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21 INTRODUCTION 

22 On February 16, 2007, Chino Basin Watermaster ("'Watermaster") was asked to file: (1) 

2.3 OBMP Status Report 2006-02; (2) a report on the status of plans for future desalting in Chino 

24 Basin ("Chino Basin" or "Basin"); (3) a report on the status of Watermaster's long-term plan for 

25 Management Zone I (MZ-1) and the publication of guidance criteria. (Order Re: Receiving 

26 OBMP Status Reports and Annual Reports and Further Action, p.4.) On April 2, 2007, 

27 Watermaster filed its "Transmittal of Status Report 2006-02" with attached Exhibits A, B and C 

28 ("First Transmittal"). The First Transmittal includes Watermaster's response to the Comt's 
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request for status reports on future desalting in the Basin and for a long-term plan for MZ-L At 

2 the request of the Special Referee, 1 Watermaster subsequently filed a "'Transmittal of Revised 

3 Exhibit C" with attached Exhibits C, C-1 and C-3 ("Second Transmittal"). The Second 

4 Transmittal was filed on April 30, 2007. The Special Referee presents these comments and 

5 recommendations concerning Watermaster's transmittals for the Court's consideration? 

6 a 

7 OBMP STATUS REPORT 2006--02 

8 A. Status Report Highlights 

9 Watermaster's OBMP Status Report 2006-02 covers the period from July 2006 to 

IO December 2006. The highlights of this status report are as follows: 

11 • A revision of Watermaster's groundwater models is currently underway. (See 

12 discussion in Section III B below related to peer review of the Chino Basin 

13 Numerical Groundwater Flow Model.) 

14 • Several grant applications to expand the desalters were made under State 

15 Proposition 50. Tentative approval for up to $45 million in grants for desalter 

16 expansion has been received.3 

17 • Preparation of the 2006 State of the Basin Report ("SOBR-2006") is underway: 

18 OBMP Status Report 2006-02 indicates that a draft of the report will be available 

19 in the spring of 2007.4 

20 • OBMP Status Report 2006-02 indicates that the San Diego County Water 

21 Authority began discussions with Watermaster to develop a storage and recovery 

22 program in Chino Basin .. Watermaster also is having discussions with Castaic 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

1 Watermaster's First Transmittal Exhibit C was practically illegible. California Rules of Court, 
rule 2.104 requires all papers filed in trial courts to be as legible as printing in type not smaller 
than 12 points. 
2 The filing of these comments and recommendations is late due to the filing of Watermaster's 
Second Transmittal on April 30, 2007. 
3 Watermaster's First Transmittal mentions tentative approval for $53 million for desalter 
expansion. (See quotation in Section III A below.) OBMP Status Report 2006-02 does not 
mention possible federal funding for desalters. 
4 The final report is due in July 2007. 
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Lake Water Agency and Metropo litan Water District of Southern Cal ifornia 

regarding new storage and recovery programs in Ch ino Basin . 

B. Comments Regarding SOBR-2006 

In antic ipation of the publ ication of SOBR-2006 it is important to rei terate that the 

concept of a SOBR as first envisioned during the OBMP development process was that a 

basel ine would be selected, against wh ich changes in basin conditions would be compared. The 

SOBR was intended to prov ide a means of assess ing the effectiveness of the OBMP as its 

various program elements were implemented, Thus, in its recent order the Court stated: 

The State of the Basin Report is not intended to be a report on the state of OBMP 
implementation .  The OMBP status reports serve that role. Rather, the State of 
the Basin Report is intended to be an engineering report on the physical state of 
the basin, in which basin conditions are compared with a pre-OBMP baseline in  
order to measure changes in basin conditions, the effectiveness of the OBMP, and 
the effects of any reoperation of the basin. 

(Order Re: Receiving OBMP Status Reports and Annual Report and Further Action,  

supra, p. 3 ,  Ins, 9- 1 4.) 

We previously commented that the Initial State of the Basin Report should have included 

a reconc i l iation of pumping and Safe Yield. Pumping was discussed in SOBR-2004, but there 

was no reconciliation of pumping with Safe Yie ld. I t  is unclear whether total wet water recharge 

has kept pace with increased production from the Bas in, and it appears that wet water recharge, 

and most notably replenishment, have been significantly depressed since 20001200 1 .  One of the 

most fundamental of Watermaster' s  original charges is to address and repm1 to the Court on 

whether or not Safe Y ield is being maintained and overproduction is being replenished. It is 

important that Watermaster reconc i l e  pumping and Safe Yield i n  SOBR-2006, and either 

demonstrate that overproduct ion is being replenished as required by the Judgment, or explain 

why it is not. There also rema ins confusion between the amounts of pumping as reported in 

SOBR-2004 and as reported in the Annual Reports. Reconci l iation of pumping with Safe Yield 

should eliminate that confusion. A clear and complete reconci l i ation will be helpful to the Court 

in its consideration of Watermaster Bas i n  reoperation proposals , 

Ill 
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III. 

2 WATERMASTER'S REPORT ON THE STATUS OF PLANS FOR FUTURE 

3 DESALTING 

4 A. Watermaster's Filings 

5 Watermaster' s Fi rst Transmittal includes l i ttle detai l as to how Watermaster i ntends to 

6 expand desa lt ing capac ity .  The transmittal notes that "responsibi l i ties under the Peace 
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Agreement" of In land Empire Uti l it ies Agency ("IEUA") and Western Municipal Water Distr ict 

(WMWD) [for future desalters] , have been assumed by the Chino Desalter Authority (CDA): 

Even though Desalter I and II implementation and operation has been 
assumed by CDA, the Peace Agreement sti l l  articulates various responsibi l it ies 
held by IEUA and Western relative to the in it iat ion of further desalter capac ity. 
These responsibi l it ies relate primari ly to the pursuit of funding sources to assist in 
allev iating the burden associated with the desalters . .  IEUA and Western, as well 
as other Chino Basin parties, have been very active in pursuing grant funding to 
assist in the construction of the next increment of desalter capacity. Attached here 
as Exh ibit "B'' is the most recent Funding Priority Ranking for prqjects under 
Proposition 50. According to this ranking, the CDA is ranked third for a grant of 
$ 1 5 ,000,000 and Western has been ranked 8th and 1 4th for desalter grants total ing 
another $.33 ,000,000. 

In add it ion, Western has current ly been approved for over $5 mi l l ion in 
grant funding for use on design and construction for desalter capacity .  These 
grant funds have an expiration date of November 2008 and are a current motivator 
for the schedul ing relating to the next increment of desalter capacity, as the parties 
do not want to lose any funding opportunities. 

(F i rst Transmittal , p. 2, Ins. 1 1 -26 . )  

Both the F irst and Second Transmitta ls focus on the steps needed to final ize the "Peace I I  

Agreement" under the Stakeholder Non-Binding Term Sheet (adopted by Watermaster i n  May 

2006). Exhibit C to the Second Transmittal (Revised Chronological Timeline of Peace I I  

Implementation Apri l 2007) notes twelve steps to be completed before Peace I I  can be 

implemented. (The th irteenth step is implementation actions for Peace IL) 

The first four steps have already been completed. Steps five through ten are described as 

"ongoing" . Of particular importance are steps seven and eight. Step seven is the completion of a 

physical project description. Watermaster strives to complete this step by June I ,  2007, but no 

later than August I ,  2007. Watermaster states :  

Ill 
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The physical description wi l l  serve dual purposes : CEQA compl iance and 
impacts analysis for Court rev iew and approval of proposed Peace [ I  actions, 

2 includ ing Re-Operation and Hydrau l ic Control requirements . 

.3 (Second Transmittal ,  Exh. C at ,r 7 .) It appears that '"physical project descript ion" as used in thi s  

4 step refers to the description of the basin management actions proposed in Peace I I , not to the 

5 descri ption of the plan for the Chino Creek Wel l F ield desal ter expansion. Step seven includes 

6 the fol lowing comment: 

7 Watermaster has an interna l goal for completing the techn ica l analysis of impacts 
[presumably, of Peace II basin management actions] by the end of August 

8 Obviously, an earl ier designation of the proposed project wi ll expedite the 
techn ical analys is ,  (Id. at ,r .3.) 

J o  Step eight is descr ibed as the evaluation of physical impacts of the Peace I I  basin 

1 1  management actions, Watermaster notes that it wi ll : 

1 2  .. . .. rely upon the [revised Wildermuth] model to evaluate the impacts of the 
proposed physical project and the respective related elements contemplated by the 

1 3  Peace I I  Term Sheet; e.g., Basin Re-Operation, Hydraul ic Control , Storage and 
Recovery Agreements, Desalting. 

1 4  

1 5  (Second Transmittal, Exh. C at ,r 8 .,) Recharge and replenishment are not mentioned in 

1 6  this step, but they are appropriately included in Exhibit C- 1 ,  and should be a part of the 

1 7  integrated project descri ption .  The Court may wish to schedule a hearing i n  September 

1 8  on the status of work outl i ned in steps 7 and 8. 

1 9  Steps ten and eleven also are of particu lar significance to the Court Step ten is 

20 the completion of legal instruments necessary for Peace IL Th is section notes that 

2 1  conditional Court approval for Peace I I  w i l l  not be sought unt i l  al l required legal 

22 instruments have been final ized and al l required studies have been completed. Step 

23 eleven is obtaining conditional court approval for Peace I I .  The expected complet ion i s  

24 October- December 2007 . Watermaster notes : 

25 Summa�)': The transmittal of al l  legal documentation wi l l  be accompanied 
by al l required technical analysis and related stud ies. 

26 

Note: Court approval wi l l  be requested in a format consistent with the 
27 Peace I process, i .e. , cond itioned upon compl iance with CEQA 

28 (Second Transmittal, Exh , C at ,r I L) 
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Step twelve i s  completion of the CEQA process.. The timel ine for completion is 

December 2007-September 2008 :  "Completion of the final documentation is dependent 

upon mult iple variables that w i l l  be resolved wh i le the process is ongoing." (Second 

Transmittal , Exh. C at iJ 1 2.) 

Watermaster' s  Second Transmittal ,  Exhibit C-1 also includes a timel ine for 

obtain i ng cond itiona l  approval of Peace I I. Accord ing to Exhibit C- 1 the expected 

approval date is November 23 ,  2007. The Court may wish to set that hearing date, along 

with a fol low-up hearing date for Watermaster to report back to the Court with regard to 

sati sfaction of any conditions in its order-

ln the Second Transmittal Watermaster, for the first time, prov ided the deta i ls  as to when 

it intends to expand desalt ing capacity. The timeframe detai ls  in Exhibits C-2 and C-3 of 

Watermaster' s Second Transmittal appear to be consistent with the engineering report made to 

the Advisory Committee on March 22, 2007, as noted on pages 5 & 6 of the draft minutes of that 

meeting : 

Mr. Wi ldermuth stated on February 1 4, 2007 the Regional Board sent to a 
letter to Inland Empire Util i t ies Agency (I EUA) and to Chino Basin Watermaster 
(CBWM) letting them know that they are fa l l ing short on our Maximum Benefit 
commi tments as to Hydrau l ic Contro l .  There is a Hydraul ic Monitoring Report 
that was released last April 2006.. There was some model ing work done by 
Wildermuth Env i ronmental which showed there was a smal l  amount of leakage 
occurring through the Santa Ana River west of the Chino I Desalter. There was a 
meeting last November in which we discussed this issue; Orange County Water 
District a l so attended this meeting. At that time Mr. Thibeault suggested he 
would be coming back to IEUA and CBWM with a letter asking for a schedule to 
get in compl iance . The February 14th letter is an official not ification to IEUA and 
CBWM to prepare that schedule with mi lestones and to show compliance by 
November 2009. Mr. Thibeault' s definition of compl iance i s  to have the solution 
in place and operating, not necessari ly achieving complete Hydraulic Control, but 
the solution needs to be in place and operating i n  2009. ln the February 1 4th letter 
we were given unt i l  m id March to prepare that schedule. Subsequently, IEUA 
and CBWM have written a letter stating they needed more t ime to prepare the 
schedule. Watermaster' s staff has been working on the schedu le and staff has put 
out its first draft and it is out for review by I EUA and we have asked Scott Burton 
to look at it . The schedu le is very detailed and it suggests that the best we can do 
is to have these wel ls  on line around May, 20 1 2. In an informal conversation with 
the Regional Board they appeared to be d iscontented with the 20 12 t imeframe and 
asked for a second schedule; one that would show the most opt imum schedule 
with m i lestones. Both of these schedules wi l l  go through the Watermaster 
process and wi l l  also be reviewed by some of the senior staff at the Chino 
Desalter Authority. A discussion ensued with regard to the report given by Mro 
Wi ldermuth. 

6 

Specia l  Referee's Comments and Recommendations Concerning OBMP Status Report 2006-02, et seq . 



2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

1 0  

1 1  

1 2  

1 .3  

1 4  

1 5  

1 6  

1 7  

18 

19 

.20 

2 1  

22 

2.3 

It is essential that Watermaster reconci le its efforts to take advantage of the Regional 

Board ' s  Basin Plan Amendment with its Peace I I  efforts invo lv ing th is Court. Presumably, a 

supplemental fi l i ng would clarify that Watermaster wi l l  not commence hydrau l ic control 

operations without court approval , to the extent that commencing hydraulic control operations is 

i nconsi stent with the .Judgment. In other words, Watermaster should report to the Court how 

those commitments or representat ions are consistent with the Judgment, and how any 

inconsi stencies wi l l  be resolved. Watermaster's Second Transmittal notes on ly that : 

. . .  Exhibit C also includes a more robust description of the physical actions 
required to secure hydrau l ic control in accordance with the Regional Board 
directives; namely the construction of the Chino Creek Well F ield. Exhibits C-2 
and C-3 contain summaries of the more detailed requirements that are associated 
with the construction of the Ch ino Creek Wel l  Field under 'Pragmatic' and 
'Accelerated' schedules respectively. The two schedu les have been submitted to 
the Regiona l  Water Quality Control Board and reflect similar overall completion 
dates, regard less of some s l ightly accelerated intermed iate construction 
activ ities." 

(Second Transmitta l ,  p .  2, Ins. 1 1 - 1 3.) 

B. Review of Chino Basin Numerical Groundwater Flow Model 

In its transm ittal of OBMP Status Report 2006-02, Watermaster notes the importance of 

the peer rev iew conducted by Luhdorff & Sca lmanini Consulting Engineers : 

. . . Of particular importance is the peer review by Mr. Scalmanin i  [Joseph 
Scalman in i ,  Luhdorff and Scahnanin i ,  Consulting Engineers and Technical Expert 
advisor to the Special Referee} of the validity of the model to be used by 
Watermaster in the planning and implementation of the ambitious Basin 
management techniques anticipated under the Term Sheet These Basin 
management techniques wil l  have a significant impact on the manner in which the 
next increment of desalt ing capaci ty is designed, and so it has been difficult to 
progress further with the desalter planning prior to final izat ion of the Term Sheet, 
which has in turn been dependent on the review by Mr. ScalmaninL Mr. 
Scalmanini 's  rev iew began in July 2006 and his Report was provided to 
Watermaster on March 2 1 ,  .2007 .  The parties can now proceed to final ize the 
Term Sheet 

24 (First Transmittal ,  p. 3 ,  Ins. 2- 1 0.) The Review of Chino Bas in Numerical Groundwater 

25 F low Model (Updated 2003 Model), prepared by Luhdorff & Scalmanini Consulting 

26 Engineers, March 2007 ("LSCE Rev iew Report") assessed Watermaster' s  Numerical 

27 Groundwater F low Mode l (the Updated 2003 Model)  developed by Wi ldermuth 

28 Environmental Inc " ("WEI U pdated 200.3 Model") . As noted in OBMP Status Report 
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2006-02, Watermaster' s groundwater mode l s  are in the process of being revised. The 

LSCE Rev iew Report concludes that : 

For plann ing level analysis, the exist ing model is a useful and appl icable 
tool to simulate approximate basin response to management actions that involve 
the quantities and d istribution of pumping and recharge in the basin .. . .  r,□ On the 
other hand, there are a few i ssues in the model cal ibration and its appl ication that 
raise questions or the possibi l ity of chal lenges to quantitative flow and storage 
numbers that might be extracted from model output and subsequently used or 
interpreted in implementation of basin management . . .  Whi le those issues do not 
inva l idate the model for use in planning level analyses, the ultimate i ntended use 
of the model is sufficiently s ignificant that those few issues shou ld be addressed 
before relying on, and using, model output for quantity-re lated purposes. From 
interaction in this review with the model ' s  authors, it is understood that such has 
been the intent through WE.I 's development and cal ibration of a 2007 
Watermaster Model , which has been in work since mid-2006. Thus it is 
recommended that final izat ion of basin reoperation detai ls be deferred unti l the 
2007 Watermaster Model is completed. 

(LSCE Rev iew Report, p. 37.) The LSCE Review Report may be accessed through 

Watermaster' s  website by us ing the l ink to documents on Watermaster' s  FTP server. For 

convenience, two copies of the report wi l l  be l odged with the Court for its reference. 

In Watermaster' s Second Transmittal Exh ibit C, the importance of ML Scalman in i 's  

ongoing coordination with Watermaster' s engineering consu ltant, Mr" Wi ldermuth, is 

emphasized : 

Watermaster expects regular and routine communication between Mr. 
Wildermuth and Mr. Scalmanin i  to ensure maximum efficiency and accuracy in 
court review oft he subsequent evaluations of the phJ1,sical impacts of the proposed 
project [ital ics added] . 

Watermaster expects regular and routine coord ination between Mr. 
Wi ldermuth and Mr. Scalmanin i  Jo ensure efficient review [ i tal ics added] .  

(Second Transmittal , Exh .  C at pp .. 2 & 3 .) The Court may wish to encourage regular and routine 

communication between Mr .  Wildermuth and Mr. Scalmanin i  in its next order. 

IV. 

STATUS OF WATERMASTER'S LONG-TERM PLAN FOR MZl AND THE 

PUBLICATION OF GUIDANCE CRITERIA 

I n  its F i rst Transmittal, Watermaster states that the Board approved an MZ- 1 Summary 

Report and Guidance Criteria on May 25 ,  2006 . (Id. at p. 4.) Watermaster indi cates that a "draft 

alternative water supply proposal" has been developed "to assist the affected parties in 

8 
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voluntarily modify ing the ir pumping in order to avoid causing water levels to drop below the 

2 guidance leve l , which i s  245 feet below the reference point for the PA-7 piezometer at Ayala 

.3 Park." (Ibid.) Watermaster also states that a draft proposal for further moni toring and technical 

4 work also has been developed. (Ibid-) Thus, from the F irst Transmittal it appears that these two 

5 prnposal s wi l l  be circulated outside the MZ� I Technical Committee as the long-term plan, 

6 introducing it to the Pool process in Apri l or May . (Id at p. 5 ,  Ins. 6-8.) 

7 In its Second Transmittal ,  Watermaster states: " [t]he [ long-term] plan is virtual ly 

8 complete. No substantial revisions are contemplated." (Second Transm ittal ,  Exh. C, at , 9.) 

9 Exhibit C- 1 of the Second Transmittal spec ifica l ly shows that the Long-Term Management Plan 

1 0 for MZ- 1 wi l l  be submitted to the Court on May 2, 2007, and Court review and approval wil l  

1 I occur on May .30 ,  2007. Th is timeframe might not perm it adequate time for the Court to receive 

1 2  any comments on or opposition to the plan . Further, we have not been notified of a hearing date 

1 3  having been set for May 3 1 ,  2007 .  The Court may wish to request that Watermaster confirm 

1 4  whether or not the dates i n  Exh ibit C- 1  are accurate. 

1 5 VI. 

1 6 RECOMMENDATIONS 

1 7  l .  Watermaster's Second Transmittal prov ides the Court with a timeframe for implementing 

I 8 a long-term p lan for MZ- 1 and with a detai led timeframe for adding desalting capacity in 

1 9  the Basin .  (See Second Transmittal , Exh. C.) We recommend that the Court consider 

20 issuing an order requiri ng Watermaster to comply with the Second Transmittal Exhibit C 

2 1  schedule . We  also recommend that the Court consider requiring Watermaster to report to 

22 the Court any time Watermaster fal l s  more than 30 days behind schedule to expla in the 

23 delay and present a rev ised schedule. 

24 2 ,  Any proposed p lans for reoperation of the Basin wi l l  not be analyzed unti l the rev isions 

25 to Watermaster' s groundwater models are completed. We recommend the Court consider 

26 encouraging Watermaster's engineering consultant to closely coord inate with the Special 

27 Referee' s Techn ical Expert concerning the progress of modification and appl ication of 

28 the mode l s. As Watermaster emphasized in the Second Transmittal , th is wou ld "ensure 
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maximum efficiency and accuracy in  court review of the subsequent eval uations of the 

physical impacts of the proposed project." (Second Transmittal Exh. C at ,i 4.) 

.3 .  We recommend that the Court requ ire that SOBR-2006 inc l ude a reconc i l iation of 

pumping and safe y ield as discussed in Section II B above to prov ide the Court with a 

c lear and complete bas is  for consideration of Watermaster Basin reoperation proposals. 

The Court should remind Watermaster that a hearing date needs to be schedu led in early 

September 2007 to rece ive SOBR-2006 and the Annua l Repmt. Watennaster should 

al low suffic ient time after the fi l ing of the reports for any comments to be received by the 

Court . This heari ng date should a lso be used for the Court to receive a report from 

Watermaster on the status of steps 7 and 8 in Watennaster's  Second Transmittal Exhibit 

C. 

4. We recommend that the Court requ ire Watermaster to submit a supplemental fi l ing 

before the next Court hearing explaining the relationship between achiev ing hydraulic 

contro l to benefit from the Basin Plan Amendment and obtain ing approval of the Court to 

reoperate the Bas in as env is ioned in the Peace I I  Process. This supplementa l fil ing 

shou ld affirm that Watermaster wi l l  not commence Bas in reoperat ion without Court 

approval to the extent such reoperat ion would not be consistent with the Judgment 

5 .  The Court shou ld require Watermaster to submit a proposed schedule for fi l ing and 

obtai ning Court approval of the Long-Term Plan for MZ- L 

6. The Comt shou ld requ ire Watermaster to set a court date and give notice of a hearing, on 

or before November 30 , 2007, for the Court to consider conditional approva l of the Peace 

I I Agreement. 

7. With regard to the May 24, 2007 hearing to receive Watermaster' s  transmittals, 

depend ing on what responses are fi led, the Court may wish to consider waiving 

appearances by Counsel at the heari ng. 

26 Dated : May 2 ,  2007 

27 

28 Anne .L Schneider, Special Referee 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Case No. RCV 5 1 0 1 0  

Chino Basin Municipal Water District v. The City of Chino 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

I declare that: 

I am employed in the County of San Bernardino, California 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 Bernardino Road, 
Rancho Cucamonga, California 9 1 730; telephone (909) 484-3888 

On May 4, 2007, I served the following: 

1 )  SPECIAL REFEREE'S COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING OBMP 
STATUS REPORT 2006-02, FUTURE DESALTING PLANS, AND MZ-1 LONG-TERM PLAN 

I _x_j BY MAIL: in said cause, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed with postage thereon fully 
prepaid, for delivery by United States Postal Service mail at Rancho Cucamonga, California, 
addresses as follows: 
See attached service list: Mailing List 1 

/_/ BY PERSONAL SERVICE: I caused such envelope to be delivered 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 

I_:,:_} BY ELECTRONIC MAIL: I transmitted notice of availability of electronic documents by electronic 
transmission to the email address indicated The transmission was reported as complete on the 
transmission report, which was properly issued by the transmitting electronic mail device. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above is true and 
correct 

Executed on May 4 ,  2007 in Rancho Cucamonga, California 
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RUTAN & TUCKER 
6 1 1 ANTON BLVD 
SUITE 1 400 
COSTA MESA, CA 92626 

GLEN DURRINGTON 
55 12 FRANCIS ST 
CHINO, CA 9 1 7 1 0  

CARL FREEMAN 
L D  KING 
2 1 5 1  CONVENTION CENTRE WAY 
ONTARIO, CA 9 1 764 

DON GALLEANO 
4220 WINEVILLE RD 
MIRA LOMA, CA 9 1752- 14 12  

MANUEL CARRILLO 
CONSUL TANT TO SENATOR SOTO 
822 N EUCLID AVE, SUITE A 
ONTARIO, CA 9 1 762 

JOEL KUPERBERG 
OCWD GENERAL COUNSEL 
RUTAN & TUCKER, LLP 
6 1 1  ANTON BLVD , 1 4

TH 
FLOOR 

COSTA MESA, CA 92626-1 93 1  

STEVE ARBELBIDE 
4 1 7  PONDEROSA TR 
CALIMESA, CA 92320 

RODNEY BAKER 
COUNSEL FOR EGGWEST & 
JOHNSON 
PO BOX 438 
COULTERVILLE, CA 953 1 1 -0438 

LEAGUE OF CA HOMEOWNERS 
ATTN: KEN WILLIS 
99 "C" STREET, SUITE 209 
UPLAND, CA 9 1 786 

SUSAN TRAGER 
LAW OFFICES OF SUSAN M TRAGER 
19712 MACARTHUR BLVD 
SUITE 120 
IRVINE, CA 92612  

PAUL HOFER 
1 1248 S TURNER AVE 
ONTARIO, CA 9 1761 

DICK DYKSTRA 
10 129 SCHAEFER 
ONTARIO, CA 9 1 76 1 -7973 

BOB BEST 
NATL RESOURCE CONS SVCS 
25864 BUSINESS CENTER DR K 
REDLANDS, CA 92374 

PETER HETTINGA 
14244 ANON CT 
CHINO, CA 9 1 7 1 0  

KRONICK ET AL 
KRONICK MOSKOVITZ TIEDEMANN 
& GIRARD 
400 CAPITOL MALL, 27

TH 
FLOOR 

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-441 7  

ANNESLEY IGNATIUS 
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO FCD 
825 E 3

RD 
ST 

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 924 15-0835 

SANDRA ROSE 
PO BOX 337 
CHINO, CA 9 1 708 

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

CHARLES FIELD 
441 5  FIFTH STREET 
RIVERSIDE, CA 92501 

DAN FRALEY 
HERMAN G. STARK YOUTH 
CORRECTIONAL FACILITY 
1 5 180 S EUCLID 
CHINO, CA 9 1 7 1 0  

JOE DELGADO 
BOYS REPUBLIC 
3493 GRAND AVENUE 
CHINO HILLS, CA 9 1 709 

RALPH FRANK 

25345 AVENUE STANFORD, STE 208 
VALENCIA, CA 9 1 355 

JIM GALLAGHER 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA WATER CO 
2 143 CONVENTION CENTER WAY 
SUITE 1 1 0  
ONTARIO, CA 9 1 764 

PETE HALL 
PO BOX 5 1 9  
TWIN PEAKS, CA 92391 

RONALD LA BRUCHERIE 
1 2953 S BAKER AVE 
ONTARIO.CA 9 1 76 1 -7903 

W C "BILL" KRUGER 
CITY OF CHINO HILLS 
2001 GRAND AVE 
CHINO HILLS, CA 9 1709 

JOHN ANDERSON 
CBWM BOARD MEMBER 
1 2475 CEDAR AVENUE 
CHINO, CA 9 1 7 1 0  



SYP VANDER DUSSEN 
14380 EUCLID 
CHINO, CA 9 1 7 1 0  

ALAN MARKS 
COUNSEL - COUNTY OF SAN 
BERNARDINO 
1 57 W 5

TH 
STREET 

SAN BERNARDINO, CA 924 15 

GEOFFREY VANDEN HEUVEL 
CBWM BOARD MEMBER 
7551 KIMBALL AVE 
CHINO, CA 9 1 7 1 0  

ROBERT BOWCOCK 
INTEGRATED RESOURCES MGMNT 
405 N INDIAN HILL BLVD 
CLAREMONT, CA 9 1 7 1 1 -4724 

DAVID SCRIVEN 
KRIEGER & STEWART 
ENGINEERING 
3602 UNIVERSITY AVE 
RIVERSIDE, CA 92501 

SWRCB 
PO BOX 2000 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95809-2000 

SYBRAND VANDER DUSSEN 
1 0573 EDISON AVE 
ONTARIO, CA 9 1 76 1 

R E  THRASH Ill 
PRAXAIR 
5705 AIRPORT DR 
ONTARIO, CA 9 1 76 1  

BRIAN GEYE 
DIRECTOR OF TRACK ADMIN 
CALIFORNIA SPEEDWAY 
PO BOX 9300 
FONTANA, CA 92334-9300 

DAVID RINGEL 
MONTGOMERY WATSON 
PO BOX 7009 
PASADENA, CA 9 1 1 09-7009 

SENATOR NELL SOTO 
STATE CAPITOL 
ROOM NO 4066 
SACRAMENTO, CA 958 14  

JOHN THORNTON 
PSOMAS AND ASSOCIATES 
3 1 87 RED HILL AVE, SUITE 250 
COSTA MESA, CA 92626 

BOB KUHN 
669 HUNTERS TRAIL 
GLENDORA, CA 9 1 740 

MICHAEL THIES 
SPACE CENTER MIRA LOMA INC 
3401 S ETIWANDA AVE, BLDG 503 
MIRA LOMA, CA 9 1 752-1 1 26 

JIM BOWMAN 
CITY OF ONTARIO 
303 EAST "B" STREET 
ONTARIO, CA 9 1 764 

JUSTIN BROKAW 
MARYGOLD MUTUAL WATER CO 
9725 ALDER ST 
BLOOMINGTON, CA 92316-1637 
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