESS CENTER DR K 
REDLANDS, CA 9237 4 

DAVID B. COSGROVE 
RWTAN & TUCKER 
6 � � ANTON BLVD 
SU ITE 1 400 
COSTA MESA, CA 92626 

GLEN DURRINGTON 
55_1 2 FRANCIS ST 
CHINO, CA 91 7 1 0  

I 

CARL FREEMAN 
L.D. KING 
21 51 CONVENTION CENTRE WAY 
ONTARIO, CA 91 764 

DON GALLEANO 
4220 WIN EVILLE RD 
MIRA LOMA, CA 91 752-141 2 

RODNEY BAKER 
COUNSEL FOR EGGWEST & 
JOHNSdN 
PO �OX 438 
coul TERVILLE, CA 9531 1 -0438 

' ' 

BRUCE CASH 
UN ITED WATER MGMT CO INC 
1 88 1  BU$1NESS CENTER DR 
SUITE BA 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92408 

PAUL HOFER 
1 1 248 S TURNER AVE 
ONTARIO, CA 91 761 

DICK DYKSTRA 
1 01 29 SCHAEFER 
ONTARIO ,  CA 9 1 761-7973 

PAUL DEUTSCH 
GEOMATRIX CONSULTANTS, INC. 
2444; MAIN ST., SU ITE 21 5 
FRESNO, CA 93721 

PETER t;iETTINGA 
1 4244 ANON CT 
CHINO, CA 91 7 1 0  

lJSA HAMll:.:r0N- · - - - - . . -- GAR�-HAIJGE 
GE/MGR ENV REMEDIATION PRGM 

.. 
SWRCB - -

64.0 FREEDOM BUSINESS CTR PO BOX 942836 
KING OF PRUSSIA, PA 1 9406 SACRAMENTO, CA 94236-0001 

' 
JOEL KUPERBERG 
OCWD GENERAL co4NSEL 
RUTAN & TUCKER, LLP 
6 1 .1 ANTON BLVD., 14 '.H FLOOR 
COSTA MESA, CA 92626-1 93 1 

SHARON JOYCE 
STATE OF CA CDC 
1 5,1 5 S STREET, ROO� 314-F 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 

RONALD LA BRUCHERIE 
1 2,953 S BAKER AVE 
ONTARIO.CA 9 1 761 -7903 

ANNESLEY IGNATIUS 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARD INO FCD 
825 E 3R� ST 
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 9241 5-0835 

BOB THOMPSON 
CON,SULTANT TO SENATOR SOTO 
822 N El;.ICLID AVE, SU ITE A 
ONTARIO, CA 91 762 

' 
MARILYN LEVIN 
300 S SP.RING ST 
SUITE 1 702 
LOS ANGELES, CA 9001 3 

C 
PATRICK BAUER 
ARROWHEAD WATER COMPANY 
5772 JURUPA RD 

I ONTARIO, CA 9 1 761 -3672 

WILLIAM P. CURLEY 
PO BOX 1 059 
BREA, CA 92882-1 059 

JOE DE�GADO 
sots R)=PUBLIC 
3493 GRAND AVENUE 
CH INO H ILLS , CA 91 709 

RALPH FRANK 
755, LAK,EFIELD RD #E 
WESTLAKE VILLAGE, CA 9 1 361 

J IM GALLAGHER 
SOUTH�RN CALIFORNIA WATER CO 
2 1 43 CdNVENTION CENTER WAY 
SUITE 1 1 0 
ONTARIO, CA 9 1764 

PETE HALL 
PO ,BOX 51 9  
TWiN PEAKS, CA 92391 

.. __ .. susiAN TRAGER 
-- -LAW-OFF;ICES OF SUSAN M. TRAGER 

1 9712 MACARTHUR BLVD 
SUltE 120 
IRVINE, CA 92612 

w. C. "BILL" KRUGER 
CITY OF, CHINO HILLS 
2001 GRAND AVE 
CHINO H ILLS, CA 91 709 

KRON ICK ET AL 
KRONlqK MOSKOVITZ TIEDEMANN 
& GIRAijD 
400. CAPITOL MALL, 27TH FLOOR 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-441 7 

CARLOS LOZANO 
STATE OF CA YTS 
1 51 80 S EUCLID 
CHINO, CA 9 1 71 0  



ALAN MARKS 
COUNSEL - COUNTY OF SAN 
BERNARDINO 
1 57 W 5 TH STREET 
SAN BERNARD INO, CA 9241 5 

ROBB QU INCY 
CITY OF UPLAND 
PO BOX 460 
UPLAND, CA 91 786 

LES RICHTER 
CALIFORN IA SPEEDWAY 
PO BOX 9300 
FONTANA, CA 92334-9300 

DAVID SCRIVEN 
KRIEGER & STEWART 
ENGINEERING 
3602 UNIVERSITY AVE 
RIVERSIDE, CA 925.0 1  

DAVID STARNES 
MOBILE COMMUN l"TY MGMT CO 
1 801  E EDINGER A'vE, SU ITE 230 
SANTA ANA, CA 92705 

CHRIS SWANBERG. 
DEPT OF CORRECTIONS - LEGAL 
AFFAIRS DIVISION 
PO BOX 942883 
SACRAMENTO, CA 94283-000 1 

1· ·· 

( 

SANtjY OLSON 
WALNUT VALLEY WATER D ISTRICT 
271 BREA CANY.ON RD 
WALNUT.CA 91 789 

RICK REES 
GEOMATRIX , . 
2450 EAST RINCON STREET 
CORONA, CA 92879 

DAVIO RINGEL 
MONtGOMERY WATSON 
PO BOX 7009 
PASADENA, CA 91 1 09-7009 

SENATOR NELL SOTO 
STATE CAP ITOL: 
ROOM N0 4066 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814  

CRAIG STEWART 
GEOFv'IATRIX cdNSUL T ANTS INC 
51 O SUPERIOR AVE, SUITE .200 
NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92663 

SWRCB 
PO BOX 2000 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95809-2000 

BOB KUHN 
669 HUNTERS TRAIL 
GLENDORA, CA 91 740 

ROBER+ REITER 
SAN BERNARDINO VALLkY MWd 
PO BOX: 5906 
SAN BERNARDINO,CA 9241 2-5906 

AL LOPEZ 
CBWM BOARD MEMBER 
PO BOX 1 773 
CORON:A, CA 92878 

BILL STAFFORD 
MARYG

�
LD MUTUAL WATER Cd 

9725 AL ER ST 
BLOOM NGTON, CA 9231 6-1 637 

ROBERT BOWCOCK 
INTEG�TED RESOURC�S MGMNT 
405 N .  INDIAN H ILL BLVQ 
CLAREMONT, CA 91 7 1 1 -4724 

MICHA�L THI ES 
SPACE tENTER M IRA LOMA INC 
3401 S ETIWANDA AVE, $LOG 503 
MIRA LOMA, CA 91 752-1 1 26 

J0HN-"fHE>RN=fON· ·;: - -
PSOMAS AND ASSOCIATES 
31 87 RED HILL AV�, SU ITE 250 
COSTA MESA, CA 92626 

-- - - - -- - --- ---- - - - -R.£�"'fHRA-$-H-II I- - - - -- -- -- -�G1;0FF�E¥-VAN0EN-f-fEtJVEL - 
CBWM BOARD MEMBER 

' 
SYBRAND VANDER DUSSEN 
1 0573 EDISON AVE. 
ONTARIO, CA 9 1 761 

STEVE ARBELB IDE 
41 7 PONDEROSA TR 
CALIMESA, CA 92320 

ROBERT NEUFELD, 
CBWM BOARD CHAIRMAN 
1 4 1 1 1  SAN GABRIEL CT 
RANCHO CUCAMONGA, CA 91 739 

PRAXAIR 
5705 AIRPORT QR 
ONTARIO, CA 91 76 1  

SYP VANDER DlJSSEN 
1 438Q EUCLID 
CH INb, CA 91 7 1 0  

SANDRA ROSE 
MONTE VISTA WATER D ISTRICT 
PO BOX 71  
MONTCLAIR, CA 91 763 

LEAdUE OF CA HOMEOWNERS 
ATTN: KEN WILLIS 
99 "C" STREET, SUITE 209 
UPLAND, CA 91 786 

7551 KIMBALL AVE 
CHINO, CA 9 1 7 1 0  

JOHN ANDERSON 
CBWM BOARD MEMBER 
1 2475 CEDAR AVENUE 
CHINO, CA 91 71 0 

ERIC WANG 
SUNKIST GROWERS 
760 E SUNKIST ST 
ONTARIO, CA 9 1 761 

PAUL H��MRICK 
JURUPA COMMUNITY SVCS 01st 
1 1 20 1  HARREL ST 
MIRA LOMA, CA 91 752 
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Distribution List Name: Committee List 1- Court Filings, Water Traniactions 

M�mbers: 

Al. Lopez 
Alice Shiozawa 
AAdy Malone 
Anne Schneider 
Apnl Woodruff 
Ar.nold Rodriguez 
Art Kidman 
Barbara Swanson 
B\11 Kruger 
Bjll Rice 
B\11 Stafford 
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Bpb Kuhn 
Bonnie Tazza 

:r.:�:S
i

�owler 
Brian Hess 
Butch Araiza 
Carole McGreevy 
Charles Moorrees 
Chris Swanberg 
Cindy LaCamera 
Craig Stewart 
Crurtis Aaron 
gan Arrighi 
gan Hostetler 
gan McKinney 
Daniel Cozad 
Dave Argo 
Oave Crosley 
Dave Hill 
David B. Anderson 
David Ringel 
ddejesus@mwdh20.com 

.. Diane-Sanchez 
Dori Galleano 
puffy Blau 
Eric Gamer 
Eunice Ulloa 
F;rank Brommenschenkel 
Fred Fudacz 
Fred Lantz 
Garth Morgan 
Gene Koopman 
Gerard Thibeault 
Gerry Black 
Glen Whritenour 
Gordon P. Treweek 
Grace Cabrera 
]Henry Pepper 

ames Jenkins 
James P. Morris 
Janine Wilson 
Jarlath Oley 
Jean Cihigoyenetche 
jeeinc@aol .com 
Jeffrey L. Pierson 
Jerry King 
Jess Senecal 
Ji l l Willis 
Jim Bryson 
Jim Hill 

lopezsixto@nettero.net 
afshioza@gswater.com 
amalone@wildern,uthenvironmental.coni 
ajs@eslawfirm.com 
awoodruff@ieua.org 
jarodriguez@sa\WC.com 
akidrnan@mkblawyers.com . 
Barbara_Swansbn@yahoo.com 
6itycouncil@chioohills.org 
brice@rb8.swrcb.ca.gov 
bstaff@uslextr80'}8.com 
bthompson@ci.oorco.ca.us 
feenstra@agcor,ceptsinc.com 
bgkuhn@aol.com 
bonniet@cvw�ater.com 
bhill@rrikblawy�.com 
balee@fonfan8'r8ter.com 
bhess@niagara�ter.com 
butcharaiza@mrndspring.com 
cmcgreevy@jcsd.us 
cmoorrees@sawaterco.com 
chris.swanberg@.corr.ca.gov 
clacamera@rnv,:dh2o.com 
cstewart@geoniatrix.com 
caaron@fontana.org 
darrighi@s�ter.com 
dghostetler@csµpomona.edu 

�:���@;!:t;;o
m 

argodg@bv.co111 
DCrosley@cityofchino.org 
dhill@ieua.org 
danders@watei:.ca.gov 
david.ringel@mrYhglobal.com 
ddejesus@mwdh20.com 
dianes@water.ca.gov _____ _____ 1 · donald@galleanowinery.com 
Duffy954@aol.qom 
elgamer@bbklaw.com 
ulioa.cbwcd@vl:!rtzon.net 
frank.brommen @verizon.net 
ffudacz@nossan1an.com 
flantz@ci.burbank.ca.us 
gmorgan@ieua.org 
GTKoopman@aol.com 
gthibeault@rbB;swrcb.ca.gov 
gjblack@FontanaWater.com. 
gwhritenour@re,liantenergy.com 
GTreweek@CBWM.ORG 
grace_cabrera@ci.pomona.¢a.us 
henry_pepper@ci.pomona.c�.us 
cnomgr@airports.sbcounty.gov 
jpmorris@bbkl�w.com 
Janine@CBWM.ORG 
joley@mwdh2o.com 
Jean_CGC@hotmail.com 
jeeinc@aol .con:i 
jpierson@unitexcorp.com 
jking@psomas.pom 
JessSenecal@lagerlof.com 
jnwillis@bbkl�.com 
jtbryson@fontanawater.com 
jhil l@cityofchino.org 

( ----------------



Jim Markman ( · ,rkman@twglaw.com . 
J im Taylor . _ _taylor@ci.pomona.cil.us 
Jim@city-attomey.com 

1 
.., .. n@city-attomey.com . 

jimmy@city-attomey.com jimmy@city-attorney.com 
Joe Graziano jgraz4077@aol .com , 
Joe P Leclaire jleclaire@wildermuthenvironmental.com 
Joe Scalmanini . jscal@lsce.com 
Joel Moskowitz. (joel@Moskowitz.HQ.com) 

John Anderson 
John Hayball 
John Huitsing 
John Rossi 
John Schatz 
John Vega 
Judy Schurr 
Julie Saba 
Kathy Kunysz 
Kathy Tiegs 
Ken Jeske 
Ken Kules 
Kenneth Willis 
Kevin Sage 
Kimberly Arce 
Kyle Snay 
Lisa Hamilton 
Mark Hensley 
Martin Zvirbulis 
Robert W Bowcock 

joel@Moskowitz.HQ.com 
janderson@ieua.org 
john.haybaR@sce.com 
johnh@milkproducers.org 
jrossi@wmwd.com 
jschatz.1 3@cox.net 
johnv@cvwdwater.com 
jschurr@earthlink.net 
jsaba@ieua.org 
kkunysz@mwdh2o.com 
ktiegs@ieua.org 
kjeske@ci.ontario.ca.us 
kkules@mwdh2o.com 
kwillis@homeowners.org 
Ksage@I RMwater.com · .  
KArce@HatchParent.com 
kylesnay@gswater.com 
Lisa.Hamilton@corporal�.ge.c6m 
mhensley@localgovlaw.com 
martinz@cvwdwater.com 
bbowcock@irmwater.com 
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Distribution List Name: Committee List 2 - Court Filings, Water Transactions 

Members: 

Marilyn Levin marilyn.levin@doj.ca.gov 
Mark Kinsey mkinsey@mvwd.org 
Mark Ward mark_ward@ameron�intl.com 
Mark Wildermuth mwildermuth@wildermuthenvironmental.com 
Martha Davis mdavis@ieua.org 
Martin Rauch martin@rauchcc.com. 
Martin Zvirbulis martinz@cvwdwater.com 
Maynard Lenhart (directorlenhert@mvwd.org) 

directorlenhert@mvwd.org 
Michael Fife Mfrfe@hatchparent.com 
Michelle Staples mstaples@jdplaw.coq, 
Mike Del Santo mike_delsanto@cate!lus.com 
Mike Maestas mmaestas@chinohills.org 
Mike McGraw mjmcgraw@FontanaWater.com 
Mike Thies mthies@spacecenterinc.com 
Mohamed EI-Amamy melamamy@ci.ontari_o.ca.us. 
Nathan deBoom nathan@milkproduc�rs.org 
Pam Wilson pwilson@hatchparentcom 
Paul Hamrick wleslie@jcsd.us _ 
Paul Hofer farmwatchtoo@aol.com 
Paula Molter PMolter@CBWM.ORG 
Pete Hall richard.okeefe@corr.ca.gov 
Peter Von Haam peter.vonhaam@doj .ca.gov 
Phil Krause pkrause@parks.sbco'unty.gov 
Phil Rosentrater prosentrater@wmwd;com 
Rachel R Robledo RRobledo@HatchParentcom 
Raul Garibay raul_garibay@ci.pon-bna.ca.us 
Richard Atwater Atwater@ieua.org . 
Rick Hansen rhansen@tvmwd.com 
Rick Rees rrees@geomatrix.coi:n 
Rita Kurth ritak@cvwdwater.corp 
Robert Deloach robertd@cvwdwater.com 
Robert Dougherty RED@covcrowe.com 
Robert Neufeld N78098@aol.com 

1 Robert Neufeld robertn@cvwdwater.com 
f{o]??_r!_ Rauch roberl rauchcc@veriton. net 
RobertW Bowcock �l:515oWcocK@irmwate:�-com- - -
Robert W. Nicholson rwnicholson@sgvwater.com 
Ron Craig RonC@rbf.com . 
Ron Small ron.small@dgs.ca.gov 
Rosemary Hoeming rhoeming@ci.upland .. ca.us 
Sandra S. Rose ybarose@verizon.net 
Sandy Lopez slopez@ci.ontario.cs.us 
Scott Burton sburton@ci.ontario.c.a.us 
Sharon Joyce SJoyce@executive.c;orr.ca.gov 
Steve Arbelbide sarbelbide@califomi�steel .com 
Steve Kennedy skennedy@bbmblaw.com 
Steven Lee slee@rhlaw.com 
Tej Pahwa tpahwa@dtsc.ca.gov 
Terry Catlin tlcatlin@verizon.net 
Timothy Ryan ijryan@sgvwater.corii 
Tom Bunn TomBunn@Lagerlof:com 
Tom Love TLove@ieua.org 
Tom McPeters THMcP@aol.com 
Tracy Tracy ttracy@mvwd.org 

1 Virginia Grebbien vgrebbien@ocwd.corn 
Wayne Davison ciwcpm@earthlink.net 
William J. Brunick bbrunick@bbmblaw.com 
William P. Curley wcurley@rwglaw.com 
WM Admin Staff 


