
CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE OF MEETING 
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9:00 a.m. - Advisory Committee Meeting 

AT THE CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER OFFICES 
9641 San Bernardino Road 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

Thursday, May 11, 2Q12 

9:00 a.m. - Advisory Committee Meeting 

AGENDA PACKAGE 



CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING 

9:00 a.m. - May 17, 2012 
WITH 

Mr. Jeff Pierson, Chair 
Ms. Rosemary Hoerning, Vice-Chair 

At The Offices Of 

CALL TO ORDER 

AGENDA - ADDITIONS/REORDER 

I. CONSENT CALENDAR 

Chino Basin Watermaster 
9641 San Bernardino Road 

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

AGENDA 

Note: All matters listed under the Consent Calendar are considered to be routine and non
controversial and will be acted upon by one motion in the form listed below. There will be no 
separate discussion on these items prior to voting unless any members, staff, or the public 
requests specific items be discussed and/or removed from the Consent Calendar for separate 
action. 

A. MINUTES 
1. Minutes of the Advisory Committee Meeting held April 19, 2012 (Page 1) 

B. FINANCIAL REPORTS 
1. Cash Disbursements for the month of March 2012 (Page 7) 
2. Watermaster VISA Check Detail for the month of March 2012 (Page 21) 
3. Combining Schedule for the Period July 1,2011 through March 31,2012 (Page 25) 
4. Treasurer's Report of Financial Affairs for the Period March 1,2012 through March 31, 

2012 (Page 29) 
5. Budget vs. Actual Report for the Period July 1,2011 through March 31,2012 (Page 33) 

C. WATER TRANSACTION 
1. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will 
purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from the City of Upland. The transfer will be made first from 
the City of Upland's under-production in Fiscal Year 2011-12, then any additional from storage. 
Date of Application: March 26, 2012 (Page 43) 
2. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will 
purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from Monte Vista Irrigation Company. The transfer will be 
made from Monte Vista Irrigation Company's Excess Carryover Account. Date of Application: 
March 26, 2012 (Page 53) 
3. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will 
purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from Monte Vista Water District. The transfer will be made 
from Monte Vista Water District's Excess Carryover Account. Date of Application: March 26, 
2012 (Page 63) 
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4. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will 
purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from the Santa Ana River Water Company. The transfer will 
be made first from the Santa Ana River Water Company's under-production in Fiscal Year 2011-
12, then any additional from storage. Date of Application: March 26, 2012 (Page 73) 
5. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will 
purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from the City of Chino. The transfer will be made from the 
City of Chino's Excess Carryover Account. Date of Application: March 26,2012 (Page 83) 
6. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will 
purchase 16.394 acre-feet of water from Aqua Capital Management. The transfer will be made 
from Aqua Capital Management's Local Storage Account. Date of Application: March 26, 2012 
(Page 93) 
7. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will 
purchase 16.394 acre-feet of water from Auto Club Speedway. The transfer will be made from 
Auto Club Speedway's Local Storage Account. Date of Application: March 26, 2012 (Page 103) 

II. BUSINESS ITEMS 
A. WATERMASTER BUDGET 

Consider Approval of the Watermaster Fiscal Year 2012/2013 Budget (Page 113) 

B. CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER RECHARGE MASTER PLAN UPDATE FILING 
Consider Staff's Recommendation to the Advisory Committee and Watermaster Board that They: 
1. Approve the Final Draft of Sections 1-4 of the 2012 Chino Basin Recharge Master Plan 
Update; 2. Authorize Filing the Recharge Master Plan Status Report With the Court; 3. Direct 
Staff to Continue Working the Stakeholders and Recharge Master Plan Update Steering 
Committee on Completing the Remaining Sections of the Update (Page 175) 

C. WATERMASTER BUDGET TRANSFERS AND BUDGET AMENDMENTS 
Consider Staff's Recommendation to Approve Budget Transfer Form T-12-05-01 and Budget 
Amendment Form A-12-05-01 (Page 267) 

III. REPORTSIUPDATES 
A. LEGAL REPORT 

1. Day Creek and San Sevaine Recharge Permit Time Extensions 
2. Paragraph 31 Appeal 

B. ENGINEERING REPORT 
1. HCMP Monitoring Report 
2. Groundwater Model Calibration Update 
3. Extensometer Progress 

C. CEO REPORT 

D. INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY 
1. MWD Update - Oral 
2. State and Federal Legislative Reports (Page 277) 
3. Community Outreach/Public Relations (Page 297) 
4. IEUA Monthly Water Newsletter (Page 299) 

E, OTHER METROPOLITAN MEMBER AGENCY REPORTS 

IV. INFORMATION 
1. Cash Disbursements for April 2012 (Page 305) 

V. COMMITTEE MEMBER COMMENTS 
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VI. OTHER BUSINESS 

VII. CONFIDENTIAL SESSION - POSSIBLE ACTION 
Pursuant to the Advisory Committee Rules & Regulations, a Confidential Session may be held during 
the Watermaster Pool meeting for the purpose of discussion and possible action. 

VIII. FUTURE MEETINGS AT WATERMASTER 
Thursday, May 17, 2012 9:00 a.m. 
Thursday, May 17, 2012 10:00 a.m. 
Tuesday, May 22,2012 9:00 a.m. 
Thursday, May 24,2012 11 :00 a.m. 
Thursday, June 7,2012 10:00 a.m. 
Thursday, June 14, 2012 9:00 a.m. 
Thursday, June 14, 2012 11 :00 a.m. 
Thursday, June 14, 2012 1:30 p.m. 
Thursday, June 21,2012 9:00 a.m. 
Thursday, June 21,2012 10:00 a.m. 
Thursday, June 28,2012 11 :00 a.m. 

Meeting Adjourn 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

I. CONSENT CALENDAR 

A. MINUTES 

1. Advisory Committee Meeting held 
on April 19,2012 



DRAFT MINUTES 
CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING 
April 19, 2012 

The Advisory Committee meeting was held at the offices of the Chino Basin Watermaster, 9641 San 
Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga CA, on April 19, 2012, at 9:00 a.m. 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT 
Agricultural Pool 
Jeff Pierson, Chair 
Bob Feenstra 
Pete Hall 
Appropriative Pool 
Marty Zvirbulis 
Scott Burton 
Rosemary Hoerning 
Raul Garibay 
Ron Craig 
Dave Crosley 
Mark Kinsey 
Van Jew 
Robert Young 
Josh Swift 
Tom Harder 
Charles Moorrees 
J. Arnold Rodriguez 
Non-Agricultural Pool 
Brian Geye 
Curtis Aaron 

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT 
Paula Lantz 
Bob Bowcock 
Bill Kruger 

Watermaster Staff Present 
Ken Jeske 
Danielle Maurizio 
Joe Joswiak 
Gerald Greene 
Sherri Molino 

Watermaster Consultants Present 
Scott Slater 
Mark Wildermuth 
Michael Cruikshank 

Others Present Who Signed In 
Seth Zielke 
Sheri Rojo 
David De Jesus 
Rick Hanson 
Dennis Mejia 
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Ag Pool - Crops 
Ag Pool - Dairy 
Ag Pool - State of California - CIM 

Cucamonga Valley Water District 
City of Ontario 
City of Upland 
City of Pomona 
City of Chino Hills 
City of Chino 
Monte Vista Water District 
Monte Vista Irrigation Company 
Fontana Water Company 
Fontana Union Water Company 
Jurupa Community Services District 
Santa Antonio Water Company 
Santa Ana River Water Company 

Auto Club Speedway 
California Steel Industries 

City of Pomona 
Vulcan Materials Company (Calmat Division) 
City of Chino Hills 

Interim CEO 
Senior Engineer 
Chief Financial Officer 
Senior Environmental Engineer 
Recording Secretary 

Brownstein, Hyatt, Farber & Schreck 
Wildermuth Environmental Inc. 
Wildermuth Environmental Inc. 

Fontana Water Company 
Fontana Water Company 
Three Valleys Municipal Water District 
Three Valleys MuniCipal Water District 
City of Ontario 
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Mike Maestas 
Nadeem Majaj 
Robert Tock 
Eldon Horst 
Jo lynne Russo-Pereyra 
John Bosler 
Justin Scott-Coe 
Tom love 
Terry Catlin 
Craig Miller 
Chris Berch 
Eunice Ulloa 
Curtis Paxton 
Brian Dickinson 
Jack Safely 
Rick Reese 
Robert Deloach 

City of Chino Hills 
City of Chino Hills 

April 19, 2012 

Jurupa Community Services District 
Jurupa Community Services District 
Cucamonga Valley Water District 
Cucamonga Valley Water District 
Monte Vista Water District 
Inland Empire Utilities Agency 
Inland Empire Utilities Agency 
I nland Empire Utilities Agency 
Inland Empire Utilities Agency 
Chino Basin Water Conservation District 
Chino Desalter Authority 
Chino Desalter Authority 
Western Municipal Water District 
Amec 
Deloach & Associates 

Chair Pierson called the Advisory Committee meeting to order at 9:07 a.m. 

AGENDA - ADDITIONS/REORDER 
No additions or reorders were made to the agenda. 

I. CONSENT CALENDAR 
A. MINUTES 

1. Minutes of the Advisory Committee Meeting held March 15,2012 

B. FINANCIAL REPORTS 
1. Cash Disbursements for the month of February 2012 
2. Watermaster VISA Check Detail for the month of February 2012 
3. Combining Schedule for the Period July 1, 2011 through February 29, 2012 
4. Treasurer's Report of Financial Affairs for the Period February 1, 2012 through February 29, 

2012 
5. Budget vs. Actual Report for the Period July 1,2011 through February 29,2012 

C. WATER TRANSACTION 
1. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - The lease and/or purchase of 2.372 
acre-feet of water from San Antonio Water Company to Monte Vista Water District as a method 
of utilizing its SAWCO shares. This lease is made first from San Antonio's net underproduction 
in FY 2011-2012, with any remainder to be recaptured from storage. Date of application: 
February 9,2012 
2. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - The lease and/or purchase of 
500.000 acre-feet of water from San Antonio Water Company to Monte Vista Water District. 
This lease is made first from San Antonio's net underproduction in FY 2011-2012, with any 
remainder to be recaptured from storage. Date of application: February 14, 2012 

Motion by Young second by Moorrees, and by unanimous vole 
Moved to approve Consent Calendar Items A through C, as presented 

II. BUSINESS ITEMS 
A. WATERMASTER INVESTMENT POLICY 

Mr. Jeske stated this item is a recommended amendment to the Watermaster Investment Policy. 
Mr. Jeske stated this amendment will allow additional avenues for investment. Mr. Jeske stated 
this item has gone to all three Pools and they have all passed this item unanimously. Mr. Jeske 
stated approving this investment does not mean Watermaster is going to throw all our funds into 
this investment; this is just another opportunity for investment at a slightly higher return. 
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Motion by Craig second by Burton, and by unanimous vote 
Moved to approve the amended Watermaster Investment Policy to include 
Investment Trust of California (CaITRUST), as presented 

B. WATERMASTER RESOLUTION 12-04 APPROVING MEMBERSHIP IN THE ACWA JOINT 
POWERS AUTHORITY 
Mr. Jeske stated this Resolution is for approving membership in the ACWA Joint Powers 
Authority because they have changed their name. There are no changes to benefits or cost for 
this change. 

Motion by Burton second by Crosley, and by unanimous vole 
Moved to approve Resolution 12-04 approving membership in the ACWA Joint 
Powers Authority and staff's recommendation for the remaining directions to move 
this action forward, as presented 

III. REPORTS/UPDATES 
A. LEGAL REPORT 

1. Restated Judgment 
Counsel Slater stated, with regard to the Restated Judgment, we were trying to distinguish 
between the restatement itself and an effort to annotate the Judgment so there would be a 
user friendly document that would integrate all of the various agreements and court orders 
into a single document. Counsel Slater stated the effort to provide a Restated Judgment 
was simply an effort to engage in a scriveners exercise to come up with the modernized 
version of the Judgment, and the court indicated a desire to have that document, but at 
Watermaster's convenience. Counsel Slater stated in the process of working on some other 
items there was some concern expressed about moving forward with that document at this 
present time; it was decided it was best to defer this because there is no present urgency to 
move forward on this item. Counsel Slater stated this item is presently on pause and it will 
come back on a future agenda. 

2. Extension of Time for San Sevaine Project State Water Resources Control Board Permit 
20753 
Counsel Slater stated this item is for an extension of time for the San Sevaine Project. 
Counsel Slater stated Watermaster holds three separate diversion permits for putting the 
water to beneficial use. Counsel Slater stated the San Sevaine permit expired in 2010 and, 
prior to the expiration, an extension for time was filed for to make that permit application to 
beneficial use requirement coterminous with the other permits. Counsel Slater stated there 
has been nice correspondence back and forth with the staff of the State Water Resources 
Control Board and counsel believes that the request will be granted, and the final details are 
being worked on for the order which will be published as a draft and then a final. Counsel 
Slater stated again, it is his belief this extension will be granted. 

3. Paragraph 31 Motion 
Counsel Slater stated this item is for the Paragraph 31 Motion. Counsel Slater stated the 
Watermaster Board approved a settlement at their last closed session. Counsel Slater 
stated it approved the settlement which in substance declared that the earlier option 
element of the Purchase and Sale Agreement terms had not been satisfied, that the options 
therefore failed, and under the default provisions that are in the agreement and provided for 
in the exhibits to the Judgment were previously approved by the court; the water could 
move in a format that was provided for under the Judgment amendments at a different price 
and a different schedule was substituted. Counsel Slater stated counsel has approved the 
Settlement Agreement as to form and it is presently being circulated among members of the 
Overlying Non-Agricultural Pool and the Appropriative Pool for approval. Counsel Slater 
stated the Watermaster's signature on the document is dependent on approval and 
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execution by the Appropriative Pool. Counsel Slater stated as soon we are notified that has 
occurred, Chairman Kuhn wil[ execute the document, and we are pleased to move that 
behind us. 

B. CEO/STAFF REPORT 
1. Recharge Master Plan Update/Storage Issues Review Process 

Mr. Jeske stated the Recharge Master Plan Update Committee meeting is following this 
meeting today. Mr. Jeske stated chapters 1 through 4 and the tables will be walked through 
and discussed, and we are asking for comments on this item; comments are due by Apri[ 
27, 2012 and are to be sent to Mark Wildermuth and himself. Mr. Jeske stated this item will 
then come back next month through the Watermaster process next month for filing in June. 

2. OBMP Semi Annua[ Status Report 2011-2 
Mr. Jeske stated the OBMP Semi-Annual Status Report 2011-2 is in the meeting package 
starting on page 79. 

3. Fisca[ Year 2012/2013 Watermaster Budget 
Mr. Jeske stated the Watermaster Budget Workshop has now been scheduled for April 26, 
2012, following the Watermaster Board meeting at 1 :30 p.m. Mr. Jeske stated at that 
workshop the administrative draft budget will be shown and comments will be received so 
that the budget can be brought forward in the May meetings for a June adoption. Mr. Jeske 
stated he reported this to the three Pools that the Board, in December 2011, had approved 
approximately $162,000 for work under a contract with Inland Empire Utilities Agency 
(lEUA) on the Turner Basin. Mr. Jeske stated Watermaster had a savings anticipated this 
year in the budget for recharge capital and with the authority that staff has, staff wil[ use that 
savings to fund this work without change to the budget or assessments. Mr. Jeske stated 
the benefits are based on safe yield and staff has created an additional line item under the 
recharge capital budget to track that work. Mr. Jeske stated if the work is not all completed 
this year, it will be carried over. Mr. Jeske stated this is a not to exceed contract. Mr. Jeske 
stated staff has found there is a contract that needs to be completed out this year for the 
Hickory Basin; this contract was entered into in 2007. Mr. Jeske stated because 
Watermaster has not been able to carry over project funds in the past, there was no budget 
for it this year and the benefits for that are similar to the Turner Basins. Mr. Jeske stated 
there was enough savings in that recharge capital to fund both of these projects this year; 
staff has done another line item to establish a line item for our share of the cost to finish the 
Hickory Basin Project out at approximately $31,000. Mr. Craig inquired as to the rationale 
behind why the improvements were not made in 2007. Mr. Jeske stated there were a 
number of delays in the project and a lot of follow up work that had to be done by the F[ood 
Control District to finish and complete the project; Watermaster is helping fund the project 
and others are carrying out the contract. 

C. [NLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY 
1. MWD Update - Oral 

Mr. Craig stated Metropolitan Water District (MWD) approved a two year budget. Mr. Craig 
stated he is sure all have heard of the MWD rate increases. Mr. Craig reviewed the four 
options MWD considered in detail and noted MWD finally approved 5% and then 5% in the 
next two years. Mr. Craig stated state allocations have been reported up to 60% and it has 
been a very wet winter in the northern part of the state; it has been very dry in this part, 
especially the first portion of winter, and they are at 85% of normal in the northern sierras. 
Mr. Craig stated the snowpack is actually doing fairly well and it has actually been a fairly 
wet April so things are looking good for the northern side; however, the southern side is still 
looking at 50% of their average. A discussion regarding Mr. Craig's report ensued. 

2. Water Softener Initiative 
No comment was made. 
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3. Community Outreach/Public Relations 
No comment was made. 

4. State and Federal Legislative Reports 
No comment was made. 

5. IEUA Monthly Water Newsletter 
No comment was made. 

April 19, 2012 

C. OTHER METROPOLITAN MEMBER AGENCY REPORTS 
Mr. Hanson stated MWD established a budget and a two-year rate; however, they did not set a 
rate for replenishment water and so those discussions are still ongoing. Mr. Jeske offered 
comments on a meeting he recently attended. 

IV. INFORMATION 
1. Cash Disbursements for March 2012 

No comment was made. 

V. COMMITTEE MEMBER COMMENTS 
A. JURUPA COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT PRESENTATION 

1. Hydrologic Imbalance in Management Zone-3 of the Chino Basin 
Mr. Harder stated this presentation was given to all three Pools earlier this month and noted 
he and others are here from Jurupa Community Services District to give the presentation if 
required. Chair Pierson asked the committee members if the presentation needed to be 
given again today since it has been seen at the Pool meetings. The committee noted the 
presentation did not need to be given. 

VI. OTHER BUSINESS 
Mr. Craig stated Mr. John Mura, who was the former public works director at the City of Chino Hills 
and last year's chair of the Appropriative Pool, has moved on to become general manager of East 
Valley Water Districl. Mr. Craig stated the City of Chino Hills has completed their executive search 
and he is happy to announce the new Public Works Director, Nadeem Majaj. Mr. Craig offered some 
history on Mr. Majaj and he welcomed Mr. Majaj. Chair Pierson also welcomed Mr. Majaj. 

VII. CONFIDENTIAL SESSION - POSSIBLE ACTION 
Pursuant to the Advisory Committee Rules & Regulations, a Confidential Session may be held during 
the Watermaster Pool meeting for the purpose of discussion and possible action. 

No confidential session was called. 

VIII. FUTURE MEETINGS AT WATER MASTER 
Thursday, April 19, 2012 8:00 a.m. 
Thursday, April 19, 2012 9:00 a.m. 
Thursday, April 19, 2012 10:00 a.m. 
Thursday, April 26, 2012 9:00 a.m. 
Thursday, April 26, 2012 11 :00 a.m. 
Thursday, May 3,2012 10:00 a.m. 
Thursday, May 10, 2012 9:00 a.m. 
Thursday, May 10, 2012 11:00 a.m. 
Thursday, May 10, 2012 1:30 p.m. 
Thursday, May 17, 2012 9:00 a.m. 
Thursday, May 17, 2012 10:00 a.m. 
Thursday, May 24, 2012 11:00 a.m. 

IEUA DYY Meeting 
Advisory Committee Meeting 
CB RMPU Steering Comm. and Storage Mtg. 
Land Subsidence Committee Meeting 
Watermaster Board Meeting 
CB RMPU Steering Comm. and Storage Mtg. 
Appropriative Pool Meeting 
Non-Agricultural Pool Conference Call Mtg. 
Agricultural Pool Meeting 
Advisory Committee Meeting 
CB RMPU Steering Comm. and Storage Mtg. 
Watermaster Board Meeting 

Chair Pierson adjourned the Advisory Cornmittee meeting at 9:26 a.m. 
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Secretary: __________ _ 

Minutes Approved: 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

I. CONSENT CALENDAR 
B. FINANCIAL REPORTS 

1. Cash Disbursements for the month of March 2012 
2. Watermaster VISA Check Detail for the month of 

March 2012 
3. Combining Schedule for the Period July 1, 2011 through 

March 31 , 2012 
4. Treasurer's Report of Financial Affairs for the Period 

March 1, 2012 through March 31 , 2012 
5. Budget vs. Actual Report for the Period March 1,2011 

through March 31,2012 



CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 

Tel: 909.484.3888 Fax: 909.484.3890 www.cbwm.org 

STAFF REPORT 

DATE: May 17, 2012 

TO: Committee Members 

SUBJECT: Cash Disbursement Report - Financial Report B1 

SUMMARY 

Issue - Record of cash disbursements for the month of March 2012. 

Recommendation - Staff recommends the Cash Disbursements for March 2012 be received 
and filed as presented. 

Fiscal Impact - Funds disbursed were included in the FY 2011-2012 Watermaster Budget. 

BACKGROUND 
A monthly cash disbursement report is provided to keep all members apprised of Watermaster 
expenditures. 

DISCUSSION 
Total cash disbursements during the month of March 2012 were $835,401.41 . The most significant 
expenditures during the month were to Chino Basin Desalter Authority in the amount of $295,200.00 
(check number 15880 dated March 8, 2012), Wildermuth Environmental, Inc. in the amount of 
$241 ,770.21 (check number 15923 dated March 21, 2012) and Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck in the 
amount of $51 ,223.78 (check number 15922 dated March 21, 2012). 

Actions: 
May 10, 2012 Appropriative Pool- Approved unanimously 
May 10, 2012 Non-Agricultural Pool- Moved to receive and file without approval 
May 10, 2012 Agricultural Pool- Approved unanimously 
May 17, 2012 Advisory Committee-
May 24, 2012 Watermaster Board -
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER Financial Report - 81 
Cash Disbursements For The Month of 

March,2012 

~pe Date Nom Name Memo Account Paid Amount 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15838 A&R BRIDGESTONE FIRESTONE AUTO CARE 3-3086 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 3·3086 Field truck maintenance 6177 . Vehicle Repairs & Maintenance 248.68 

TOTAL 248.68 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/0112012 15839 ACWA SERVICES CORPORATION 00198 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Birl 02/29/2012 00198 Prepayment" March 2012 1409· Prepaid Ufe, BAD&D & LTD 137.82 

February 2012 60191 . Life & Disab.lns Benefits 131.90 

TOTAL 269.72 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15840 APPLIED COMPUTER TECHNOLOGIES 2046 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 2046 Database Services" February 2012 6052.2 . Applied Computer Techno! 2,309.10 

TOTAL 2,309.10 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01{2012 15841 ARROWHEAD MOUNTAIN SPRING WATER 0023230253 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/29/2012 0023230253 Office Water Bottle - February 2012 6031.7 . Other Office Supplies 38.90 

TOTAL 38.90 

"'tJ Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15842 BOWCOCK, ROBERT 2/23112 Board Meeting 1012· Bank of America Gen" Ckg 

CO Bill 02/23/2012 2123 Board Meeting 2/23112 Board Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 

TOTAL 125.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15843 CALPERS 1394905143 1012· Bank of America Gen" Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 1394905143 Medical Insurance Premium - March 2012 60182.1 . Medical Insurance 5,548.88 

TOTAL 5,548.88 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15844 CALPERS 457 PLAN Payroll and Taxes for 02105/12-02/18/12 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

General Journal 02/18/2012 02/18/2012 CALPERS 457 PLAN Employee 457 Deductions for 02/05/12-02/18/12 2000 . Accounts Payable 11,435.10 

TOTAL 11,435.10 

Bill Pmt -Check 03101/2012 15845 COMPUTER NETWORK 1012· Bank of America Gen'! Ckg 

Bill 02/16/2012 83544 Supplies for plotter - printheads and cartridges 6031.7 . Other Office Supplies 744.55 

Bill 02/16/2012 83536 Keyboard for board room 6031.7 . Other Office Supplies 98.59 

Bill 02/28/2012 83654 Backup drives 6055 . Computer Hardware 513.97 

.Bill 02/28/2012 83655 Adobe acrobat software 6054 . Computer software 322.17 

TOTAL 1,679.28 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15846 CORELOG!C INFORMATION SOLUTIONS 80418279 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 80418279 80418279 7103.7 . Grdwtr Qual-Computer Svc 62.50 

80418279 7101.4' Prod Monitor-Computer 62.50 

TOTAL 125.00 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER Financial Report - B1 
Cash Disbursements For The Month of 

March,2012 

Type Date Num Name Memo Account Paid Amount 

Bill Pmt -Check 0310112012 15847 CURATALO, JAMES 2123/12 Board Meeting 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/23/2012 2123 Board mtg 2/23112 Board Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 

TOTAL 125.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03101/2012 15848 DE BOOM, NATHAN AG Pool Member Meeting Compensation 1012· Bank of America Gen'\ Ckg 

Bill 02109/2012 2/09 Ag Pool Mtg 2109/12 Ag Pool Meeting 8411· Compensation 25.00 

AG Pool Member Meeting Compensation 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

TOTAL 125.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/0112012 15849 DIRECTV 019447404 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/29/2012 019447404 Office connection for 2/19/12 - 3/18/12 6031.7' Other Office Supplies 86.99 

TOTAL 86.99 

Bill Pmt -Check 03101/2012 15850 CURRINGTON, GLEN AG POOL MEMBER COMPENSATION 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/09/2012 2109 Ag Pool Mtg 2/09112 Ag Pool Meeting 8411· Compensation 25.00 

AG Pool Member Meeting Compensation 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

TOTAL 125.00 

-0 
~ 

0 Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15851 ELIE, STEVEN 2/23112 Board Meeting 1012' Bank of America Gen'[ Ckg 

Bill 02/23/2012 2123 Board Mtg 2/23/12 Board Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 

TOTAL 125.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15852 FEENSTRA, BOB 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/09/2012 2/09 Ag Pool Mtg 2/09/12 Ag Pool Meeting 8411· Compensation 25.00 

2109/12 Ag Pool Meeting 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

Bill 02/23/2012 2/23 Board Mtg 2/23112 Board Meeting 8411· Compensation 25.00 

2/23/12 Board Meeting 8470 . Ag Meetlng Attend -Special 100.00 

TOTAL 250.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03101/2012 15853 GEOSCIENCE SUPPORT SERVICES, INC. 4555-11-02 1012· Bank of America Gen'\ Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 4555-11-02 October1, 2011 to January 31, 2012 7107.6' Grd Level-Contract Svcs 3,295.00 

TOTAL 3,295.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/0112012 15854 GROOMAN'S PUMP & WELL DRILLING, INC. 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/10/2012 12971 12971 7102.8 . In-line Meter-Callb & Test 1,023.54 

Bill 02/10/2012 12970 12970 7102.7' In-line Meter 796.88 

TOTAL 1,820.42 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15855 HALL, PETE· 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

BUI 02/09/2012 2/09 Ag Pool Mtg 2/09/12 Ag Pool Meeting 8411 . Compensation 25.00 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER Financial Report - B1 
Cash Disbursements For The Month of 

March,2012 

Type Date Nurn Name Memo Account Paid Amount 

AG Pool Member Meeting Compensation 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

Bill 02/16/2012 2/16 Advisory Comm 2/16/12 Advisory Committee Meeting 8411· Compensation 25.00 

AG Pool Member Meeting Compensation 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

Bill 02/16/2012 2/16 LSCommittee 2/16/12 land Subsidence Committee Meeting 8411 . Compensation 25.00 

AG Pool Member Meeting Compensatlon 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

Bill 02/23/2012 2123 Board Mtg 2/23112 Board Meeting 8411· Compensation 25.00 

AG Pool Member Meeting Compensation 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

TOTAL 500.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/0112012 15856 HOGAN LOVELLS 2644389 1012· Bank of America Gen'! Ckg 

Bill 02/08/2012 2644389 Non-Ag Pool legal Services - January 2012 8567 . Non-Ag legal Service 6,853.69 

TOTAL 6,853.69 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15857 HUlTS lNG, JOHN Ag Pool Member Compensation 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/09/2012 2/09 Ag Pool Mtg 2/09/12 Ag Pool Meeting 8411 . Compensation 25.00 

Ag Pool Member Compensation 8470· Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

TOTAL 125.00 

""C Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15858 
~ 

INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY 90009223 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

~ Bill 02/28/2012 90009223 90009223 8456 . IEUA Readiness To Serve 552.90 

TOTAL 552.90 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15859 JAMES JOHNSTON 253 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 253 Website Maintenance - February 2012 6052.3 . Website Consulting 810.00 

TOTAL 810.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/0112012 15860 KRUGER, W. C. "BILL" 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/16/2012 2116 LSC Committee 2/16/12 Land Subsidence Committee Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 

Bill 02/23/2012 2123 Board Mtg 2/23/12 Board Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 

TOTAL 250.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15861 KUHN, BOB 1012· Bank of America Gen'! Ckg 

Bill 02/06/2012 2/06 Personnel Comm 2/06/12 Personnel Committee Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 

Blil 02/09/2012 2/09 Appro Pool Mtg 2/09/12 Appropriative Pool Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 

Bill 02/23/2012 2123 Board Mtg 2/23112 Board Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 

Bill 02/28/2012 2128 Admin Mig 2/28112 Administrative Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 

TOTAL 500.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03101/2012 15862 LANTZ, PAULA 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/06/2012 2/06 Personnel Comm 2/06/12 Personnel Committee Meeting 6311· Board Member Compensation 125.00 

Bill 02/09/2012 2109 App Pool Mtg 2/09/12 Appropriative Pool Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 
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Bill 02/23/2012 2123 Board Mtg 2/23112 Board Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 

TOTAL 375.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15863 LEGAL SHIELD 111802 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 111802 Employee Deductions - February 2012 60194· Other Employee Insurance 51.80 

TOTAL 51.80 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15864 MCCALL'S METER SALES & SERVICE 22018 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/10/2012 22018 22018 7102.5' In-line Meter-Computer 2,057.40 

22018 7102.8' In-line Meter-Calib & Test 1,350.00 

TOTAL 3,407.40 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/0112012 15865 PARK PLACE COMPUTER SOLUTIONS, INC. 459 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Blil 02/29/2012 459 IT Services - February 2012 6052.1 . Park Place Comp Solutn 2,400.00 

TOTAL 2,400.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01{2012 15866 PIERSON, JEFFREY 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/09/2012 2109 Ag Pool Mtg 2/09/12 Ag Pool Meeting 8411· Compensation 25.00 

-0 2/09/12 Ag Pool Meeting 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 
~ 

N Bill 02/16/2012 2116 Advisory Comm 2/16/12 Advisory Committee Meeting 8411· Compensation 25.00 

2/16/12 Advisory Committee Meeting 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

Bill 02/23/2012 2123 Board Mtg 2/23/12 Board Meeting 8411 . Compensation 25.00 

2/23/12 Board Meeting 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

TOTAL 375.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15867 PREMIERE GLOBAL SERVICES 10569878 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 10569878 Conference call- 01/03/12 6022 . Telephone 97.50 

Assessment package workshop call- 01/05/12 6022 . Telephone 56.08 

NonAg Pool meeting conference call- 01/12/12 8512· Meeting Expense 228.02 

CCWF conference caIl- 01/17/12 7103.6' Grdwtr Qual-Supplies 74.78 

Monthly service charges 6022 . Telephone 25.48 

TOTAL 481.86 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/01/2012 15868 PRINTING RESOURCES 57753 1012· Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 57753 Nameplate for Brad Herrema 6031.7 . Other Office Supplies 28.44 

TOTAL 28.44 

Bill Pmt -Check 03101/2012 15869 PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM Payor #3493 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/29/2012 139405143 Survivor Benefit FY 2011-2012 premium 60180 . Employers PERS Expense 468.00 

TOTAL 468.00 
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Type 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Blil 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Blil 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

""t:J Bill 
~ 

iUiTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

General Journal 

Date 

03/01/2012 

02/28/2012 

03/01/2012 

02/28/2012 

03/01/2012 

02/18/2012 

03/0112012 

02/28/2012 

03/01/2012 

02/28/2012 

03/01/2012 

02/09/2012 

02/23/2012 

03/01/2012 

02/09/2012 

03/01/2012 

02/29/2012 

03/01/2012 

02/28/2012 

03/01/2012 

02/18/2012 

15870 

2936561 

Nurn 

15871 

00-640888-0009 

15872 

8021092245 

15873 

1970970-11 

15874 

0026926184 

15875 

2/09 Ag Pool Mtg 

2/23 Board Mtg 

15876 

2/09 Ag Pool Mtg 

15877 

012561121521714508 

15878 

001017890001 

15879 

02/18/2012 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Cash Disbursements For The Month of 

March,2012 

Name 

SOFTCHOICE 

STANDARD INSURANCE CO. 

STAPLES BUSINESS ADVANTAGE 

STATE COMPENSATION INSURANCE FUND 

UNITED HEAL THCARE 

VANDEN HEUVEL, GEOFFREY 

VANDEN HEUVEL, ROB 

VERIZON 

VISION SERVICE PLAN 

Memo 

2936561 

Volume License Agreement Renewal-Software 

Policy # 00-640888-0009 

Life and AD&D - Policy # 00-640888-0009 

8021092245 

Copy paper 

Miscellaneous office supplies 

1970970-11 

Workers Comp Premium - February 2012 

0026926184 

Dental Premium - March 2012 

6311 

2/09/12 Ag Pool Meeting 

2/23/12 Board Meeting 

AG POOL MEMBER COMPENSATION 

2/09/12 Ag Pool Meeting 

Ag Pool Member Compensation 

012561121521714508 

012561121521714508 

00-101789-0001 

Vision Insurance Premium - March 2012 

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM Payor #3493 

Account 

1012· Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

6054 . Computer Software 

1012' Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

60191· Life & Disab.ins Benefits 

1012· Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

6031.1' Copy Paper 

6031.7 . Other Office SuppJles 

1012· Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

60183 . Worker's Comp Insurance 

1012' Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

60182.2' Dental & Vision Ins 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6311 . Board Member Compensation 

6311 . Board Member Compensation 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

8411· Compensation 

8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

7405' PE4-0ther Expense 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

60182.2· Dental & Vision Ins 

1012· Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM 457 Employee Deductions for 02/05/12-02/18/12 2000· Accounts Payable 

Financial Report - 81 

Paid Amount 

2,791.04 

2,791.04 

539.66 

539.66 

183.96 

23.70 

207.66 

1,359.70 

1,359.70 

447.47 

447.47 

125.00 

125.00 

250.00 

25.00 

100.00 

125.00 

168.47 

168.47 

26.71 

26.71 

8.086.11 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER Financial Report - B1 
Cash Disbursements For The Month of 

March,2012 

Type Date Num Name Memo Account Paid Amount 

TOTAL 8,086.11 

General Journal 03/03/2012 03/03/2012 Payroll and Taxes for 02/19/12-03/03/12 Payroll and Taxes for 02{19/12·03/03/12 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Payroll Taxes for 02/19/12-03/03/12 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 10,208.30 

Direct Deposits for 02/19/12-03/03/12 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 26,892.76 

37,101.06 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/08/2012 15880 CHINO BASIN DESALTER AUTHORITY" 1800000097 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 1800000097 Horizontal Extensometer - Progress Pymnt 7107.7 . Grd level-Extensometer Install 295,200.00 

TOTAL 295,200.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03112f2012 15881 ACWA SERVICES CORPORATION 00198 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/06/2012 00198 Prepayment - April 2012 1409 . Prepaid Ufe, BAD&D & lTD 199.71 

March 2012 60191 . Ufe & Disab.lns Benefits 152.80 

TOTAL 352.51 

Bill Pmt -Check 03f12/2012 15882 CHARLES Z. FEDAK & COMPANY 1012· Bank of America Gen'! Ckg 

Bill 02/29/2012 Audit Progress pymnt - February 2012 6062 . Audit Services 420.00 

iCTAL 420.00 
~ 

.po 
Bill Pmt -Check 03/12/2012 15883 DGO AUTO DETAILING 1012· Bank of America Gen'[ Ckg 

Bill 02/29/2012 Wash 4 trucks-02/16/12 & 4 trucks-02/29/12 6177· Vehicle Repairs & Maintenance 200.00 

TOTAL 200.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/1212012 15884 GEOSCIENCE SUPPORT SERVICES, INC. 4555-11-03 1012· Bank of America Gen'[ Ckg 

Bill 02/29/2012 4555-11-03 February 1-29, 2012 7107.6· Grd level-Contract Svcs 285.00 

TOTAL 285.00 

BiI[ Pmt -Check 03/12/2012 15885 GOLDEN METERS SERVICE 248 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 0310612012 248 248 7102.8 . In-line Meter-Calib & Test 1,334.59 

TOTAL 1,334.59 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/12/2012 15886 GREAT AMERICA LEASING CORP. 11976896 1012· Bank of America Gen'! Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 11976869 Copier lease invoice 6043.1 . Ricoh Lease Fee 2,788.53 

Usage for Black Copies 6043.2 . Ricoh Usage & Maintenance Fee 365.60 

Usage for Color Copies 6043.2 . Ricoh Usage & Maintenance Fee 302.53 

TOTAL 3,456.66 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/12/2012 15887 HSBC BUSINESS SOLUTIONS 7003-7309-1000M2744 1012· Bank of America Gen'J Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 7003730910002744 Miscellaneous office supplies 6031.7 . Other Office Supplies 265.49 

TOTAL 265.49 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER Financial Report ~ B1 
Cash Disbursements For The Month of 

March,2012 

Type Date Num Name Memo Account Paid Amount 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/12/2012 15888 MCCALL'S METER SALES & SERVICE 22105 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/29/2012 22105 22105 7102.5 . In~line Meter-Computer 3,863.89 

22105 7102.7 . In-line Meter 3,358.81 

TOTAL 7,222.70 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/12f2012 15889 MWH LABORATORIES L0080845 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/07/2012 L0080845 L0080845 7103.5 . Grdwtr Qual-Lab Svcs 838.00 

TOTAL 838.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/1212012 15890 PAYCHEX 2012030100 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Blil 02/29/2012 2012030100 Payroll Services - February 2012 6012' Payroll Services 252.22 

TOTAL 252.22 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/12/2012 15891 PURCHASE POWER 8000909000168851 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/29/2012 8000909000168851 Postage/mailings for the month 6042 . Postage - General 78.83 

TOTAL 78.83 

-0 Bill Pmt -Check 03f1212012 15892 SAFEGUARD DENTAL & VISION 4245432 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 
~ 

0'1 Bill 03/06/2012 4245432 Vision insurance premium - March 2012 60182.2' Dental & Vision Ins 7.91 

TOTAL 7.91 

Bill Pmt -Check 03f1212012 15893 UNION 76 300-732-989 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 300732989 Fuel for February 2012 6175· Vehicle Fuel 115.60 

TOTAL 115.60 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/12/2012 15894 UNITED PARCEL SERVICE 2x81xO 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/29/2012 2x81xO Term sheet to CDA, contract to SBCFCD 6042 . Postage - General 40.42 

TOTAL 40.42 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/12/2012 15895 WESTERN DENTAL SERVICES, INC. 002483 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/06/2012 002483 Dental insurance premium - April 2012 60182.2 . Dental & Vision Ins 28.88 

TOTAL 28.88 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/1212012 15696 YUKON DISPOSAL SERVICE 08-K2213849 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/06/2012 08-k2 213849 Service for March 2012 6024 . Building Repair & Maintenance 106.53 

TOTAL 106.53 

Check 03/15f2012 0311512012 Service Charge Service Charge 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Service Charge 6031.7 . Other Office Supplies 357.55 

TOTAL 357.55 
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TOTAL 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

'ffi'rAL 
~ 

en 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

Type 

General Journal 

Bill Pmt -Check 

BIll 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill Pmt -Check 

General Journal 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Date 

03117/2012 

03/19/2012 

02/28/2012 

03/19f2012 

02/28/2012 

03/19/2012 

03/03/2012 

03/19/2012 

02/28/2012 

03/19/2012 

03/05/2012 

03119/2012 

03/07/2012 

03/19/2012 

03/1212012 

03f19/2012 

03/19/2012 

Nurn 

03/17f2012 

15897 

3-3504 

15898 

XXXX-XXXX-XXXX-9341 

15899 

03/03/2012 

15900 

80438675 

15901 

9770786474 

15902 

12983 

15903 

93995531 

15904 

Name 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Cash Disbursements For The Month of 

March,2012 

Memo 

Payroll and Taxes for 03/04/12-03/17/12 Payroll and Taxes for 03/04/12-03/17/12 

Payroll Taxes for 03/04/12-03117/12 

Direct Deposits for 03/04/12-03/17/12 

A&R BRIDGESTONE FIRESTONE AUTO CARE 3-3504 

BANK OF AMERICA 

Field truck maintenance 

XXXX-XXXX-XXXX-9341 

Signs for outside of office 

Lunch for 2/22 Board meeting 

Paper towel rolls for restrooms 

PayroJJ and Taxes for 02/19/12-03103/12 

Account 

1012· Bank of America Gen'J Ckg 

1012· Bank of America Gen'! Ckg 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

1012' Bank of America Gen'J Ckg 

6177 . Vehicle Repairs & Maintenance 

1012' Bank of America Gen'J Ckg 

6031.7' Other Office Supplies 

6312· Meeting Expenses 

6031.7' Other Office Supplies 

1012' Bank of America Gen'J Ckg CALPERS 451 PLAN 

CALPERS 457 PLAN 457 Employee Deductions for 02/19/12-03/03/12 2000 . Accounts Payable 

CORELOGIC INFORMATION SOLUTIONS 

GRAINGER 

GROOMAN'S PUMP & WELL DRILLING, INC. 

fAAP 

JESKE, KEN' 

80438675 

80438675 

80438675 

9770786474 

9770786474 

12983 

12983 

93902097 

Annual dues for S. Molino - IMP membership 

Reimbursement for phone charges 

Reimbursement for phone data/call charges 

1012· Bank of America Gen'! Ckg 

7103.7' Grdwtr Qual-Computer Svc 

7101.4' Prod Monitor-Computer 

1012· Bank of America Gen'J Ckg 

7104.6' Grdwtr Level-Supplies 

1012' Bank of America Gen'! Ckg 

7102.7 'In-Ilne Meter 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6111 . Membership Dues 

1012· Bank of America Gen'! Ckg 

6022 . Telephone 

Financial Report - B1 

Paid Amount 

12,858.80 

30,433.19 

43,291.99 

239.59 

239.59 

180.57 

393.96 

169.26 

743.79 

6,719.94 

6,719.94 

62.50 

62.50 

125.00 

19.24 

19.24 

498.02 

498.02 

128.00 

128.00 

113.75 

113.75 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER Financial Report - B1 
Cash Disbursements For The Month of 

March, 2012 

Type Date Num Name Memo Account Paid Amount 

Bill Pmt ~Check 03119/2012 15905 MCCALL'S METER SALES & SERVICE 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 22027 22027 7102.8 . In-line Meter-Calib & Test 375.00 

Bill 02128/2012 22031 22031 7102.5 . In-line Meter-Computer 387.90 

22031 7102.7 . In-line Meter 3,745.59 

Bill 02/29/2012 22107 22107 7102.5 . In-line Meter-Computer 796.50 

22107 7102.7' In-line Meter 250.00 

22107 7102.8' In-line Meter-Calib & Test 450.00 

Bill 03/06/2012 22125 22125 7102.5· In-line Meter-Computer 373.25 

22125 7102.8' In-line Meter-Calib & Test 450.00 

TOTAL 6,828.24 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/19/2012 15906 PREMIERE GLOBAL SERVICES 10787886 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/28/2012 10787886 Agenda call on 1/31112 8412· Meeting Expenses 55.48 

Agenda call on 1/31/12 8312 . Meeting Expenses 55.48 

Agenda call on 1/31/12 8512 . Meeting Expense 55.49 

RMPU Steering Committee meeting/call-02/01/12 7204 . Camp Recharge-Supplies 228.38 

Confidential Approp. Pool meeting!call-02/07/12 8312· Meeting Expenses 292.91 

Reserve policy meeting/call-02/08/12 6141.3' Admin Meetings 148.83 

""tJ Non-Ag Pool mtg on 02/09/12 8512' Meeting Expense 79.15 
~ 

-.J RMPU Steering Committee meeting/call-OZ/14/12 7204 . Comp Recharge-Supplies 114.00 

Monthly service fee 6022 . Telephone 23.75 

Monthly fee 6022 . Telephone 14.95 

TOTAL 1,068.42 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/19/2012 15907 PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM Payor #3493 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

General Journal 03/03/2012 03/03/Z012 PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM CalPERS Retirement for 02/19/12-03/03/12 2000 . Accounts Payable 8,086.11 

TOTAL 8,086.11 

Bill Pmt -Check 03f19/2012 15908 PUMP CHECK 4587 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/29/2012 4587 4587 7102.8' In-line Meter-Calib & Test 950.00 

TOTAL 950.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/19/2012 15909 R&D PEST SERVICES 0152950 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/12/2012 0152950 Continuing treatment for office 6024 . Building Repair & Maintenance 85.00 

TOTAL 85.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/19f2012 15910 STAPLES BUSINESS ADVANTAGE 8021092245 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/12/2012 8021233300 Miscellaneous office supplies 6031.7 . Other Office SupplIes 383.01 

TOTAL 383.01 

Bill Pmt ~Check 03f19/2012 15911 VERIZON 012519116950792103 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Page 9 of 12 



CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER Financial Report - Bl 
Cash Disbursements For The Month of 

March,2012 

Type Date Nurn Name Memo Account Paid Amount 

Bill 02/29/2012 012519116950792103 012519116950792103 6022 . Telephone 480.15 

TOTAL 480.15 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/19/2012 15912 VERIZON BUSINESS 67198924 1012· Bank of AmerIca Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/12/2012 67198924 67198924 6053 . Internet Expense 1.562.96 

TOTAL 1,562.96 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/21/2012 15913 COMPUTER NETWORK 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/29/2012 83671 Computer repair 6057 . Computer Maintenance 136.59 

Bill 03/16/2012 83824 Adobe dreamweaver software 6054 . Computer Software 429.92 

TOTAL 566.51 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/21/2012 15914 CUCAMONGA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT Lease Due April 1, 2012 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/19/2012 Lease Due April 1, 2012 1422· Prepaid Rent 5,984.00 

TOTAL 5,984.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/21/2012 15915 DGO AUTO DETAILING 1012, Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/19/2012 Wash 4 trucks on 3/14112 6177· Vehicle Repairs & Maintenance 100.00 

i'1!TAL 100.00 
-' 
00 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/2112012 15916 EGOSCUE LAW GROUP 10015 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 02/29/2012 10015 Ag Pool Legal Services - February 2012 8467 . Ag Legal & Technical Services 8,037.50 

TOTAL 8,037.50 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/21f2012 15917 LEGAL SHIELD 111802 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/1612012 111802 Employee deducations - March 2012 60194 . Other Employee Insurance 51.80 

TOTAL 51.80 

Bill Pmt -Check 03/21f2012 15918 PAUL HASTINGS LLP 1917065 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bil! 02/29/2012 1917065 Ag Pool Legal Services - January 2012 8467 . Ag Legal & Technical Services 8.208.78 

TOTAL 8,208.78 

Bill Pmt ·Check 03121/2012 15919 PUMP CHECK 4597 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/16/2012 4597 4597 7102.7' In-line Meter 75.00 

4597 7102.8· In-line Meter-Calib & Test 380.00 

TOTAL 455.00 

Bill Pmt ·Check 03f2112012 15920 STAULA, MARY L Retiree Medical 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03131/2012 60182.4 . Retiree Medical 136.61 

TOTAL 136.61 
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TOTAL 

'"tl 
~ 

CO 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

Type 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bili 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Date 

03/21/2012 

03/16/2012 

03/2112012 

02/29/2012 

02/29/2012 

02/29/2012 

02/29/2012 

02/29/2012 

02/29/2012 

03121/2012 

02/28/2012 

02/28/2012 

02/28/2012 

02/28/2012 

02/28/2012 

02/28/2012 

02/28/2012 

02/28/2012 

02/28/2012 

02/28/2012 

02/28/2012 

02128/2012 

02/28/2012 

02/28/2012 

02/28/2012 

Nurn 

15921 

1063272118 

15922 

446066 

446067 

446068 

446069 

446070 

446071 

15923 

2012026 

2012027 

2012028 

2012029 

2012030 

2012031 

2012032 

2012033 

2012034 

2012035 

2012036 

2012037 

2012038 

2012039 

2012040 

Name 

VERIZON WIRELESS 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Cash Disbursements For The Month of 

March,2012 

1063272118 

Monthly service 

Memo 

BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER SCHRECK 

WILDERMUTH ENVIRONMENTAL INC 

446066 - BHFS Legal - Appropriative Pool 

446066 - BHFS Legal - Agricultural Pool 

446066 - BHFS Legal - Non-Ag Pool 

446066 - BHFS Legal - Advisory Committee 

446066 - BHFS Legal - Board Meeting 

446066 - BHFS Legal - Storage Agreements 

446066 - BHFS Legal - Miscellaneous 

446066 - Peace )J - CEQA 

446066 - Desalter Negotiations 

446066 - Recharge Master Plan 

446067 - Santa Ana River Water Rights 

446068 - S. Archibald Plume-Formerly OIA 

446069 - Chino Airport Plume 

446070 - Desalter Negotiations 

446071 - Paragraph 31 Motion 

2012026 - OBMP Engineering Services 

2012027 - OBMP Engineering Services 

2012028 - cBMP Engineering Services 

2012029 - Grdwtr Qual-Engineering 

2012030 - Grdwtr Level-Engineering 

2012031 - Grd Level-Engineering 

Neva Ridge - Grd Level-Contract Svcs 

2012032 - Grd Level-Engineering 

2012033 - Hydraulic Control-Engineering 

2012034 - Hydraulic Control-Engineering 

2012035 - Hydraulic Control-Engineering 

2012036 - PE3&5-Engineering 

2012037 - PE4-Engineering 

2012038 - Comp Recharge-Implementation 

2012039 - PE6&7-Engineering 

2012040 - OBMP-Watermaster Model Update 

Financial Report - B1 

Account 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6022 . Telephone 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

8375 . BHFS Legal - Appropriative Pool 

8475 . BHFS Legal - Agricultural Pool 

8575 . BHFS Legal - Non-Ag Pool 

6275 . BHFS Legal ~ Advisory Committee 

6375 . BHFS Legal - Board Meeting 

6076 . BHFS Legal - Storage Agreements 

6078 . BHFS Legal - Miscellaneous 

6907.30' Peace I1- CEQA 

6907.33' Desalter Negotiations 

6907.39· Recharge Master Plan 

6907.34 . Santa Ana River Water Rights 

6907.31 . S. Archibald Plume-Formerly OIA 

6907.32· Chino Airport Plume 

6907.33· Desalter Negotiations 

6907.35· Paragraph 31 Motion 

1012, Bank of America Gen'J Ckg 

6906 . DBMP Engineering Services 

6906 . cBMP Engineering Services 

6906 . OBMP Engineering Services 

7103.3· Grdwtr Qual-Engineering 

7104.3· Grdwtr Level-Engineering 

7107.2· Grd Level-Engineering 

7107.6· Grd Level~Contract Svcs 

7107.2· Grd Level-Engineering 

7108.3· Hydraulic Control~Engineering 

7108.3· Hydraulic Control-Engineering 

7108.3 . Hydraulic Control-Engineering 

7303 . PE3&5-Engineering 

7402· PE4-Engineering 

7202.3 . Comp Recharge-Implementation 

7502 . PE6&7-Engineering 

6906.1 . OBMP - Watermaster Model Update 

Paid Amount 

473.08 

473.08 

388.71 

388.71 

393.78 

263.25 

7,959.39 

725.40 

6,613.39 

3,019.50 

142.20 

4,026.15 

137.25 

3,422.25 

1,316.25 

4,475.25 

17,952.30 

51,223.78 

706.34 

3,377.00 

3,085.00 

17,460.65 

21,911.39 

1,670.00 

17,600.00 

13,320.89 

5,995.74 

951.28 

28,563.69 

215.00 

10,612.50 

53,537.34 

2,750.39 

60,013.00 

241,770.21 
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TOTAL 

TOTAL 

"'0 

"" o 

Type 

General Journal 

General Journal 

Date Num 

03/31/2012 03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 03/31/2012 

Name 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Cash Disbursements For The Month of 

March,2012 

Memo 

Wage Works Direct Debits· March 2012 Wage Works Direct Debits· March 2012 

Wage Works Direct Debits· March 2012 

Wage Works Direct Debits· March 2012 

Wage Works Direct Debits· March 2012 

Payroll and Taxes for 03/18/12·03/31/12 Payroll and Taxes for 03/18/12-03/31/12 

Payroll Taxes for 03/18/12-03/31/12 

Direct Deposits for 03/18/12-03/31/12 

Account 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

1012 . Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Total Disbursements: 

Financial Report - B1 

Paid Amount 

495.40 

495.40 

76.25 

1,067.05 

10,913.34 

28,513.61 

39,426.95 

835,401.41 
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CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bemardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 

Tel: 909.484.3888 Fax: 909.484.3890 www. cbwm.org 

STAFF REPORT 

DATE: May 17, 2012 

TO: Committee Members 

SUBJECT: VISA Check Detail Report - Financial Report B2 

SUMMARY 

Issue - Record of VISA credit card payment disbursed for the month of March 2012. 

Recommendation - Staff recommends the VISA Check Detail Report for March 2012 be 
received and filed as presented. 

Fiscal Impact - Funds disbursed were included in the FY 2011-2012 Watermaster Budget. 

BACKGROUND 
A monthly VISA Check Detail report is provided to keep all members apprised of Watermaster 
expenditures charged against the CEO and/or CFO's Bank of America VISA card . 

DISCUSSION 
Total cash disbursement during the month of March 2012 was $743.79. The monthly charges for March 
2012 were for routine and customary expenditures and properly documented with receipts. 

Actions: 
May 10, 2012 Appropriative Pool- Approved unanimously 
May 10, 2012 Non-Agricultural Pool- Moved to receive and file without approval 
May 10, 2012 Agricultural Pool-Approved unanimously 
May 17, 2012 Advisory Committee-
May 24, 2012 Watermaster Board -
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TOTAL 

-c 
"" w 

Type 

Bill Pmt ~Check 

Bill 

Num 

03/19/2012 

02/28/2012 

Date Name 

15898 BANK OF AMERICA 

XXXX-XXXX-XXXX-9341 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

VISA Check Detail Report 
March 2012 

Memo 

XXXXM XXXX-XXXX-9341 

Signs for outside of office 

Lunch for 2/22 Board meeting 

Paper towel rolls for restrooms 

Account 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6031.7 . Other Office Supplies 

6312' Meeting Expenses 

6031.7' Other Office Supplies 

Total Disbursements: 

Financial Report - 82 

Paid Amount 

180.57 

393.96 

169.26 

743.79 

Page 1 of 1 
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CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 

Tel: 909.484.3888 Fax: 909.484.3890 www.cbwm.org 

STAFF REPORT 

DATE: May 17, 2012 

TO: Committee Members 

SUBJECT: Combining Schedule of Revenue, Expenses and Changes in Working Capital for 
the Period July 1, 2011 through March 31, 2012 - Financial Report B3 

SUMMARY 

Issue - Record of Revenue, Expenses and Changes in Working Capital for the Period July 1, 
2011 through March 31, 2012. 

Recommendation - Staff recommends the Combining Schedule of Revenue, Expenses and 
Changes in Working Capital for the Period July 1, 2011 through March 31 , 2012 be received and 
filed as presented. 

Fiscal Impact - Funds disbursed were included in the FY 2011-2012 Watermaster Budget. 

BACKGROUND 
A Combining Schedule of Revenue, Expenses and Changes in Working Capital for the period July 1, 
2011 through March 31, 2012 is provided to keep all members apprised of the FY 2011/2012 cumulative 
Watermaster revenues, expenditures and changes in working capital for the period listed. 

DISCUSSION 
The Combining Schedule of Revenue, Expenses and Changes in Working Capital has been created from 
various financial reports and statements created from QuickBooks Enterprise Solutions 9.0, the 
Watermaster accounting system. The Combining Schedule provided balances to the supporting 
documentation in the Watermaster accounting system as presented. 

Actions: 
May 10, 2012 Appropriative Pool- Approved unanimously 
May 10, 2012 Non-Agricultural Pool- Moved to receive and file without approval 
May 10, 2012 Agricultural Pool- Approved unanimously 
May 17, 2012 Advisory Committee-
May 24, 2012 Watermaster Board -
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Administrative Revenues: 
Administrative Assessments 
Interest Revenue 
Mutual Agency Project Revenue 
Grant Income 
Miscellaneous Income 

Total Revenues 

Administrative & Project Expenditures: 
Watermaster Administration 
Watennaster Board~Advisory Committee 
Ag Pool Misc. Expense - Ag Fund 
Pool Administration 
Optimum Basin Mgmt Administration 
OBMP Project Costs 
Debt Service 
Education Funds Use 
Mutual Agency Project Costs 

Total Administrative/OBMP Expenses 
r:mt Administrative/OBMP Expenses 
r¥.lIocate Net Admin Expenses To Pools 
-Allocate Net OBMP Expenses To Pools 

Allocate Debt Service to App Pool 
Agricultural Expense Transfer* 

Total Expenses 
Net Administrative Income 

Other Income/(Expense) 
Replenishment Water Assessments 
Non-Ag Stored Water Purchases 
Interest Revenue 
MWD Water Purchases 

Non-Ag Stored Water Purchases 
MWD Water Purchases 
Groundwater Replenishment 

Refund-Excess Reserves 
Refund-Recharge Debt 

Net Other Income/{Expense) 

Net Transfers To/(From) Reserves 

Working Capital, July 1, 2011 
Working Capital, End Of Period 

10/11 Assessable Production 
10/11 Production Percentages 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER Financial Report - B3 
COMBINING SCHEDULE OF REVENUE, EXPENSES AND CHANGES IN WORKING CAPITAL 

FOR THE PERIOD JULY 1,2011 THROUGH MARCH 31,2012 

OPTIMUM 
WATERMASTER BASIN 

ADMINISTRATION MANAGEMENT 

705,777 

705,777 

504,179 
141,344 

645,523 
60,253 

(60,253) 

1,043,833 
3,057,776 

371,271 

4,472,880 
(4,472,880) 

4,101,609 
371,271 

POOL ADMINISTRATION & SPECIAL PROJECTS 
APPROPRIATIVE 

POOL 

5,844,372 
11,430 

5,855,802 

116,352 

116,352 

(41,564) 
2,829,396 

371,271 
1,240,510 
4,515,964 
1,339,838 

2,377,250 

(2,377,250) 

AG 
POOL 

1,358 

1,358 

99 
126,163 

126,163 

(16,614) 
1,130,961 

(1,240,510) 
99 

1,259 

NON-AG 
POOL 

252,359 
414 

252,772 

103,575 

103,575 

(2,075) 
141,252 

242,752 
10,020 

714,284 

277 
10,269,933 

375 

375 

375 
(374) 

GRAND 
TOTALS 

6,096,730 
13,203 

705,777 

6,815,710 

504,179 
141,344 

99 
346,089 

1,043,833 
3,057,776 

371,271 
375 

5,464,967 

5,464,967 
1,350,743 

714,284 
2,377,250 

277 
10,269,933 
(2,377,250) 

(10,269,932) (10,269,932) 
(25,146) (25,146) 

(1,957,901) (81,757) (2,039,658) 

BUDGET 
2011-2012 

$6,172,177 
150,010 
654,580 

0 
0 

6,976,767 

577,107 
155,297 

618,797 
1,279,496 
4,139,706 

450,964 
375 

10,000 
7,231,742 

7,231,742 
(254,975) 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

(584,280) (584,280~ ° (2,542,181) (81,757) 689,417 (1,934,521) ° 
(583,778) (1,202,343) 1,259 (71,737) 689,417 (374) (583,778) (215,000) 

6,922,600 475,807 282,721 35,379 158,251 630 7,875,387 
5,720,257 477,065 210,984 724,795 158,251 ----256 7,291,609 7,291,609 

78,410.414 
68.983% 

31,342.082 
27.574% 

3,914.499 
3.444% 

113,666.995 
100.000% 

*Fund balance transfer as agreed to in the Peace Agreement. 
C:\UsersISMollno.CBWMlAppDalalLocal\MicrosoftIWindows\Tamporary Internet FilesIConlenl.Outlook\SSSW5GULI/Combioing Schedule B3_After IntaresCMaroh 2012.xlsjJuI2011-Mar2D12 
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CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 

Tel: 909.484.3888 Fax: 909.484.3890 www.cbwmorg 

STAFF REPORT 

DATE: May 17, 2012 

TO: Committee Members 

SUBJECT: Treasurer's Report of Financial Affairs for the Period March 1, 2012 through 
March 31 , 2012 - Financial Report B4 

SUMMARY 

Issue - Record of increases or decreases in the cash position, assets and liabilities of 
Watermaster for the Period of March 1, 2012 through March 31, 2012. 

Recommendation - Staff recommends the Treasurer's Report of Financial Affairs for the Period 
March 1, 2012 through March 31 , 2012 be received and filed as presented. 

Fiscal Impact - Funds disbursed were included in the FY 2011-2012 Watermaster Budget. 

BACKGROUND 
A Treasurer's Report of Financial Affairs for the Period March 1, 2012 through March 31, 2012 is provided 
to keep all members apprised of the total cash in banks (Bank of America and LAIF) and on hand at the 
Watermaster office (petty cash) at the end of the period stated. The Treasurer's Report details the change 
(increase or decrease) in the overall cash position of Watermaster, as well as the changes (increase or 
decrease) to the assets and liabilities section of the balance sheet. The report also provides a detailed 
listing of all deposits and/or withdrawals in the California State Treasurer's Local Agency Investment Fund 
(LAIF), the most current effective yield as of the last quarter, and the ending balance in LAIF as of the 
reporting date. 

DISCUSSION 
The Treasurer's Report of Financial Affairs has been created from various financial reports and 
statements created from QuickBooks Enterprise Solutions 9.0, the Watermaster accounting system. The 
Treasurer's Report provided, balances to the supporting documentation in the Watermaster accounting 
system, as well as the supporting bank statements. 

Actions: 
May 10, 2012 Appropriative Pool - Approved unanimously 
May 10, 2012 Non-Agricultural Pool- Moved to receive and file without approval 
May 10, 2012 Agricultural Pool - Approved unanimously 
May 17, 2012 Advisory Committee-
May 24, 2012 Watermaster Board -
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
TREASURER'S REPORT OF FINANCIAL AFFAIRS FOR THE PERIOD 

MARCH 1 THROUGH MARCH 31, 2012 

DEPOSITORIES: 
Cash on Hand - Petty Cash 
Bank of America 

Governmental Checking-Demand Deposits 
Zero Balance Account - Payroll 

Local Agency Investment Fund - Sacramento 

TOTAL CASH IN BANKS AND ON HAND 
TOTAL CASH IN BANKS AND ON HAND 

PERIOD INCREASE (DECREASE) 

CHANGE IN CASH POSITION DUE TO: 
Decrease/(Increase) in Assets: Accounts Receivable 

Assessments Receivable 
Prepaid Expenses, Deposits & Other Current Assets 

(Decrease)/Increase in Liabilities Accounts Payable 

SUMMARY OE FINANCIAL TRANSACTIONS: 
Balances as of 2/29/2012 
Deposits 
Transfers 
Withdrawals/Checks 

Balances as of 3/31/2012 

PERIOD INCREASE OR (DECREASE) 

Accrued Payroll, Payroll Taxes & Other Current Liabilities 
Transfer to/(from) Reserves 

PERIOD INCREASE (DECREASE) 

Zero Balance 
Petty Govt'l Checking Account 
Cash Demand Payroll 

$ 500 $ 2,725,706 $ 
2,174,947 

(3,080,393) 80,393 
(755,008) (80, 3931 

$ 500 $ 1,065,252 $ 

$ $ (1,660,455) $ 

3/31/2012 
2/29/2012 

Local Agency 
Investment Funds 

$ 3,968,824 
3,000,000 

$ 6,968,824 

$ 3,000,000 

Financial Report - B4 

$ 500 

$ 1,064,752 
$ 1,064,752 

6,968,824 

$ 8,034,076 
6,694,530 

$ 1,339,545 

$ 2,295 
1,928,615 

246,249 
(247,637) 
151,610 

----1741 ,587) 

$ 1,339,545 

Totals 

$ 6,695,030 
5,174,947 

(3,000,000) 
(835,401) 

$ 8,034,576 

$ 1,339,545 
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Effective 
Date 

3/8/2012 
Transaction 

Deposit 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
TREASURER'S REPORT OF FINANCIAL AFFAIRS FOR THE PERIOD 

MARCH 1 THROUGH MARCH 31, 2012 

Depository 
LAI.F $ 

INVESTMENT TRANSACTIONS 

Activity 
3,000,000 

Redeemed 
Days to 
Maturity 

Interest 
Rate(*) 

TOTAL INVESTMENT TRANSACTIONS $ 3,000,000 

* The earnings rate for L.A.I.F. is a daily variable rate; 0.38% was the effective yield rate at the Quarter ended March 31, 2012. 

Financial Institution 
Local Agency Investment Fund 

TOTAL INVESTMENTS 

Principal 
Amount 

$ 6,968,824 

$ 6,968,824 

INVESTMENT STATUS 
March 31, 2012 

Number of 
Days 

Interest 
Rate 

Maturity 
Date 

Funds on hand are sufficient to meet all foreseen and planned Administrative and project expenditures during the next six months. 

All investment transactions have been executed in accordance with the criteria stated in Chino Basin Watermaster's Investment 
Policy. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Joseph S. Joswiak 
Chief Financial Officer 
Chino Basin Watermaster 

C ;\U sers \SMolino. C BWM\Ap p Data \Local\M icrosoft\ Windows \ Temporary Internet Files \C ontent. Outlook\8 BSW5 G U L \[T reas urers Re po rt B4 _March 201 2.xls]M ar20 12 

Maturity 
Yield 

Financial Report - B4 
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CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 

Tel: 909.484.3888 Fax: 909.484.3890 www. cbwmorg 

STAFF REPORT 

DATE: May 17, 2012 

TO: Committee Members 

SUBJECT: Budget vs . Actual Report for the Period July 1, 2011 through March 31, 2012 -
Financial Report - B5 

SUMMARY 

Issue - Record of revenues and expenses of Watermaster for the Period of July 1, 2011 through 
March 31,2012. 

Recommendation - Staff recommends the Budget vs. Actual Report for the Period July 1, 2011 
through March 31, 2012 be received and filed as presented. 

Fiscal Impact - Funds disbursed were included in the FY 2011-2012 Watermaster Budget. 

BACKGROUND: 

A Budget vs. Actual Report for the period July 1, 2011 through March 31, 2012 is provided to keep all 
members apprised of the total revenues and expenses for the current fiscal year. The expense section is 
categorized into four distinct sections. Those sections are: General and Administrative Expenses; 
Optimal Basin Management Program Expenses; Project Expenses; and Other Income/Expenses. 

DISCUSSION: 

The Budget vs. Actual report has been created from QuickBooks Enterprise Solutions 9.0, the 
Watermaster accounting system. The Budget vs. Actual report provided, balances to the supporting 
documentation in the Watermaster accounting system, as well as the supporting bank statements. 

There was a Budget Amendment approved during the March 2012 Pools , Advisory Committee and Board 
meeting. The "Amended" Total Revenues increased from $6,869,767 to $6,901,767 (an increase of 
$32,000) while the "Amended" Total Expenses increased from 7,084,767 to $7,116,767 (an increase of 
$32,000). The additional $32,000 was to fund the Watermaster CEO Recruitment Contract. 

An additional Budget Transfer and Budget Amendment Form is planned for approval in the following 
month to adjust several of the budget categories for variances between actual and budget. 
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Budget vs. Actual Report for March 31 , 2012 
Page 2 of 7 

May 17, 2012 

Year-To-Oate (YTO) for the nine months ending March 31, 2012, all but seven categories were at or 
below the projected budget. The categories above budget were the Watermaster Legal Services (6070's) 
of $12,231; Watermaster Board Expenses (6300's) of $22,765; Non-Ag Pool Administration Expenses 
(8500's) of $7,055; Optimum Basin Management Plan Expenses (6900's) of $28,263; In-Line Meter 
Installation Expenses (7102's) of $18,769; Comprehensive Recharge Program Expenses (7200's) of 
$28,547; and Cooperative Efforts/Salt Management (7500's) of $19,643. 

The chart listed below summarized the Year-To-Oate (YTO) Actual Watermaster salary costs compared 
to the Year-To-Oate (YTO) Budget. Please be advised that the "$ Over Budget" and the "% of Budget" 
columns are a comparison of the (YTO) Actual to the (YTO) Budget, not the 12-month Annual Budget 
The 12-month Annual Budget column is presented only to provide the data in a full and complete format 
As of March 31 , 2012, the total (YTO) Watermaster salary expenses are $36,953 or 3.2% above the YTO 
budgeted amount of $1,157,793. The following details are provided: 

Jul '11 - (lJar '12 Budget S Over Budget % of Budget Annual Budget 

wt.! ~~Iary E:'pe~ 

6011 . vn.I Staff Salaries 346,743.30 331.196.88 15.546.42 104.69% 441,032.00 

6011.2 ' Wf-J Staff - Admin. Paid l eave 63,326.7' 60,000.00 3,326.74 105.55% 120,000.00 

~011 .3· wrd Staff _ Temporary Upg~e !?E:~ o.no 7,223.90 100.0% 0.00 

620~ . Advisory COf!Imittee -~1 Staff Salaries ~6.7.~~~ 15.930.76 187.53 104.94% 21,241.00 

6301 . Watermaster Boani - WU Staff Salaries ~87028 22,.437.00 43328 101.93% 29,916.00 

8301 . Appropriative Pool _ WM Sta.ff Salaries 21,695.25 21.337.51 357.74 101.68% 28,450.00 

8401 . Agricultural Pool - MJ Staff Salaries 19.319.73 18,70124 618.49 103.31% 24,935.00 

8501 . tlon.J\griculturnl Pool _ Wr..I Staff Sa la ries 11,322.28 10,674.76 647.52 106.07% 14.233.00 

16901 . OBMP _ WN Staff Salaries 192,,294.36 162.743.99 29.550.37 11 8.16% 2 16,992.00 

1101 .1 . Production Uonitor - Wt.1 Staff Salaries 77.668.29 87.112..49 -9,44420 89.16% 104.150.00 

7102.1 . In -l ine Meter - WI.1 Staff Salaries 7 .493.43 7,772.26 -218.83 96,41% 10.363.00 . -~ -

7103.1 - Grdwafel" Quality _ Wfol Staff Sala~ies 50.,211 .35 66,14624 -1 5,934.69 75.91% 80, 195.00 

71 04.1 ' Gntwater Level- Ml1 Staff Sa laries 37,498.61 67,397.26 ·29,698.65 55.64% 89,863.00 

7105.1 . Sur Wtr Qual _ \VLl Stan Salaries 567.23 2,244.01 -1 .676.18 25.28% 2,992.00 
- -

' 71~.1 · Grd ~ve~ l'o1on~ng - Mil Staff Salaries 1,021.00 1.1 74.50 -153.50 86.93% 1.566.00 

? 108.1 . _t;'draulic ~I ~ ~ Staff S~laries 5.897.04 5t54.16 44228 108. 11% 7,2"7300 

7201 . Comp Recharge _ ~ ~~ ~a~e5 97.391.47 93,B15.24 3 ,576.23 103.81% 125.087.00 

7301 ' PE3&5 - WM Staff Salaries 31.651.95 28,151..26 3.494_69 1 12.41% 37.~~aOO 

1401 . PE4 _ WJJ Staff SaJaries 7,568.50 9,176..26 -1.607.76 82..48% 12,235.00 

7501.1 . PE £&1 - Wl,1 Stlff Sal~~es (plum e) 21.391. 11 0.00 21.391.11 100.0% 0.00 

7501 . PE6&7 - WII1 Staff Salaries 3.596.90 , 2.244.01 1 ,J52.~ 160.29% 2,992.00 

7601 . PEB&9 _ \/VIiI Staff Salaries 13.735.18 34.06125 -331.07 99.03% 45,423.00 

7701 . Inactive We ll - WIiI Staff Salaries 0 00 309.75 ·309.75 0.0% 413.00 , 
Subkltal VIM Staff CosIs 1.077.201.19 1.048,D93A3 29,113.76 102.78% 1,416,894:00 

£0185 . Vacation 53,820.19 41,531.60 12.282.59 129.57% 5~922.00 

£0186 ' Sick Leave 24.353.63 3O.9tJ2.50 -6.628.87 78_6% 41,310.00 

60181 . Holidays 39,364. 14 31,179_00 2, 185.14 105"88% 4 1,3tO.00 

Subtctal Wl:.l Pa id Leaves 111.531.96 109,699.10 7,838.8. 101.15% 134,542.flD 

T etal \¥1;1 Salary Costs 1.194,745.15 1,157,792.53 , 3S,9S2liZ 101.19% 1,551.436.0D, 

Added to the financial reports in the month of November 2011 , the chart listed below summarizes the 
Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck (BHFS) expenses as of March 31, 2012 compared to the Year-To-Oate 
(YTO) budget Please be advised that the "$ Over Budget" and the "% of Budget" columns are a 
comparison of the (YTO) Actual to the (YTO) Budget, not the 12-month Annual Budget. The 12-month 
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Annual Budget column is presented only to provide the data in a full and complete format. As of March 
31 , 2012, the BHFS expenses are $56,000 or 11.9% above the (YTD) budgeted amount of $470,392. 
The following details are provided: 

Jul "11 - Mar '12 Budget S Over Budget % ofBudget Annual Budget 

61)70 . Vhtlermaster l~al Sewi£es 

6071 . ~FS l egal -_Court Coordination 0.00 29,325.01 ·29,325.01 0.0% 39,100.00 

son· BHFS legal - Restated Judgment 21 ,B66.46 62.4110.00 -40,533.54 35.04% . 62.40~0 

6073 . BHFS l egal - Personnel Matters 47,576.29 7,406.24 40,110.05 642.38% 9,B15.00 

6074 . ~HFS Legal_ lntemgency Issues 3,5 10.45 25,725.01 ·22.214.56 13.65% 34,300.00 

6075· BHFS legal . Replenishmnt Water 42,186.60 0.00 42, IB6.60 100.0% 0.00 

6016 . BHFS legal _ Storage Agreements 5,779.47 0.00 5.TI9.47 100.0% 0.00 -
6n18 . BHFS Legal _ Miscellaneous 5B,B28.43 42,660.00 16.168.43 137.9% 56,BBO.00 

Total 6070 . Watermaster legal Servires 119,147.70 167,516.26 12.231.44 101.3% 202,555.00 

6215 . BHFS legal _ AdVisory Ccm.!!littee 21 ,920_84 23,107..50 -1.1B6.66 94..87% 30,Bl0.00 

6!7~ . ~HFS ~e!!a l _ !lD3rd l.1eeting 57,27822 31.222-50 2O.Q55.n 153.88% 45,63~.00 

8l1~ . BHFS ~al _ Appropriative Pool 15,352.95 15,997.50 -&14.55 95.97% 21,330.00 

8475· BHFS Legal . Agricultural Pool 14.759.53 23.107.50 -8.347.97 63.B7% 30,810.00 

8515· BHFS Legal . flon.Ag Pool 14,226.53 7.110.00 7.11653 200.09% 9.4BO.OO 

Total BH~S L~I Services 123,53&07 106,545.00 16,993.07 115.95% 13B,060.00 

69073 . Wr.l Legal Counse! 

6901.30· Peace II . CEQA 3,019.50 0.00 3,019.50 100.0% 0.00 

690?:!, . ~ Archibald P..!.ume-Former~ OIA 6,642.00 1B,468.16 ·11,826.76 35.96% ~~.625.00 

69D1._~ ._ Chino Airport Plume 10,358.70 19,256.26 -6.897.56 53.19% 25,675.00 

6901 .33 . Desalter N~~ations 83.428.91 67.42500 16.003.91 123.14% 67,425cOO 

6901.34· Santa Ana River \'Vater Rights 7,040.32 18,343.75 -11.803.43 37.36% 25,125.00 

6907.35' Para~r8ph 311c.1otion 83,418.11 39.200.00 44.,278.71 212.9-5% 39,200.00 

6907 .36 ' Santa Ana River Habitat 7,969.13 0.00 7,969.13 100.0% 0.00 

6907:31 . Water Auction 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 0% 0.00 

69~1.38 . Reg .. Water Quality Cntrl Board 0.00 10,312.51 · 10,312..51 0.0% 13,750.00 

~D1.39 . Recho11!e 1I.1aster Plan 21,168.14 22,824.00 -'1.655.86 92.75% 25,360.00 

6901.3 . wrat Legal ~~unsel . Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0% 0.00 

Tctal 6907.3 ' wm Legal ecunsel 223,105.41 196,330.28 26,n5,13 113.64% 221 ,160.00 
" 

Total Brownstein, Hyatt. Farber, 5chnM:lt Costs 526,391.18 410,391.54 55,999.64 111.91% 561,715.00 

OBMP Engineering Services and Legal Costs: 

Several individual line items within the 6900 (Optimum Basin Mgmt Program) are above the Year-To-Date 
budget. These are the 690 1 (WM Staff Salaries) of $29,550 and the 6906.1 (OBMP Watermaster Model 
Update) of $7,554. These overages totaling $37,104 are a direct resu lt of increased activities and 
allocating the budget in equal 1/12 portions throughout the fiscal year. The Year-To-Date expenses in 
these categories are running ahead of budget and should level off as the fiscal year progresses. A 
budget transfer request is scheduled to adjust this category in the next month. 

Within the category 6900 (Optimum Basin Mgmt Program) are the remaining Brownstein Hyatt Farber 
Schreck (BHFS) Watermaster's legal expenses. Within the legal expense category, some individual line 
item activities were above the budget $71 ,272 while the majority of line item activities were below the 
budget $44,497. Above the budget line items were the Peace II CEQA of $3,020; the Desalter 
Negotiations of $16,004; the Paragraph 31 Motion of $44,279; and the Santa Ana River Habitat of $7,969. 
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The individual legal projects/activities that were below budget for the Year-To-Oate period were the South 
Archibald Plume (formerly the OIA Plume) of $11,827; the Chino Airport Plume of $8,898; the Santa Ana 
River Water Rights Application of $11 ,803; the Regional Water Quality Control Board of $10,313; and the 
Recharge Master Plan of $1 ,656. For the nine months ended March 31 , 2012, the overall cumulative 
(YTO) budget was $196,330 and the actual (BHFS) legal expenses totaled $223,105 which resulted in an 
Over budget variance of $26,775 or 13.6%. 

The chart listed below summarizes the Optimum Basin Management Program (OBMP) expenses as of 
March 31, 2012 compared to the Year-To-Oate (YTO) budget. Please be advised that the "$ Over 
Budget" and the "% of Budget" columns are a comparison of the (YTO) Actual to the (YTO) Budget, not 
the 12-month Annual Budget. The 12-month Annual Budget column is presented only to provide the data 
in a full and complete format. Overall, the Optimum Basin Management Program (OBMP) category was 
$902,116 compared to a (YTO) budget of $873,853 for an Over budget of $28,263 or 3.2% as of March 
31,2012. 

Jul '11 _ Uar '12 1 Budget $ Over Budget I %.(Jf Budget Annual Budget 

69~O . Op~um Ba~in r.1!!"!.t Pia." 
6901 . WM Staff Salaries 1 92.2!14c~6 162,743.99 29,550.31 118.16% 216,992.00 

6903 . OBMP SAWPA Group 11,655.00 11,655.00 0.00 100.0% 11,655.00 

6906 . OBMP Engineering Services 

6906.1 " OBMP - ~atermaster Model Updale 301.563.98 294.010.00 7,553.98 10257% 354.010'00 
69U6 . OBMP Engineering Services - Other 169,050.75 190,364.00 -21 ,313.25 88.8% 224,304.00 

Total 691J5 . OBUP Engineering Services 470,614.73 484,374.00 -13,759.27 97.16% 5.18,314.00 

6907 . OB~'P Legal Fees 

6901.3 . yvt,1 Legal Counsel 

'6901.30' Peace II - CEQA 3,019.50 0.00 3,019.50 100.0% 0.00 

'6901.31 . S: Archibald Plume-Formerly OIA 6,642.00 18.468.76 -11 ,82.6.76 35.96% 24,625.00 

:.ssOl .31 · Chino Airport Plume 10.358.70 19.255.26 -8,897.56 53.79% 25,675.00 

6907.33 . Desalter tlegotiations 83.428.91 61.425.00 16,003.91 123.74% 67,425.00 

69D1.34 . Sa nta Ana River Water Rights 1 ,040.32 13,843.75 -1 1,B03.43 37.35% 25, 125 .~O 

6907.35 . Pa ragraph 31 lllotion 83.478.71 39,200JIO 44,278_71 21296% 39,200.00 

6907.35 . Santa Ana River Habitat 1 .969.13 0.00 1 ,969.13 100.0% 0.00 - -
6901.31 ' Water Auction 0.00 0.00 0 00 0.0% 0.00 

- -
' 69~.38 . R~. Water- Qual~ty Cntrl Board 0.00 10,312.51 -1 0,3 12.51 0_0% 13,750.00 

6907_~ . _Red1in~e Naster Plan 21,168.14 22,82<1,00 -1,655.86 92.15% 25,360.00 

6901.3 . WM legal Cow 15e l - Other 0.00 0.00 I It OO 0.0% 0.00 

Total 6901.3 • WJ.llegal Counsel 223,105.41 196.330.28 26,175.13 111.&:1% 221.160.00
1 

Total 6907 . 00I.1P Legal Fees 223,105.4 1 196.330.28 2 6,175.13 113.64% 221 ,160.00 

6909 . OBMP Oth!!r .I?'pe~ 

6!ID9.1 . ~1t.1P ~~tinlls 874.28 0.00 874.28 100.0% 000 
-

£909.3 . Othe r OBUP Expenses 1,917.00 0.00 1.9n.OO 100.G'¥" 0.00 
-

6909.4 . Printin!! 1,595.00 0.00 1,595.00 1(10.0% 0.00 

6909.5 . Ad Hoc litigation ~mmittee 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0% 0.00 ._._ . .. -
6909 . OBrdP OChe r Expenses - Other 0.00 1a.15O.01 "13,750.01 0_0% 25,000_00 

T etal 6909 . OBHP Other Expenses 4.44528 18.750.01 -14,303.D 2.3.71% 25,000.00 

T otal -69DO . Optimum Basin ~mt Plan 902,115.18 873.853.28 23,262.50 103.23% 1JJ53.121.00 

The OBMP Implementation Projects (accounts 7100's - 7700's) were (Under) budget as of March 31, 
2012 except for several categories. Those categories over budget (YTO) were In-Line Meter Installation 
(7102's), over budget by the amount of $18,769; Comprehensive Recharge Program (7200's) over 
budget by the amount of $28,547; and Cooperative Efforts/Salt Management (7500's) over budget by the 
amount of $19,643. The In-Line Meter Installation category was over budget due to the increased 
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number of meters being installed than was originally budgeted in the Watermaster FY 2011/2012 budget. 
The Groundwater Quality Monitoring category and the Comprehensive Recharge Program categories 
were over budget due to timing differences between actual expenses and budgeted expenses. The 
Cooperative Efforts/Salt Management variance is a result of the additional labor efforts regarding the 
South Archibald Plume monitoring and testing, resulting in a larger unanticipated labor cost. A Budget 
Transfer Form is planned for approval in the following month to adjust the budget categories for variances 
between actual and budget. 

Category 7107 (Ground Level Monitoring) contains the annual budget costs of $465,002 for the 
installation of a vertical extensometer in the Chino Creek Well Field area, located at the Chino Airport. 
The initial payment of $295,200 to the Chino Basin Desalter Authority was issued in March 2012. This 
budget category also includes the $30,000 quarterly InSar Imagery costs which are tracking well below 
the budget. 

The Recharge Improvement Debt Payment (Category 7690) is another category which the budget and 
expense fluctuate due to the timing of expense receipts. Watermaster received a credit from IEUA in the 
amount of $296,265 during the month of January. This credit is the direct result of the refinancing efforts 
by IEUA and a true-up of the budgeted costs vs. actual payments on the debt servicing to IEUA. 
Currently, this category is below the budgeted amount by $272,829. A majority of the excess funds from 
this category have been approved by the Board. The amount of $162,236 has been appropriated for use 
for the upcoming 3-year Turner Basin Improvements, which are estimated in the range of $270K+. An 
amount of $30,900 has been appropriated for the Hickory Basin improvement. The remaining balance of 
$79,693 has not been appropriated. 

Added to the financial reports during the month of November 2011, the chart listed below summarized the 
Year-To-Date (YTD) Actual Wildermuth Environmental, Inc., (WEI) and other Engineering costs compared 
to the Year-To-Date (YTD) Budget. Please be advised that the "$ Over Budget" and the "% of Budget" 
columns are a comparison of the (YTO) Actual to the (YTD) Budget, not the 12-month Annual Budget. 
The 12-month Annual Budget column is presented only to provide the data in a full and complete format. 
As of March 31, 2012, the total (YTD) Engineering expenses are ($215,105) or (9.5%) below the (YTD) 
budget amount of $2,254,133. The following details are provided: 
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Jul'11 . lIar '12 

6906.1 . OBIIP - ~aII!'rma_ster Model Update 301,563.98 

69()6 • OBUP Engineering Services _ Other 169,050.15 

1103.3 · Grdwtr Qual-Engineering 96,881.00 

7103.5· GnIwb" Quau...ab Svcs 32,168.00 

7104.3 . GnIwtr Level-Engineering 196,129.56 

7104.8 ' GnhItr Level-Contracted Serv 0.00 

7104.9' Grdwtr Level-Capital Equip 0.00 

7101.2' Grd Level-Engineering 190,311.01 

7101.3 - Grd level-SAn Imagery 0.00 

1107.6' Grd levet..Contract Svcs 171,403.01 

1101.1- Grd Level-Extensometer Install 295,200.00 

7101.8 ' Grd level-Cap E~ip ~ 0.00 -
11CB.l . Hydraulic Control-En~ineerin~ 201,256.13 

7108..4 . Hydraulic Control-Lab s.vcs 109,110.00 

7108.9 ' Hydraulie ConIrol-Contracl Svcs 0.00 

1109.3 . Recharge & Well - Engineering 0.00 

1202.2' Engineering S'IC 0.00 

nD2.l · Comp Recha~e.lm"plementation 131,985.11 

1303 . PE3&5-Engineering - Othe-r 36,221 .00 

7402 . PE4-£ngineering 36,33216 

1403 . PE4-Contract Svcs 0.00 

1502 . PE6&7 -Engineerin~ 30,588.82 

7503 . PE6&7.contract Svcs (plume) 40,220.00 

Total Wildermuth Environmental, Inc. Costs 2,039,021.19 

Other Income and EXl!ense: 

Budget 

294.010.00 

190,36"-00 

83,350.00 

29,662.26 

146,21!4.00 

7,500,01 

10,443_75 

124,826.26 

90.000,00 

168,55124 

465.002..00 

19,321.50 

220,23400 

128.136.74 

1,499.99 

4,464.00 

1,14ll.00 

101,490.00 

36,221 .00 

37,622.00 

7.500.01 

36, 120.01 

31,190.00 

2,254,13277 

May 17, 2012 

S Over Budget % of Budget Annual Budget 

1,553.98 102.51% 354,010_00 

·21 .31325 88.8% 224.30 .. UIO 

13,531.00 116.211% 86,470 .. 00 

2,5O!i.1' 108.45% J6,aaJ.OO 

4!f,845.56 134.08% 172.5111.00 

-1.5(10,01 0.0% 10.000.00 

-10.443.75 0.0% n ,925.00 

65,484.75 152.A5% 166.435.00 

-90,000 .. 00 0.0% 120,000.00 

2.851.11 101.69% 224,135.00 

-169.802..00 6JA8% 465,001.00 

-19,321.50 0.0% 25,162.00 

-18,911.81 91.38% 246,956.00 

-18,426.1. 85.62% 110,849.00 

-1,499.99 0.0% 2,000.00 

4 ,464.00 0.0% 6,696.00 

-1.740.00 0.0% 1Q,320.00 

24 ,495.77 122.19% 122.490.00 

0.00 100.0% 36,221.00 

.1,289.24 96.51% 50,123.00 

·7 fillO.Ol 0.0% 10,000.00 

-5,531.19 114.69% 48.160.00 

2,430,(10 106.43% 37.790.00 

-115,104.98 90A6% 2.641 ,648.00 

In August 2011 , Watermaster received two payments from the Metropolitan Water District. Metropolitan 
entered into agreements with Watermaster and other member agencies and partners for dry-year 
groundwater storage. Pursuant to Section VI of these agreements, Metropolitan committed to pay an 
annual administrative fee to one of the partners on each of the agreements for the 25-year term of the 
each agreement a) beginning on July 1st after the initial storage of water in each program, and b) with the 
set fee dollar amount escalating annually by the lesser of 2.5% or CPI. Watermaster received 
$145,568.70 for the FY 2009/2010 payment (due July 1, 2010) and $149,207.92 for the FY 2010/2011 
payment (due July 1, 2011). The total amount received of $294,776.62 was recorded to account 4040 
(Cooperative Agreements). 

A portion of the $294,776.62 (the amount of $243,580) has now been included in the FY 2011/2012. An 
amount of $91,580 is being used to offset the additional extensometer costs, $120,000 is being used to 
offset other salary costs, and $32,000 is being used to fund the CEO Recruitment costs ($91,580 + 
$120,000 + $32,000 = $243,580). The balance of un-appropriated revenue of $51 ,196.62 ($294,776.62-
$243,580.00 = $51,196.62) wi ll be used for reducing approximately Y, of the projected legal cost variance 
within the Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck category. The request for appropriation of these funds will be 
completed next month with a Budget Amendment Form. 

With the exceptions previously noted, there were no other unusual or significant transactions or events 
during the month of March 2012. Looking ahead, the month of April should provide similar financial 
results. 
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Actions: 
May 10, 2012 Appropriative Pool - Approved unanimously 
May 10, 2012 Non-Agricultural Pool- Moved to receive and file without approval 
May 10, 2012 Agricultural Pool- Approved unanimously 
May 17, 2012 Advisory Committee-
May 24, 2012 Watermaster Board -

P39 

May 17, 2012 



THIS PAGE 

HAS 

INTENTIONALL Y 

BEEN LEFT 

BLANK 

FOR PAGINATION 

P40 



12:50 PM 
05l01f1 2 
Accrual Bas is 

Income 

4010· Local Agency Subsidies 

4110· Admin ASllYIts-Approp Poof 

4120 . Admin Asmnts-Non-Agrl Pool 

4700 . Non Operating Revenues 

4900 . Miscellaneous Income 

Total Income 

Gross Profit -6010· Salary Costs 

6020 . Office Building Expense 

6030 . Office Supplies & Equip. 

6040 . Postage & PrintIng Costs 

6050· Information Services 

6060 . Contract Services 

6070 . Watermaster Legal Services 

6080 . Insurance 

~ 6110· Dues and SubscrlptJons 

-a. 6140 - WM Admin Expenses 

6150· Field Supplies 

6170· Travel & Transportation 

6190' Conferences & Sominars 

6200 . Advisory Comm - WM Board 

6300 . Watermaster BOllrd Expenses 

8300 . Appr PI-WM & Pool Admin 

8400· Agri Pool-WM & Pool Admin 

8467· Ag Legal & Technical Services 

8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 

8471 . Ag Pool Expense 

8485· Ag Pool - Misc. Exp. - Ag Fund 

8500 . Non-Ag PI-WM & Pool Admin 

6500 . Education Funds Use Expens 

9400· Depreciation Expense 

9500 . Allocated G&A Expenditures 

6900 . Optimum Bas in Mgmt Plan 

6950 . Mutual Agency Projects 

9501 . G&A Expenses Allocated-OBMP 

7101 . Production Monitoring 

7102· In-line Meter Installa tion 

7103 . Grdwtr Quality Monitoring 

Actual 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

4,331 .01 

0.00 

4,331 .01 

4,331 .01 

29.932.66 

8,551 .88 

2,406.45 

3,605.95 

9,529.36 

0.00 

14,639.60 

0.00 

378.00 

0.00 

0.00 

1.688.97 

100.00 

2,805,28 

10,752.03 

84,205.68 

5,098.65 

7,740.00 

1,400.00 

0.00 

0.00 

23,275.39 

0.00 

0.00 

-60.768.98 

124,428.59 

0.00 

25,051.17 

9,427.59 

17,266.20 

3,222.31 

1/12th of the Tota l Budget 

For The Month of March 2012 

Budget $ Over{Under) 

32,000.00 --32,000.00 

0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 

37,502.50 -33,171.49 

0.00 0.00 

69,502.50 -65,171.49 

69,502.50 -65,171.49 

50,962.99 -21,030.13 

8,331.00 220.00 

2,125.00 281.45 

5,065.00 -1,459.05 

12,085.00 -2,555.64 

32.000.00 -32,CXXJ.00 

11,679.58 2,960.02 

0.00 0.00 

1.500.00 -1,12200 

250.00 -250.00 

0.00 0.00 

2,212.50 -523.53 

0.00 100.00 

4,504.25 · 1,698.97 

7,237.17 3,514.86 

49,190.00 35,015.68 

5,319.09 ·220.44 

17,563.33 -9,843.33 

1,000.00 400.00 

16,250.00 -16.250.00 

0.00 0.00 

22,726.08 549.31 

0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 

-60,049.92 -719.06 

80,272.99 44,155.60 

0.00 0.00 

18,031.25 7.019.92 

8,741.67 685.92 

5,530.25 11,735.95 

9,332.75 -6,110.44 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Budget vs. Actual 

Currenl Month, Year-Ta-Dale and Fiscal Year-End 

9/12th (75%) of the Total Budget 

Year-To-Date as of March 31, 2012 

% of Budget Actual Budgot $ Over{Under) 

O.O"A. 705,176.62 654.580.00 51,196.62 

0.0% 5,844.371.90 5,844,797.00 -425.10 

0.0% 252,358.50 252,380.00 -21 .50 

11.55% 13,203.10 112,507.50 --99,304.40 

0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 

6.23% 6.815,710.12 6,864,264.50 -48,554.38 

6.23% 6,815,710.1 2 6,864,264.50 -48,554.38 

58.74% 387,403.02 433.550.29 -46,147.27 

102.65% 73.919.76 77,439.00 --3,519.24 

113.25% 15,421.13 19,125.00 --3,703_87 

71 .19% 36,484.55 5O,8SS.OO -14,400.45 

78.85% 94,744.87 111 ,765 00 -17,020.13 

0.0% 13,188.75 66,000.00 -52,811.25 

125.34% 179,747.70 167,516.26 12,231.44 

0.0% 17,740.87 19,036.00 -1,295.13 

25.2% 27,159.15 28,770.00 -1,610.85 

0.0% 845.40 2,250.00 -1,404.60 

0.0% 297.58 750.00 -452.42 

76.34% 14,107.98 16,4n.5O -2,369.52 

100.0% 4,279.44 13,125.00 --8,845.56 

62.28% 38,744.59 40,538.25 -1 ,793.66 

148.57% 102,599.26 79,834.49 22,764.77 

171.19% 116,351.80 116,700.54 --348.74 

95.86% 40,462.63 47,871 .73 -7,409.10 

44.02% 71 .700.08 158,250.01 -86,549.93 

140.0% 14.000.00 9,000.00 5,000.00 

00% 0.00 48,750.00 -48,750.00 

0.0% 99.34 0.00 99.34 

102.42% 103 ,574 .52 96,519.08 7,055.44 

0.0% 375.00 375.00 0.00 

0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 

101.2% --361 ,160.89 -540.449.24 179,288.35 

155.01% 902.115.78 873,853.28 28,262.50 

0.0",(, 0.00 0.00 0.00 

138.93% 141,717.50 162,261 .25 -20,563.75 

107.85% 78,230.79 87,674.99 -9,444.20 

312.21% 68,541.26 49,772.25 18,769.01 

34.53% 182,654.68 183,939.75 -1,085.07 

Fina n cial Report 8 - 5 

100% of the Tota l Budget 

Fiscal Vear End as of June 30, 2012 

% of Budget Projected Budget $ Over{Under) % of Budget 

107.82% 705,776.62 654,580.00 51 .196.62 107.82~ 

99.99"~ 5,919,797.00 5,919,797.00 0.00 100.0OA 

99.99% 252,380.00 252,380.00 0.00 100.0'll 

11 .74% 40,000.00 150,010.00 -110,010.00 26.67OA 

0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 O.O~ 

99.29% 6,917,953.62 6,976.767.00 -58.81 3.38 99.16% 

99.29% 6,91 7,953.62 6,976,767.00 -58,813.38 99.16% 

89.36% 592,976.00 592,976.00 0.00 l00.0OA 

95.46% 103,369.00 103,369.00 000 100.0% 

80.63% 25,500.00 25,500.00 0.00 100.0% 

71 .7% 66,180.00 66,180.00 0.00 100.0'* 

84.77% 148,020.00 148,020.00 0.00 100.0% 

19.98% 66,000.00 66,CXXJ.OO 0.00 100.0'* 

107.3% 202,555.00 202,555.00 0.00 100.0% 

93.2% 19,036.00 19,036.00 0.00 100.0"A, 

94.4% 30,000.00 3O,0CXl.00 0.00 100.0% 

37.57% 3.000.00 3,0CXl.00 0.00 100.0% 

39.68% 1,600.00 1,600.00 0.00 100.0% 

85.62% 21.970.00 21,970.00 0.00 100.0% 

32.61% 17,500.00 17,500.00 0.00 100.0"/0 

95.58% 54,051.00 54,051.00 0.00 100.0% 

128.52% 101,246.00 101,246.00 0.00 100.0% 

99.7% 159,270.54 159,270.54 0.00 100.0% 

84.52% 63,829.00 63,829.00 0.00 100.0% 

45.31% 21 1,000.00 211 ,000.00 0.00 100.0% 

155.56% 12.000.00 12,000.00 0.00 100.0% 

0.0% 65.000.00 65,000.00 0.00 100.0% 

100.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0% 

107.31% 107,697.32 107,697.32 0.00 100.0% 

100.0% 375.00 375.00 0.00 100.0% 

0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0% 

66.83% -720,599.00 -720,599.00 0.00 100.0% 

103.23% 1,053,121.00 1,053,121.00 0.00 100.0% 

0.0% 10,000.00 10,000.00 0.00 100.0% 

67.33% 216,375.00 216,375.00 0.00 100.0%. 

89.23% 104,900.00 104,900.00 0.00 
1000%1 

137.71% 66,363.00 66,363.00 0.00 100.0% 

99.41% 209,923.00 209,923.00 0.00 100.0% 
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12:50 PM 
05101112 
Accrual Basis 

7104· Gdwtr Level Monitoring 

7105' SurWtr Qual Monitoring 

7107· Ground Level Monitoring 

7108' Hydraulic Control Monitoring 

7109 · Recharge & Well Monitoring Prog 

7200 . PE2- Comp Recharge Pgm 

7300 . PE3&5-Wator Supply/Cesalte 

7400· PE4- Mgmt Plan 

7500· PES&7-CoopEffortsiSaltMgmt 

7600 - PES&9-StorageMgmUConj Use 

7690 . Recharge Improvement Cebt Pymt 

7700 . Inactive Well Protection Prgm 

9502 . G&A Expenses Allocated-Projects 

Total Expense 

Net Ordinary Income 

Other Income 

"'C 
.j:> 
r-;, 

4225 . Interest Income 

4210· Approp Pool-Replenishment 

4220 . Non-Ag Pool-Replenishment 

4600 . Groundwater Sales 

Total Other Income 

Other Expense 

5010· Groundwator Replenishment 

5100· Other Waler Purchases 

9996 - Refund-Excess Reserves-Approp. 

9997 . Refund-Excess Reserves-NonAg 

9998 . Refund-Recharge Cebt-Approp. 

9999· To/(From) Roserves 

Total Other Expense 

Net Other Income 

Net Income 

1/12th of the Total Budget 

For The Month of March 2012 

Actual Budget $ Over(Under) 

22,646.63 21,316.91 1,329.72 

0.00 291 .00 -291.00 

35.993.86 87.213.00 -51,219.14 

66,543.06 63,859.17 2,683.89 

0.00 2,232.00 -2,23200 

42.206.21 20,450.59 21,755.62 

8,213.06 3,795.25 4,417.81 

7,281 .65 11 ,052.91 -3.771 .26 

'1 .386.51 4,262.66 123.85 

~326.35 3.765.25 1,541.1 0 

193,135.00 30,900.00 162,236.00 

0.00 0.00 0.00 

35,717.81 42,018.67 -6,300.86 

745,186.12 603,057.39 143,130.73 

-741 ,857.11 -533,554.89 -208,302.22 

270.33 0.00 270.33 

0.00 0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 0.00 

270.33 0.00 270.33 

0.00 0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 0.00 

000 0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 0.00 

-741 ,586.78 -533,554.89 -208,031 .89 

-741,586.78 -533,554.89 -208,031.89 

741,857.11 533,554.89 208,302.22 

0.00 0.00 0.00 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Budget vs. Actual 

Current Month, Year-Te-Oate and Fiscal Year-End 

9/12th (75%) of the Total Budget 

Year-To-Oate as of March 31, 2012 

% of Budget Actual Budget $ Over(Under) 

106.24% 234,097.58 240,250.02 -6,1 52.44 

0.0% 567.23 2,694.00 -2.126.77 

41.27% 657.935.02 868,875.50 -210,940.48 

104.2% 316,863.17 355,325.49 -38,462.32 

0.0% 0.00 4,464.00 -4,464.00 

206.38% 1,031 ,813.45 1.003,266.23 28,547.22 

21 6.4% 69.950.11 70,378.25 -428.14 

65.88% '15.418.87 55.873.27 -10.454.40 

102.91% 95,796.83 76.154.02 19,642,81 

140.71% 33,764.16 34.329.75 -565.59 

625.04% 371.271.00 450,964.00 -79,693.00 

0.0% 167.97 1,059.75 -891.78 

85.01% 241.775.06 378,167.99 -136,392.93 

123.73% 5,464.966.99 5,963,40270 --498,435.71 

139.04% 1,350,743,13 900,861.80 449,881.33 

100.0% 277.34 0.00 277.34 

0.0% 686,814.11 0.00 686,814.11 

0.0",," 27,469.75 0.00 27,469.75 

0.0% 12,647.163.31 0.00 12,647,183.31 

1oo.O".i, 13,361,744.51 0.00 13,361,744.51 

0.0% 10.269.932.04 0.00 10,269,932.04 

0.0% 2,402,395.88 0.00 2,402,395.88 

0.0% 1,957,9(11 .00 0.00 1,957,901 .00 

O.O"'{' 81 ,757.00 0.00 81,757,00 

0.0% 584,280.00 0.00 584,280.00 

138.99% -583.778.28 900,861.80 -1,484,640.08 

138.99% 14,712,487,64 900,861 .80 13,811 ,625,84 

139.04% -1,350,743.13 -900,861.80 -449,881.33 

0.0% 0.00 0.00 0.00 

% ofBudget 

97.44% 

21.06% 

75.72% 

89.18% 

0.0% 

102.85% 

99. 39% 

81.29% 

125.79% 

98.35% 

82.33% 

15.85% 

63.93% 

91.64% 

149.94% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100.0% 

100,0% 

-64.8% 

1,533.1 5% 

149.94% 

0.0% 

Note: Please see th e staff report (Financial Report-BS) for additional detailed information on the account categories. 

Financial Report B-S 

100% of the Total Budget -
Fiscal Year End as of June 3D, 2012 

Projected Budget $ Over(Undec) %ofBudget 

297,606.00 297.800.00 0.00 100.0% 

3.592.00 3,592.00 0.00 100,0% 

1.003.500.00 1,003.500.00 0.00 100.0% 

427,078.00 427,078.00 0.00 100.0% 

6,696.00 6,696.00 0.00 100.0% 

1,233.275.00 1,233,275.00 0.00 100.0% 

81 ,764.00 81,764.00 0.00 100.0% 

74,457.00 74,457.00 0.00 100.0% 

88,942.00 88.942.00 0.00 100.0% 

45,773.00 45,773.00 0.00 100.0% 

450,964.00 450,964.00 0.00 100.0% 

1,413,00 1.413.00 0.00 100.0% 

504,224.00 504,224.00 0.00 100.0% 

7,231,741.86 7,231,741.86 0.00 100.0% 

-313,788.24 -254,974.86 -58,813.38 123.07% 

277.34 0.00 277.34 100.0% 

686,814.15 0.00 686, 814.15 100,0% 

27,469.75 0.00 27,469.75 100.0% 

12,647,183.31 0.00 12,647,183.31 100.O"k 

13,361,744.55 0.00 13,361,744.55 100.0% 

10,269.932.04 0.00 10,269.932.04 100.0% 

2,402.395.88 0.00 2,402,395.88 100.0% 

1.957,901.00 0.00 1,957,901.00 100.0% 

81 ,757.00 0.00 81,757.00 100.0% 

584,280.00 0.00 584,280.00 100.0% 

·2,248,309.61 -254.974.86 -1,993,334.75 881.78% 

13,047,956.31 -254,974.86 13,302,931.17 -5,11 7,35% 

313,788.24 254,974.86 58.813.38 123.07% 

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0"10 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

I. CONSENT CALENDAR 
C. WATER TRANSACTIONS 
I. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 
169.944 acre-feet of water from the City of Upland. The transfer will be made first from the City of 
Upland's under-production in Fiscal Year 2011-12, then any additional from storage. Date of 
Application: March 26,2012. 
2. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 
169.944 acre-feet of water from Monte Vista Irrigation Company. The transfer will be made from Monte 
Vista Irrigation Company's Excess Carryover Account. Date of Application: March 26, 2012. 
3. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 
169.944 acre-feet of water from Monte Vista Water District. The transfer will be made from Monte 
Vista Water District's Excess Carryover Account. Date of Application: March 26, 2012. 
4. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 
169.944 acre-feet of water from the Santa Ana River Water Company. The transfer will be made first 
from the Santa Ana River Water Company's under-production in Fiscal Year 2011-12, then any 
additional from storage. Date of Application: March 26,2012. 
5. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 
169.944 acre-feet of water from the City of Chino. The transfer will be made from the City of Chino' s 
Excess Carryover Account. Date of Application: March 26,2012. 
6. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 
16.394 acre-feet of water from Aqua Capital Management. The transfer will be made from Aqua Capital 
Management's Local Storage Account. Date of Application: March 26, 2012. 
7. Consider Approval for Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 
16.394 acre-feet of water from Auto Club Speedway. The transfer will be made from Auto Club 
Speedway's Local Storage Account. Date of Application: March 26, 2012. 



CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

APPLICATION(S) 

RECEIVED FOR 

WATER TRANSACTIONS-ACTIVITIES 

Date of Notice: 

April 5, 2012 

This notice is to advise interested persons that the attached application(s) will come 
before the Watermaster Board on or after 30 days from the date of this notice. 
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NOTICE OF APPLICATION(S) RECEIVED 

Date of Application: March 26, 2012 Date of this notice: April S, 2012 

Please take notice that the following Application has been received by Watermaster: 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 
acre-feet of water from the City of Upland. The transfer will be made first from 
the City of Upland's under-production in Fiscal Year 2011-12, then any additional 
from storage. 

This Application will first be considered by each of the respective pool committees on 
the following dates: 

Appropriative Pool: April 12,2012 

Non-Agricultural Pool: April 12, 2012 

Agricultural Pool: April 12, 2012 

This Application will be scheduled for consideration by the Advisory Committee no 
earlier than thirty days from the date of this notice and a minimum of twenty-one 
calendar days after the last pool committee reviews it;, 

After consideration by the Advisory Committee, the Application will be considered by 
the Board. 

Unless the Application is amended, parties to the Judgment may file Contests to the 
Application with Watermaster within seven calendar days of when the last pool 
committee considers it. Any COlltest must be in writing and state the basis of the 
Contest. 

Waterrnaster address: 

Chino Basin Waterrnaster 
9641 San Bernardino Road 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

P44 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

TRANSFER OF WATER 

Notification Dated: April 5, 2012 

A party to the Judgment has submitted a proposed transfer of water for Watermaster 
approval. Unless contrary evidence is presented to Watermaster that overcomes the 
rebuttable presumption provided in Section 5.3(b)(iii) of the Peace Agreement, 
Watermaster must find that there is "no material physical injury" and approve the 
transfer. Watermaster staff is not aware of any evidence to suggest that this transfer 
would cause material physical injury and hereby provides this notice to advise 
interested persons that this transfer will come before the Watermaster Board on or after 
30 days from the date of this notice. The attached staff report will be included in the 
meeting package at the time the transfer begins the Watermaster process (comes 
before Watermaster). 
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DATE: 

TO: 

SUBJECT: 

Summary-

April 5, 2012 

CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 
Tel: (909) 484.3888 Fax: (909) 484-3890 www.cbwm.org 

Watermaster Interested Parties 

Summary and Analysis of Application for Water Transaction 

There does not appear to be a potential material physical injury to a party or to the basin from the proposed 
transaction as presented. 

Issue-
• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from 

the City of Upland. The transfer will be made first from the City of Upland's under-production in Fiscal 
Year 2011-12, then any additional from storage. 

Recommendation -
1. Continue monitoring as planned in the Optimum Basin Management Program. 
2. Use all new or revised information when analyzing the hydrologic balance and report 

to Watermaster if a potential for material physical injury is discovered, and 
3. Approve the transaction as presented. 

Fiscal Impact
[Xl None 
[ 1 Reduces assessments under the 85/15 rule 
[ 1 Reduce desalter replenishment costs 

Background 
The Court approved the Peace Agreement, the Implementation Plan and the goals and objectives 
identified in the OBMP Phase I Report on July 13, 2000, and ordered Watermaster to proceed in a 
manner consistent with the Peace Agreement. Under the Peace Agreement, Watermaster approval is 
required for applications to store, recapture, recharge or transfer water, as well as for applications for 
credits or reimbursements and storage and recovery programs. 

Where there is no material physical injury, Watermaster must approve the transaction. Where the request 
for Watermaster approval is submitted by a party to the JUdgment, there is a rebuttable presumption that 
most of the transactions do not result in Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin 
(Storage and Recovery Programs do not have this presumption). 

The following application for the water transaction is attached with the notice of application. 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from 
the City of Upland. The transfer will be made first from the City of Upland's under·production in Fiscal 
Year 2011-12, then any additional from storage. 

Notice of the water transaction identified above was mailed on April 5, 2012 along with the materials 
submitted by the requestors. 
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Water Transaction Summary & Analysis 04/05/12 

DISCUSSION 
Water transactions occur each year and are included as production by the respective entity (if produced) 
in any relevant analyses conducted by Wildermuth Environmental pursuant to the Peace Agreement and 
the Rules & Regulations. There is no indication additional analysis regarding this transaction is 
necessary at this time. As part of the OBMP Implementation Plan, continued measurement of water 
levels and the installation of extensometers are planned. Based on no real change in the available data, 
we cannot conclude that the proposed water transaction will cause material physical injury to a party or to 
the Basin. 

The Chino Basin Watermaster has a total Appropriative Pool replenishment obligation of 1,189.608 acre
feet. Due to the fact that MWD does not expect to have water available at the replenishment rate this 
fiscal year, Watermaster wishes to use the option to purchase water from Appropriators to fulfill the 
replenishment obligation. Watermaster is taking advantage of the City of Upland's offer to sell 
169.944 acre-feet of water to Watermaster. The transfer will be made first from the City of Upland's 
under-production in Fiscal Year 2011-12, then any additional from storage. 
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March 26, 2012 

CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 

Tel: 909.484.3888 Fax: 909.484.3890 www.cbwm.org 

CITY OF UPLAND'S ACCEPTANCE OF 
WATERMASTER'S WATER TRANSFER TERMS 

Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from the City of Upland. Watermaster 
will purchase the water at $560.00 per acre-foot, which is the 2012 MWD Tier 1 rate (not including IEUA 
and OCWD fees). The transfer will be made first from the City of Upland's under-production in Fiscal 
Year 2011-12, then any additional from storage. 

If these terms are acceptable to the City of Upland, please sign below and return to Watemnaster at your 
earliest convenience. 

Signature: 

Printed Name: 

Title: 

Date Signed: 
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 

CONSOLIDATED WATER TRANSFER FORMS: 
FORM3: APPLICATION FOR SALE OR TRANSFER OF RIGHT TO PRODUCE WATER FROM STORAGE 

FORM 4: APPLICATION ORAMENDMENT TO APPLICATION TO RECAPTURE WATER IN STORAGE 
FORM 5: APPLICATION TO TRANSFER ANNUAL PRODUCTION RIGHT OR SAFE YIELD 

FISCAL YEAR 20..1J- 20J1 

DATE REQUESTED: March 26, 2012 AMOUNT REQUESTED: 169.944 AcrecFeet 

TRANSFER FROM (SELLER I TRANSFEROR): TRANSFER TO (BUYER' TRANSFEREE): 

City of Upland Chino Basin Watermaster 

Name of Party Name.o(Party 

P.O. Box 460 9641 San Bernardino Rd 

Street Address street Address 

Upland CA 91785 Rancho Cucamonga 

City State Zip Code City 

(909) 931-4231 (909) 484-3888 

Telephone Telephone 

(909) 931-4274 (909) 484-3890 

Facsimile Facsimile 

Have any other transfers been approved by Watermaster 
between these parties covering the same fiscal year? Yes 0 

PURPOSE OF TRANSFER: 

o Pump when other sources of supply are curtailed 

o Pump to meet current or Tuture demand over and above production right 

o Pump as necessary to stabilize future assessment amounts 

No ~ 

~ Other, explain To partially fulfill Watermaster's replenishment obligation 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED FROM: 

CA 91730 

State Zip Code 

o Annual Production Right(Appropriative Pool) or Operating Safe Yield (Non-Agricultural Pool) 

o storage 

CiII Annual Production Right I Operating Safe Yield first, then any additional from storage 

o other; explain 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED TO: 

o Annual Production Right / Operating Safe Yield (common) 

o storage (rare) 
~ other, explain Watermaster's replenishment obligation 

J..tly 2009 
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Consolidated Forms 3. 4 & 5 cont. 

IS THE 85/15 RULE EXPECTED TO APPLY? (If yes, all answers below must be "yes.") Yes 0 

Is the BlIyer an 85/15 Party? Yes 0 
Is the~purpose of the transfer to meet a current demand over and above production rig hi? Yes 0 

Is the water being placed into the Buyer's Annual Account? Yes 0 

IFWATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED FROM STORAGE: 

NIA (paper transfer) NIA (paper transfer) 
Projected Rate of Recapture Projected Duration of Recapture 

METHOD OF RECAPTURE (e.g. pumping, exchange, etc.): 

NIA 

PLACE OF USE OF WATER TO BE RECAPTURED: 

N/A 

No ~ 

No at 
No [7!: 
No [l[ 

LOCATION OF RECAPTURE FACILITIES (IF DIFFERENT FROM REGULAR PRODUCTION FACILITIES): 

NIA 

WATER QUALITY AND WATER LEVELS 

Are the Parties aware of any water quality issues that exist in the area? 

If yes, please explain: 

NIA 

Yes 0 

What are the existing water levels in the areas that are likely to be affected? 

N/A 

MATERIAL PHYSICAL INJURY 

Are any of the recElpture wells located within Management Zone 1? Yes 0 

No ~ 

No ~ 

Is the Applicant aWElre of any potentiaJ Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin that !liay be 
caused by the action covered by the application? Yes 0 No il'I 

If yes, what are the proposed mitigation measures, if any, that might reasonably be imposedto ensure that the 
action does not result in Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin? 

NIA 

NIA 

NIA 

July 2009 
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Consolidated Forms 3. 4 & 5 cant. 

SAID TRANSFER SHALL BE CONDITIONED UPON: 

(1) Transferee shall exercise said right on behalf of Transferor under the terms of the Judgment, fhe Peace 

Agreement, the· Peace II Agreement; and the Management Zone 1 S~bsidence Management Plan for the 

period described above. The first water produced in any year shall be that produced pursuant to carry-over 

rights defined inthe Judgment After production of its carry,over rights, if any, the next (or first if no carry-over 

rights) water produced by Transferee from the Chino Basin shall be that produced hereunder. 

(2) Transferee shall put all waters utiiized pursuant to said Transfer to reasonable beneficial use. 

(3) Tr"nsferee shall pay "II WC!lermaster 9ssessment~ on "cGount of tile WC!ter production hereby TrC!nsferred. 

(4) Any Transferee no\already a party must Intervene and become a party to the Judgment. 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ATTACHED Yes 0 No m 

Seller! Transferor presen\"tive Signa~ BUYer! Transferee Representative Signature 

Rosemary Hoerning Ken Jeske 
Seller! Transferor Representative Name (Printed)' Buyer! Transferee Representative Name (Printed) 

TO BE COMPLETED BY WATERMASTER STAFF: 

DATE OF WATERMASTER NOTICE: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM APPROPRIATIVE POOL: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM NON-AGRICULTURAL POOL: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM AGRICULTURAL POOL: ______ _ 

HEARING DATE, IF ANY: ______ _ 

DATE OF AQVISORY COMMITTEE APPROVAL.: ______ _ 

DATE OF BOARD APPROVAL: ______ _ 

..l!ly 2009 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

APPLICATION(S) 

RECEIVED FOR 

WATER TRANSACTIONS - ACTIVITIES 

Date of Notice: 

April 5, 2012 

This notice is to advise interested persons that the attached application(s) will come 
before the Watermaster Board on or after 30 days from the date of this notice. 

P53 



NOTICE OF APPLICATION(S) RECEIVED 

Date of Application: March 26, 2012 Date of this notice: April 5, 2012 

Please take notice that the following Application has been received by Watermaster: 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer ~ Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 
acre-feet of water from Monte Vista Irrigation Company. The transfer will be 
made from Monte Vista Irrigation Company's Excess Carryover Account. 

This Application will first be considered by each of the respective pool committees on 
the following dates: 

Appropriative Pool: April 12, 2012 

Non-Agricultural Pool: April 12, 2012 

Agricultural Pool: April 12, 2012 

This Application will be scheduled for consideration by the Advisory Committee no 
earlier than thirty days from the date of this notice and a minimum of twenty-one 
calendar days after the last pool committee reviews it 

After consideration by the Advisory Committee, the Application will be considered by 
the Board. . 

Unless the Application is amended, parties to the Judgment may file Contests to the 
Application with Watermaster within seven calendar days of when the last pool 
committee considers it. Any Contest must be in writing and state the basis of the 
Contest. 

Watermaster address: 

Chino Basin Watermaster 
9641 San Bernardino Road 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

TRANSFER OF WATER 

Notification Dated: April 5, 2012 

A party to the Judgment has submitted a proposed transfer of water for Watermaster 
approval. Unless contrary evidence is presented to Watermaster that overcomes the 
rebuttable presumption provided in Section 5.3(b}(iii} of the Peace Agreement, 
Watermaster must find that there is "no material physical injury" and approve the 
transfer. Watermaster staff is not aware of any evidence to suggest that this transfer 
would cause material physical injury and hereby provides this notice to advise 
interested persons that this transfer will come before the Watermaster Board on or after 
30 days from the date of this notice. The attached staff report will be included in the 
meeting package at the time the transfer begins the Watermaster process (comes 
before Watermaster). 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 
Tel: (909) 484.3888 Fax: (909) 484-3890 www.cbwm.org 

DATE: April 5, 2012 

TO: Watermaster Interested Parties 

SUBJECT: Summary and Analysis of Application for Water Transaction 

Summary-
There does not appear to be a potential material physical injury to a party or to the basin from the proposed 
transaction as presented. 

Issue -
• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water 

from Monte Vista Irrigation Company. The transfer will be made from Monte Vista Irrigation 
Company's Excess Carryover Account. 

Recommendation -
1. Continue monitoring as planned in the Optimum Basin Management Program. 
2, Use all new or revised information when analyzing the hydrologic balance and report 

to Watermaster if a potential for material physical injury is discovered, and 
3. Approve the transaction as presented. 

Fiscal Impact -
[Xl None 
[ 1 Reduces assessments under the 85/15 rule 
[ 1 Reduce desalter replenishment costs 

Background 
The Court approved the Peace Agreement, the Implementation Plan and the goals and objectives 
identified in the OBMP Phase I Report on July 13, 2000, and ordered Watermaster to proceed in a 
manner consistent with the Peace Agreement. Under the Peace Agreement, Watermaster approval is 
required for applications to store, recapture, recharge or transfer water, as well as for applications for 
credits or reimbursements and storage and recovery programs. 

Where there is no material physical injury, Watermaster must approve the transaction. Where the request 
for Watermaster approval is submitted by a party to the Judgment, there is a rebuttable presumption that 
most of the transactions do not result in Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin 
(Storage and Recovery Programs do not have this presumption). 

The following application for the water transaction is attached with the notice of application. 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water 
from Monte Vista Irrigation Company. The transfer will be made from Monte Vista Irrigation 
Company's Excess Carryover Account. 

Notice of the water transaction identified above was mailed on April 5, 2012 along with the materials 
submitted by the requestors. 
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Water Transaction Summary & Analysis 04/05/12 

DISCUSSION 
Water transactions occur each year and are included as production by the respective entity (if produced) 
in any relevant analyses conducted by Wildermuth Environmental pursuant to the Peace Agreement and 
the Rules & Regulations. There is no indication additional analysis regarding this transaction is 
necessary at this time. As part of the OBMP Implementation Plan, continued measurement of water 
levels and the installation of extensometers are planned. Based on no real change in the available data, 
we cannot conclude that the proposed water transaction will cause material physical injury to a party or to 
the Basin. 

The Chino Basin Watermaster has a total Appropriative Pool replenishment obligation of 1,189.608 acre
feet. Due to the fact that MWD does not expect to have water available at the replenishment rate this 
fiscal year, Watermaster wishes to use the option to purchase water from Appropriators to fulfill the 
replenishment obligation. Watermaster is taking advantage of Monte Vista Irrigation Company's offer to 
sell 169.944 acre-feet of water to Watermaster. The transfer will be made from the Monte Vista Irrigation 
Company's Excess Carryover Account. 
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March 26,2012 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 

Tel: 909.484.3888 Fax: 909.484.3890 ~t~~.~[Qi 

MAR 2· 9 2012 

CHI"O BASI" WA TERMASTER 

MONTE VISTA IRRIGATION COMPANY'S ACCEPTANCE OF 
WATERMASTER'S WATER TRANSFER TERMS 

Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from Monte Vista Irrigation Company. 
Watermaster will purchase the water at $560.00 per acre-foot, which is the 2012 MWD Tier 1 rate (not 
including IEUA and OCWD fees). The transfer will be made from Monte Vista Irrigation Company's 
Excess Carryover account. 

If these terms are acceptable to Monte Vista Irrigation Company, please sign below and return to 
Watermaster at your earliest convenience. 

Title: 

Date Signed: 

G eva We." t-1.r; VI "'1.e.,r 

':? I '2--"" I '2-01:2-
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 

CONSOLIDATED WATER TRANSFER FORMS: 
FORM 3: APPLICATION FOR SALE OR TRANSFER OF RIGHT TO PRODUCE WATER FROM STORAGE 

FORM 4: APPLICATION OR AMENDMENT TO APPLICATION TO RECAPTURE WATER IN STORAGE 
FORM 5: APPLICATION TO TRANSFER ANNUAL PRODUCTION RIGHT OR SAFE YIELD 

FISCAL YEAR 20-1.j - 20£ 

DATE REQUESTED: March 26,2012 AMOUNT REQUESTED: 169.944 Acre-Feet 

TRANSFER FROM (SELLER I TRANSFEROR): TRANSFER TO (BUYER I TRANSFEREE): 

Monte Vista Irrigation Company Chino Basin Watermaster 

Name of Party Name of Party 

P.O. Box 71 9641 San Bernardino Rd 

street Address Street Address 

Montclair CA 91763 Rancho Cucamonga 

City State Zip Code City 

(909) 624-3812 (909) 484-3888 

Telephone Telephone 

(909) 624-0037 (909) 484-3890 

Facsimile Facsirnile 

Have any other transfers been approved by Waterrnaster 
between these parties covering the same fiscal year? Yes 0 

PURPOSE OF TRANSFER: 

o Purnp when other sources of supply are curtailed 

o Pump to rneet current or future demand over and above production right 

o Pump as necessary io stabilize future assessment amounts 

No ~ 

r;>; Other, explain To partially fulfiil Watermaster's replenishment obligation 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED FROM: 

CA 91730 

State Zip Code 

o Annual Production Right (Appropriative Pool) or Operating Safe Yield (Non-Agricultural Pool) 

r;>; Storage 

o Annual Production Righl10perating Safe Yield first, then any additional from storage 

o Other, explain 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED TO: 

o Annual Production Right t Operating Safe Yield (common) 

o Storage (rare) 
~ Other, explain Watermaster's replenishment obligation 

July 2009 
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 cont. 

IS THE 85/15 RULE EXPECTED TO APPLY? (If yes, all answers below must be "yes,") Yes 0 

Is the Buyer an 85/15 Party? Yes 0 

Is the purpose of the transfer to meet a current demand over and above production right? Yes 0 
Is the wafer being placed into the Buyer's Annual Account? Yes 0 

IF WATER IS TO aE TRANSFERRED FROM STORAGE: 

N/A (paper transfer) N/A (paper transfer) 
Projected Rate of Recapture Projected Duration of Recapture 

METHOD OF RECAPTURE (e.g, pumping, exchange, etc.): 

N/A 

PLACE OF USE OF WATER TO BE RECAPTURED: 

NIA 

No ~ 

No Clt 
No ~ 
No [l[ 

LOCATION OF RECAPTURE FACILITIES (IF DIFFERENT FROM REGULAR PRODUCTION FACILITIES): 

N/A 

WATER QUALITY AND WATER LEVELS 

Are the Parties aware of any water quality issues that exist in the area? 

If yes, please explain: 

N/A 

What are the existing water levels in the areas that are likely to be affected? 

N/A 

MATERIAL PHYSICAL INJURY 

Yes 0 

Are any of the recapture wells located within Management Zone 1? Yes 0 

No ~ 

No ~ 

Is the Applicant aware of any potential [iJlaterial Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin that rriay be 
caused by the action covered by the application? Yes 0 No ~ 

If yes, what are the proposed mitigation measUres; if any; that might reasonably be imposed to ensure that the 
action does notresultin Material PhysicallnjLiry to a party to the Judgment or the Basin? 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

July 2009 
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Consolidated Forms 3. 4 & 5 cant. 

SAID TRANSFER SHALL BE CONDITIONED UPON: 

(1) Transferee shall exercise said right on behalf of Transferor under the terms of the Judgment, the Peace 

Agreement, the Peace II Agreement, and the Management Zone 1 Subsidence MEmagement Plan for the 

period described above, The first water produced in any year shall be that produced pursuant to carry-over 

rights defined in the Judgment After production of its carry-over rights, if any, the next (or first if no carry-over 

rights) water produced by Transferee from the Chino Basin shall be that produced hereunder. 

(2) Transferee shall put all waters utiiized pursuant to said Transfer to reasonabie beneficial use. 

(3) Transferee shall pay all Watermaster assessments On account of the water production hereby Transferred. 

(4) Any Transferee not already a party must Intervene and become a party to the Judgment. 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ATTACHED Yes 0 No r2( 

tive Signature Buyer I Transferee Representative Signature 

Mark Kinsey Ken Jeske 
Seller I Transferor Representative Name (Printed) Buyer I Transferee Representative Name (Printed) 

TO BE COMPLETED BY WATERMASTER STAFF: 

DATE OF WATERMASTER NOTICE: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM APPROPRIATIVE POOL: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM NON-AGRICULTURAL POOL: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM AGRICULTURAL POOL: ______ _ 

HEARING DATE, IF ANY: ______ _ 

DATE OF ADVISORY COMMITTEE APPROVAL: ______ _ 

DATE OF BOARD APPROVAL ______ _ 

JJly 2009 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

APPLICATION(S) 

RECEIVED FOR 

WATER TRANSACTIONS-ACTIVITIES 

Date of Notice: 

April 5, 2012 

This notice is to advise interested persons that the attached application(s) will come 
before the Watermaster Board on or after 30 days from the date of this notice. 
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NOTICE OF APPLICATION(S) RECEIVED 

Date of Application: March 26, 2012 Date ofthis notice: April 5, 2012 

Please take notice that the following Application has been received by Wate=aster: 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer ~ Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 
acre-feet of water from Monte Vista Water District. The transfer will be made 
from Monte Vista Water District's Excess Carryover Account. 

This Application will first be considered by each of the respective pool committees on 
the following dates: 

Appropriative Pool: April 12,2012 

Non-Agricultural Pool: April 12, 2012 

Agricultural Pool: April 12, 2012 

This Application will be scheduled for consideration by the Advisory Committee no 
earlier than thirty days from the date of this notice and a minimum of twenty-one 
calendar days after the last pool committee reviews it 

After consideration by the Advisory Committee, the Application will be considered by 
the Board. 

Unless the Application is amended, parties to the Judgment may file Contests to the 
. Application with Watermaster within seven calendar days of when the last pool 

committee considers it. Any Contest must be in writing and state the basis of the 
Contest. 

Wate=aster address: 

Chino Basin Watermaster 
9641 San Bernardino Road 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

TRANSFER OF WATER 

Notification Dated: April 5, 2012 

A party to the Judgment has submitted a proposed transfer of water for Watermaster 
approval. Unless contrary evidence is presented to Watermaster that overcomes the 
rebuttable presumption provided in Section 5.3(b)(iii) of the Peace Agreement, 
Watermaster must find that there is "no material physical injury" and approve the 
transfer. Watermaster staff is not aware of any evidence to suggest that this transfer 
would cause material physical injury and hereby provides this notice to advise 
interested persons that this transfer will come before the Watermaster Board on or after 
30 days from the date of this notice. The attached staff report will be included in the 
meeting package at the time the transfer begins the Watermaster process (comes 
before Watermaster). 
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CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 
Tel: (909) 484.3888 Fax: (909) 484-3890 www.cbwm.org 

DATE: AprilS, 2012 

TO: Watermaster Interested Parties 

SUBJECT: Summary and Analysis of Application for Water Transaction 

Summary-
There does not appear to be a potential material physical injury to a party or to the basin from the proposed 
transaction as presented. 

Issue -
• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water 

from Monte Vista Water District. The transfer will be made from Monte Vista Water District's 
Excess Carryover Account. 

Recommendation -
1. Continue monitoring as planned in the Optimum Basin Management Program. 
2. Use all new or revised information when analyzing the hydrologic balance and report 

to Watermaster if a potential for material physical injury is discovered, and 
3. Approve the transaction as presented. 

Fiscal Impact -
[Xl None 
[ 1 Reduces assessments under the 85/15 rule 
[ 1 Reduce desalter replenishment costs 

Background 
The Court approved the Peace Agreement, the Implementation Plan and the goals and objectives 
identified in the OBMP Phase I Report on July 13, 2000, and ordered Watermaster to proceed in a 
manner consistent with the Peace Agreement. Under the Peace Agreement, Watermaster approval is 
required for applications to store, recapture, recharge or transfer water, as well as for applications for 
credits or reimbursements and storage and recovery programs. 

Where there is no material physical injury, Watermaster must approve the transaction. Where the request 
for Watermaster approval is submitted by a party to the Judgment, there is a rebuttable presumption that 
most of the transactions do not result in Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin 
(Storage and Recovery Programs do not have this presumption). . 

The following application for the water transaction is attached with the notice of application. 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water 
from Monte Vista Water District. The transfer will be made from Monte Vista Water District's 
Excess Carryover Account. 

Notice of the water transaction identified above was mailed on April 5, 2012 along with the materials 
submitted by the requestors. 

P67 



Water Transaction Summary & Analysis 04105/12 

DISCUSSION 
Water transactions occur each year and are included as production by the respective entity (if produced) 
in any relevant analyses conducted by Wildermuth Environmental pursuant to the Peace Agreement and 
the Rules & Regulations. There is no indication additional analysis regarding this transaction is 
necessary at this time. As part of the OBMP Implementation Plan, continued measurement of water 
levels and the installation of extensometers are planned. Based on no real change in the available data, 
we cannot conclude that the proposed water transaction will cause material physical injury to a party or to 
the Basin. 

The Chino Basin Watermaster has a total Appropriative Pool replenishment obligation of 1,189.608 acre
feet. Due to the fact that MWD does not expect to have water available at the replenishment rate this 
fiscal year, Watermaster wishes to use the option to purchase water from Appropriators to fulfill the 
replenishment obligation. Watermaster is taking advantage of Monte Vista Water District's offer to sell 
169.944 acre-feet of water to Watermaster. The transfer will be made from the Monte Vista Water 
District's Excess Carryover Account. 
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March 26, 2012 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASXfr5R.Z012 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 

Tel: 909.484.3888 Fax: 909.484.3890 ~8!,wm.org 
I .;D BAS1~ WATERI\iI\STER 

MONTE VISTA WATER DISTRICT'S ACCEPTANCE OF 
WATERMASTER'S WATER TRANSFER TERMS 

Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from Monte Vista Water District. 
Watermaster will purchase the water at $560.00 per acre-foot, which is the 2012 MWD Tier 1 rate (not 
including IEUA and OCWD fees). The transfer will be made from Monte Vista Water District's Excess 
Carryover account. 

If these terms are acceptable to Monte Vista Water District, please sign below and return to Watermaster 
at your earliest convenience. 

';g,""re ~ !fj 
Printed Name: Mt\(l..~ I~ '1\"7 C1 

Title: G oW\ev'c.. , ~A"2~ 

Date Signed: 
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 

CONSOLIDATED WATER TRANSFER FORMS: 
FORM 3: APPLICATION FOR SALE OR TRANSFER OF RIGHT TO PRODUCE WATER FROM STORAGE 

FORM 4: APPLICATION OR AMENDMENT TO APPLICATION TO RECAPTURE WATER IN STORAGE 
FORM 5: APPLICATION TO TRANSFER ANNUAL PRODUCTION RIGHT OR SAFE YIELD 

FISCALYEAR20jj-20j2 

DATE Rj:OQUESTED: March 26, 2012 AMOUNT REQUESTED: 169.944 Acre-Feet 

TRANsFER FROM (SELLER / TRANSFEROR): TRANSFERTO(BUYERITRANSFERE~: 

Monte Vista Water District Chino Basin Watermaster 

Name of Party Name of Party 

P.O. Box 71 9641 San Bernardino Rd 

Street Address street Address 
. 

Montclair CA 91763 Rancho Cucamonga 

City State Zip Code City 

(909) 624-3812 (909) 484-3888 

Telephone Telephone 

(909) 624-0037 (909) 484-3890 

Facsimile Facsimile 

Have any other transfers been approved 'rYy Watermaster 
between these parties covering the same fiscal year? Yes 0 

PURPOSE OF TRANSFER: 

o Pump when other sources of supply are curtailed 

o Pump to meet current or future demand over and above production right 

o Pump as necessary to stabilize future assessment amounts 

No ~ 

~ Other, explain To partially fulfill Watermaster's replenishment obligation 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED FROM: 

CA 91730 

Slate Zip Code 

o Annual Production Right (Appropriative Pool) or Operating Safe Yield (Non-Agricultural Pool) 

[lg Storage 

o Annual Production Right I Operating Safe Yield firs~ then any additional from Storage 

o other, explain 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED TO: 

o Annual Production Right I Operating Safe Yield (common) 

o Storage (rare) 
~ other, explain Watermaster's replenishment obligation 

July 2009 
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 cont. 

IS THE 85/15. RULE EXPECTEO TO APPLY? (If yes, all answers below must be "yes,") Yes 0 

Is the· Buyer an 85/15 Party? Yes 0 

Is the purpose of the transfer to meet a current demand over and above production right? Yes 0 
Is the water being placed into the Buyer's Annual Account? Yes 0 

IF WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED FROM STORAGE: 

N/A (paper transfer) N/A (paper transfer) 
Projected Rate of Recapture Projected Durati.on of Recapture 

METHOD OF RECAPTURE (e,g, pumping, exchange, etc,): 

N/A 

PLACE OF USE OF WATER TO BE RECAPTURED: 

N/A 

No ~ 

No CiI: 
No c2l
No Dl 

LOCATION OF RECAPTURE FACILITIES (IF DIFFERENT FROM REGULAR PRODUCTION FACILITIES): 

N/A 

WATER QUALITY AND WATER LEVELS 

Are the Partie!,; aware of ,my water qUality issues that exist in the area? 

If yes, please explain: 

N/A 

What are the existing water [eve Is in the areas that are likely to be affected? 

N/A 

MATERIAL PHYSICAL INJURY 

Yes 0 

Are any of the recapture wells located within Management Zone 1? Yes 0 

No ~ 

No ~ 

Is the Applicant aware of any potential Material PhySical I njury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin that may be 
caused by the action covered by the application? YI3S 0 No I2l 

If yes, what are the proposed mitigation measures, if any, that might reasonably be imposed to ensure that the 
action does notresult in Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin? 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

...uly 2009 
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 cont. 

SAID TRANSFER SHALL BE CONDITIONED UPON: 

(1) Transferee shall exercise said right on behalf ofTransferor under the terms of the Judgment, the Peace 

Agreement, the Peace II Agreement; and the Management Zone 1 Subsidence Management Plan for the 

period described above. The first water produced in any year shall be that produced pursuant to carry-over 

rights defined in the Judgment. After production of its carry-over rights, if any, the next (orfirsl ifno carry-over 

rights) water produced by Transferee from the Chino Basin shall be that produced hereunder. 

(2) Transferee shall put all waters utilized pursuant to said Transfer to reasonable beneficial use. 

[:3) Transferee shall pay all Watermaster assessments on account of the water production hereby Tra.nsferred. 

(4) Any Transferee not already a party must Intervene and become a party to the Judgment. 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ATTACHED Yes 0 No 11! 

Seller / Transferor Buyer / Transferee Representative Signature 

Mark Kinsey Ken Jeske 
Seller / Transferor Representative Name (Printed) Buyer / Transferee Representative Name (Printed) 

TO BE COMPLETED BY WATERMASTER STAFF: 

DATE OF WATERMASTER NOTICE: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM APPROPRIATIVE POOL: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM NON-AGRICULTURAL POOL: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM AGRICULTURAL POOL: ______ _ 

HEARING DATE, IF ANY: ______ _ 

DATE OF ADVISORY COMMITTEE APPROVAL: ______ _ 

DATE OF BOARD APPROVAL: 

July 2009 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

APPLICATION(S) 

RECEIVED FOR 

WATER TRANSACTIONS - ACTIVITIES 

Date of Notice: 

April 5, 2012 

This notice is to advise interested persons that the attached application(s) will come 
before the Watermaster Board on or after 30 days from the date of this notice. 
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NOTICE OF APPLICATION(S) RECEIVED 

Date of Application: March 26, 2012 Date of this notice: April S, 2012 

Please take notice that the following Application has been received by Watermaster: 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 
acre-feet of water from the Santa Ana River Water Company. The transfer will be 
made first from the Santa Ana River Water Company's under-production in Fiscal 
Year 2011-12, then any additional from storage. 

1bis Application will first be considered by each of the respective pool committees on 
the following dates: 

Appropriative Pool: April 12, 2012 

Non-Agricultural Pool: April 12, 2012 

Agricultural Pool: April 12, 2012 

This Application will be scheduled for consideration by the Advisory Committee no 
earlier than thirty days from the date of this notice and a minimum of twenty-one 
calendar days after the last pool committee reviews it 

After consideration by the Advisory Committee, the Application will be considered by 
the Board. 

Unless the Application is amended, parties to the Judgment may file Contests to the 
Application with Watennaster within seven calendar days of when the last pool 
committee considers it. Any Contest must be in writing and state the basis of the 
Contest. 

Watermaster address: 

Chino Basin Watermaster 
9641 San Bernardino Road 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

TRANSFER OF WATER 

Notification Dated: April 5, 2012 

A party to the Judgment has submitted a proposed transfer of water for Watermaster 
approval. Unless contrary evidence is presented to Watermaster that overcomes the 
rebuttable presumption provided in Section 5 .3(b )(iii) of the Peace Agreement, 
Watermaster must find that there is "no material physical injury" and approve the 
transfer. Watermaster staff is not aware of any evidence to suggest that this transfer 
would cause material physical injury and hereby provides this notice to advise 
interested persons that this transfer will come before the Watermaster Board on or after 
30 days from the date of this notice. The attached staff report will be included in the 
meeting package at the time the transfer begins the Watermaster process (comes 
before Watermaster). 
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DATE: 

TO: 

SUBJECT: 

Summary-

April 5, 2012 

CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bemardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 
Tel: (909) 484.3888 Fax: (909) 484-3890 www.cbwm.org 

Watermaster Interested Parties 

Summary and Analysis of Application for Water Transaction 

There does not appear to be a potential material physical injury to a party or to the basin from the proposed 
transaction as presented. 

Issue -
• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from 

the Santa Ana River Water Company. The transfer will be made first from the Santa Ana River Water 
Company's under-production in Fiscal Year 2011-12, then any additional from storage. 

Recommendation -
1. Continue monitoring as planned in the Optimum Basin Management Program. 
2. Use all new or revised information when analyzing the hydrologic balance and report 

to Watermaster if a potential for material physical injury is discovered, and 
3. Approve the transaction as presented. 

Fiscal Impact -
[Xl None 
[ 1 Reduces assessments under the 85/15 rule 
[ 1 Reduce desalter replenishment costs 

Background 
The Court approved the Peace Agreement, the Implementation Plan and the goals and objectives 
identified in the OBMP Phase I Report on July 13, 2000, and ordered Watermaster to proceed in a 
manner consistent with the Peace Agreement Under the Peace Agreement, Watermaster approval is 
required for applications to store, recapture, recharge or transfer water, as well as for applications for 
credits or reimbursements and storage and recovery programs. 

Where there is no material physical injury, Watermaster must approve the transaction. Where the request 
for Watermaster approval is submitted by a party to the Judgment, there is a rebuttable presumption that 
most of the transactions do not result in Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin 
(Storage and Recovery Programs do not have this presumption). 

The following application for the water transaction is attached with the notice of application. 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from 
the Santa Ana River Water Company. The transfer will be made first from the Santa Ana River Water 
Company's under-production in Fiscal Year 2011-12, then any additional from storage. 

Notice of the water transaction identified above was mailed on April 5, 2012 along with the materials 
submitted by the requestors. 
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Water Transaction Summary & Analysis 04/05/12 

DISCUSSION 
Water transactions occur each year and are included as production by the respective entity (if produced) 
in any relevant analyses conducted by Wildermuth Environmental pursuant to the Peace Agreement and 
the Rules & Regulations. There is no indication additional analysis regarding this transaction is 
necessary at this time. As part of the OBMP Implementation Plan, continued measurement of water 
levels and the installation of extensometers are planned. Based on no real change in the available data, 
we cannot conclude that the proposed water transaction will cause material physical injury to a party or to 
the Basin. 

The Chino Basin Watermaster has a total Appropriative Pool replenishment obligation of 1,189.608 acre
feet. Due to the fact that MWD does not expect to have water available at the replenishment rate this 
fiscal year, Watermaster wishes to use the option to purchase water from Appropriators to fulfill the 
replenishment obligation. Watermaster is taking advantage of the Santa Ana River Water Company's 
offer to sell 169.944 acre-feet of water to Watermaster. The transfer will be made first from the Santa Ana 
River Water Company's under-production in Fiscal Year 2011-12, then any additional from storage. 
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M2mh 26, 20,2 

CHINO BASINWA TERMASTER 
9641 SoaJ1 Bernardino Rasdc Rancho CUCffmonga, Ca 91730 

r:er gc"9AlJ4.S888 Fex: 009AB4389tJ 1':"'iAit.·\((;b~!i.~-'iJ.01U 

SANTA ANA RlVER WATER COMPANY'S, ACCEPTANCE OF 
WATERMASTER'S WATER TRANSFER TERMS 

Cr-iir;o 8a.sin v~raterrnasfer "viiI purchase 1q9._9-44,,, Bcre-feet of ,,"vater from the Santa Ana RIver Water 
C-ornpaoy. \t'\faiermaster'NiT! purchase thie water at S5BO.GO per acre .. foot vlhich is. the 2012 MVVD Tier 1 
rate {net fncfL2d-~ng fEUA and OC'"ii'VD fees}. The tr-B,nsfet \~it~ t,e made' first from ~ha Santa Ana River 
\/'later Company's undBr,produdi'oo in Fiscsl Year2011,12, tben any add,tionaifi'om storage, 

If these terms are acceptabJa to the Santa Ana River ltrJater C-cmpany, p1ease s1gn belo'N and return: to 
INatermaster at yO'!.Jr earliest convenience. 

Signature: 

Title: 

. Date S~gned.: 
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 

CONSOLIDATED WATER TRANSFER FORMS: 
FORIVI3: APPLICATION. FOR SALE OR TRANSFER OF RIGHT TO PRODUCE WATER FROM STORAGE 

FORM 4: APPLICATION OR AMENDMENT TO APPLICA nON TO RECAPTURE WATER IN STORAGE 
FORM S: APPLICATION TO TRANSFER ANNUAL PRODUCTION RlGHT OR SAFE YIELD 

FISCAL YEAR20jj- 202 

DATE REQUESTED: March 26, 2012 AMOUNT REQUESTED: 169.944 Acre-Feet 

TRANSFER FROM (SElLER I TRANSFEROR): TRANSFERTO(BUYERITRANSFERE~: 

Santa Ana River Water Company Chino Basin Watermaster 

Name' of Party Name of Party 

10530 54th Street 9641 San Bernardino Rd 

street Address Street Address 

Mira Lama CA 91752-2331 Rancho Cucamonga 

City State Zip Code: City 

(951) 685-6503 (909) 484-3888 

Telephone Telephone 

(951) 685-1978 (909) 484-3890 

Facsimile Facsimile 

Have any other transfers been approved by Watennaster 
between these parties covering the same fiscal year? Yes 0 

PURPOSE OF TRANSFER: 

o Pump when other sources of supply are curtailed 

o Pump to meet current or future demand over and above production right 

o Pump as necessary to stabilize Mure assessment amounts 

No Ei 

~ other, explain To partially fulfill Watermasters replenishment obligation 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED FROM: 

CA 91730 

Stale Zip Gode 

o Annual Production Right (Appropriative Pool) or Operating Safe Yield (NoncAgricultural Pool) 

o Storage 

C1I Annual Production Right! Operating Safe Yield firs~ then any additional from Storage 

o other, explain 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED TO: 

o Annual Production RightJOperatingSafe Yield (common) 

o Storage (rare) 
i)g Other, explain Watermasters replenishment obligation 

.lJIY20(ig 
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 cant. 

IS THE 85/15 RULE EXPECTED TO APPLY? (If yes, all answers below mUst b!' "yes.") 

Is the Buyer an 85/15 Party? 

Y"", 0 No. [21 

Is the purpose of the transfer to meet a current demand over and above production right? 

Is thewater being placed into me Buyer's Annual ACGount? 

IF WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED FROM STORAGE: 

N/A (paper transfer) NIA (paper transfer) 
Projected Rate of RecaptUre Projected Duration of Recapture 

METHOD OF RECAPTURE (e.g. pumping, ~xchange, etc.): 

N/A 

PLACE OF USE OF WATER TO BE RECAPTURED: 

N/A 

Yes 0 No 

Yes 0 No 

Yes 0 No 

LOCATION OF RECAPTURE FACILITIES (IF DIFFERENT FROM REGULAR PRODUCTION FACILITIES): 

N/A 

WATER QUALITY AND WATER LEVELS 

Are·the Parties aWare of any water quality issues that exist in the area? 

If yes, please explain: 

N/A 

Wha:t are the existing water levels in the areas that are likely to be affected? 

N/A 

MATERIAL PHYSiCAL INJURY 

Yes 0 

Are any of the recapture wells located within Management Zone 1? Yes 0 

No 0 

No [21 

D1: 
rJ 
IX 

Is the Applicant awar" of any potential Material Physicallrijury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin that may be 
caused by the action covered by the application? Yes 0 No ~ 

If yes, What are me proposed mitigatiDn measures, if any, that might reasonably be imposed to ensure that the 
action does riot result in Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment orthe Basin? 

NJA 

N/A 

N/A 

,JJly2009 
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Consolidated Forms 3. 48. S cont. 

SA.1D TRANSFER SHALL BE CONDITIONED UPON: 

{I} Transferee Stiff I] axeJclSe sald r[ght an beharr QfTranSTeror unc!er meierms of the Judgment, the Peace 

I\@reement,. the Peace II Agreement, and the Management Zone 1 Subsldence Management Pian for the 
FencG de-sGdbed ~bQve. The first )'Natef' produced in any year shall be that prodlJC8d pursuant 1:0 Carry-over 

lights defii"led fn the J'lldgment. After productbn q.f its carry=QVer rights! a an;'.. the next (orffffit if no ~ny-Civer 
rights) water produced by Trnr.sfefee from the Chino Basin shall 00 Ih", produced hereundeL 

(2) transferee shall put ail waters utiHzed purswnt to said Transfer to leascnab:e oor""nciat use, 

f3} Transferee shaH pay af:t Watermaster assessments en accoun1 ofir-;e "later prod"Cct'lon hereby Trsnsferred, 

(4} AIf!1 Trensferee not atreadyf -a party must Intervene aftd become a part! to the Judgment. 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ATTACHED Yes .:J 

Bvyer 1 Transfi:fee R,epresentatJve Slgnature 

Ken Jeske 
SeHer l Trans-fefer Representatlv'e r"'Jarrie (PiitTIted) Buyer [Transferee Representative Name (P"ilted) 

TO BE COMPLETED BY WATERMASTER STAFF; 

DATE OF WATER MASTER NOTiCE: ~~~~_~~ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM APPROPRllltlVE POOL: _~ ___ ~~_~ 

DAtEOFAFPROVALFROM NON-AGRICULtURAL POOL: _______ _ 

. DATE OF APPROVAL FROM AGR,CULTURp,l POOL ~ _______ _ 

HEpRING DATE, IF ANY: _______ _ 

DATE OFADVISORYCOMMHTE2 APPROVAL: ~~~ ___ _ 

DATE OF eOARD APPROVAL ______ _ 

P82 



CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

APPLICATION(S) 

RECEIVED FOR 

WATER TRANSACTIONS - ACTIVITIES 

Date of Notice: 

April 5, 2012 

This notice is to advise interested persons that the attached application(s) will come 
before the Watermaster Board on or after 30 days from the date of this notice. 
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NOTICE OF APPLICATION(S) RECEIVED 

Date of Application: March 26, 2012 Date of this notice: AprilS,2012 

Please take notice that the following Application has been received by Watennaster: 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watennaster will purchase 169.944 
acre-feet of water from the City of Chino. The transfer will be made from the City 
of Chino's Excess Carryover Account. 

This Application will first be considered by each of the respective pool committees on 
the following dates: 

Appropriative Pool: April 12, 2012 

Non-Agricultural Pool: April 12,2012 

Agricultural Pool: April 12,2012 

This Application will be scheduled for consideration by the Advisory Committee no 
earlier than thirty days from the date of this notice and a minimum of twenty-one 
calendar days after the last pool committee reviews it 

After consideration by the Advisory Committee, the Application will be considered by 
the Board. 

Unless the Application is amended, parties to the Judgment may file Contests to the 
Application with Watermaster within seven calendar days of when the last pool 
committee considers it. Any Contest must be in writing and state the basis of the 
Contest. 

Watermaster address: 

Chino Basin Watermaster 
9641 San Bernardino Road 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

TRANSFER OF WATER 

Notification Dated: April 5, 2012 

A party to the Judgment has submitted a proposed transfer of water for Watermaster 
approval. Unless contrary evidence is presented to Watermaster that overcomes the 
rebuttable presumption provided in Section 5 ,3(b )(iii) of the Peace Agreement, 
Watermaster must find that there is "no material physical injury" and approve the 
transfer. Watermaster staff is not aware of any evidence to suggest that this transfer 
would cause material physical injury and hereby provides this notice to advise 
interested persons that this transfer will come before the Watermaster Board on or after 
30 days from the date of this notice, The attached staff report will be included in the 
meeting package at the time the transfer begins the Watermaster process (comes 
before Watermaster), 
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DATE: 

TO: 

SUBJECT: 

Summary-

April 5, 2012 

CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 
Tel: (909) 484.3888 Fax: (909) 484-3890 www.cbwm.org 

Watermaster Interested Parties 

Summary and Analysis of Application for Water Transaction 

There does not appear to be a potential material physical injury to a party or to the basin from the proposed 
transaction as presented. 

Issue -
• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from 

the City of Chino. The transfer will be made from the City of Chino's Excess Carryover Account. 

Recommendation -
1. Continue mon'ltoring as planned in the Optimum Basin Management Program. 
2. Use all new or revised information when analyzing the hydrologic balance and report 

to Watermaster if a potential for material physical injury is discovered, and 
3. Approve the transaction as presented. 

Fiscal Impact -
[Xl None 
[ 1 Reduces assessments under the 85/15 rule 
[ 1 Reduce desalter replenishment costs 

Background 
The Court approved the Peace Agreement, the Implementation Plan and the goals and objectives 
identified in the OBMP Phase I Report on July 13, 2000, and ordered Watermaster to proceed in a 
manner consistent with the Peace Agreement. Under the Peace Agreement, Watermaster approval is 
required for applications to store, recapture, recharge or transfer water, as well as for applications for 
credits or reimbursements and storage and recovery programs. 

Where there is no material physical injury, Watermaster must approve the transaction. Where the request 
for Watermaster approval is submitted by a party to the Judgment, there is a rebuttable presumption that 
most of the transactions do not result in Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin 
(Storage and Recovery Programs do not have this presumption). 

The following application for the water transaction is attached with the notice of application. 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169.944 acre-feet of water from 
the City of Chino. The transfer will be made from the City of Chino's Excess Carryover Account. 

Notice of the water transaction identified above was mailed on April 5, 2012 along with the materials 
submitted by the requestors. 
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Water Transaction Summary & Analysis 04/05/12 

DISCUSSION 
Water transactions occur each year and are included as production by the respective entity (if produced) 
in any relevant analyses conducted by Wildermuth Environmental pursuant to the Peace Agreement and 
the Rules & Regulations. There is no indication additional analysis regarding this transaction is 
necessary at this time. As part of the OBMP Implementation Plan, continued measurement of water 
levels and the installation of extensometers are planned. Based on no real change in the available data, 
we cannot conclude that the proposed water transaction will cause material physical injury to a party or to 
the Basin. 

The Chino Basin Watermaster has a total Appropriative Pool replenishment obligation of 1,189.608 acre
feet. Due to the fact that MWD does not expect to have water available at the replenishment rate this 
fiscal year, Watermaster wishes to use the option to purchase water from Appropriators to fulfill the 
replenishment obligation. Watermaster is taking advantage of the City of Chino's offer to sell 
169.944 acre-feet of water to Watermaster. The transfer will be made from the City of Chino's Excess 
Carryover Account. 
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March 26, 2012 

~'~(;r~rli~y'§rr\i 
CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER ~cc~l~ 

9641 San Bemardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 MAR 2 8 "OJ? 
Tel: 909.484,3888 Fax: 909.484,3890 www,cbwmorg f, ,I, 

CITY OF CHINO'S ACCEPTANCE OF 
WATERMASTER'S WATER TRANSFER TERMS 

CHI"O BASIN IVATERMASTER 

Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 169,944 acre,feet of water from the City of Chino, Watermaster 
will purchase the water at $560,00 per acre-foot, which is the 2012 MWD Tier 1 rate (not including IEUA 
and OCWD fees), The transfer will be made from the City of Chino's Excess Carryover account 

If these terms are acceptable to the City of Chino, please sign below and return to Watermaster at your 
earliest convenience, 

/'\ 

[;f)~7 . 
7)Atll 0 CA~OS L-ey 

Signature: 

Printed Name: 

Title: wA-rGr<- II: 2IJYlre(JNrtf§l.lT4L l/l1.A-NitGe?-

Date Signed: ?>(LUI~ 
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Consolidated Forms 3. 4 & 5 

CONSOLIDATED WATER TRANSFER FORMS: 
FORM 3: APPLICATION FOR SALE OR TRANSFER OF RIGHT TO PRODUCE WATER FROM STORAGE 

FORM 4: APPLICATION OR AMENDMENT TO APPLICATION TO RECAPTURE WATER IN STORAGE 
FORM 5: APPLICATION TO TRANSFER ANNUAL PRODUCTION RIGHT OR SAFE YIELD 

FISCAL YEAR 20..1j· 20.1£ 

DATE REQUESTED: March 26, 2012 AMOUNT REQUESTED: 169.944 Acre-Feet 

TRANSFER FROM (SELLER (TRANSFEROR): TRANSFER TO (BUYER (TRANSFEREE): 

City of Chino Chino Basin Watermaster 

Na me of Pa rty Name of Party 

5050 Schaefer Ave 9641 San Bernardino Rd 

Street Address Street Address 

Chino CA 91710-5549 Rancho Cucamonga 

City state Zip Code City 

(909) 591-9823 (909) 484-3888 

Telephone Telephone 

(909) 590-5535 (909) 484-3890 

Facsimile Facsimile 

Haye any other (ransfers been approved by Watermaster 
between these parties covering the same fiscal year? Yes 0 

PURPOSE OF TRANSFER: 

o Pump when other sources of supply are curtailed 

o Pump to meet current or future demand over and above production right 

o Pump as necessary to stabilize future assessment amounts 

No~ 

~ Other, explain To partially fulfill Watermaster's replenishment obligation 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED FROM: 

CA 91730 

State Zip Code 

o Annual Production Right (Appropriative Pool) or Operating Safe Yield (Non-Agricultural Pool) 

~ Storage 

o Annual Production Right l Operating Safe Yield first, then any additional from storage 

o other, explain 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSfERRED TO: 

o Annual Production Right l OperatingSafe Yield (common) 

o storage (rare) 
~ other, explain Watermaster's replenishment obligation 

July 2009 
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Consolidated Forms 3. 4 & 5 cont. 

IS THE 85/15 RULE EXPECTED TO APPLY? (If yes, all answers below must be "yes.") 

Is the Buyer an 85/15 Party? 

Is the purpose of the transferlo meet a current demand over and above production right? 

Is the water being placed into the Buyer's Annual Account? 

IF WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED FROM STORAGE: 

N/A (paper transfer) N/A (paper transfer) 
Projected Rate of Recapture Projected Duration of Recapture 

METHOD OF RECAPTURE (e.g. pumping, exchange, etc.): 

N/A 

PLACE OF USE OF WATER TO BE RECAPTURED: 

N/A 

Yes 0 

Yes 0 
Yes 0 
Yes 0 

No I2i 
No Dl 

No ~ 
No [j[ 

LOCATlON·OF RECAPTURE FACILITIES (IF DIFFERENT FROM REGULAR PRODUCTION FACILITIES): 

N/A 

WATER QUALITY AND WATER LEVELS 

Are the Parties aware of any wEjter "quality issues that exist in the area? 

If yes, please explain: 

N/A 

What are the existing water levels in the areas that are likely to be affected? 

N/A 

MATERIAL PHYSICAL INJURY 

Yes 0 

Are any of the recapture wells located within Management Zone 1? Yes 0 

No I2i 

No I2i 

Is the Applicant aware of any potential Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin that niay be 
caused by the action covered by the application? Yes 0 No i2'I 

If yes, what are the proposed mitigation measures, if any, that might reasonably be imposed to ensure that the 
action does not result in Matenal Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment orthe Basin? 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

July 2009 
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 cont. 

SAID TRANSFER SHALL BE CONDITIONEQ UPON: 

(1) Transferee shall exercise said right on behalf of Transferor under the terms oflhe Judgment, the Peace 

Agreement, the Peace II Agreement, and the Management Zone 1 Subsidence Management Plan for the 

period described above. The first water produced in any year shall be that produced pursuant to carry-over 

rights defined in the Judgment After production of its carry-over rights, if any, the next (or first if no carry-over 

rights) water produced by Transferee from the Chino Basin shall be that produced hereunder. 

(2) Transferee shall put all waters utilized pursuant to said Transfer to reasonabie beneficial use. 

(3) Transferee shall pay all Watermaster assessments on account of the water production hereby Transferred. 

(4) Any Transferee not already a party must Intervene and become a party to the Judgment 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ATTAC'i 

[)(If' of; 
Yes 0 No I2J 

ure Buyer f Transferee Representative Signature 

Dave Crosley Ken Jeske 
Seller I Transferor Representative Name (Printed) Buyer / Transferee Representative Name (Printed) 

TO BE COMPLETED BYWATERMASTER STAFF: 

DATE OF WATER MASTER NOTICE: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM APPROPRIATIVE POOL: ~ _____ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM NON-AGRICULTURAL POOL: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM AGRICULTURAL POOL: ______ _ 

HEARING DATE, IF ANY: ______ _ 

DATE OF ADVISORY COMMITTEE APPROVAL: ______ _ 

DATE OF BOARD APPROVAL: ______ _ 

JJly 2009 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

APPLICATION(S) 

RECEIVED FOR 

WATER TRANSACTIONS - ACTIVITIES 

Date of Notice: 

April 5, 2012 

This notice is to advise interested persons that the attached application(s) will come 
before the Watermaster Board on or after 30 days from the date of this notice. 
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NOTICE OF APPLICATION(S) RECEIVED 

Date of Application: March 26, 2012 Date of this notice: April 5, 2012 

Please take notice that the following Application has been received by Waterrnaster: 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watennaster will purchase 16.394 acre
feet of water from Aqua Capital Management. The transfer will be made from 
Aqua Capital Management's Local Storage Account. 

This Application will first be considered by each of the respective pool committees on 
the following dates: 

Appropriative Pool: April 12, 2012 

Non-Agricultural Pool: April 12, 2012 

Agricultural Pool: April 12, 2012 

This Application will be scheduled for consideration by the Advisory Committee no 
earlier than thirty days/rom the date o/tltis notice and a minimum o/twenty-one 
calendar days after the last pool committee reviews it 

After consideration by the Advisory Committee, the Application will be considered by 
the Board. 

Unless the Application is amended, parties to the Judgment may file Contests to the 
Application with Watennaster within seven calendar days of when the last pool 
committee considers it. Any Contest must be in writing and state the basis of the 
Contest. 

Waterrnaster address: 

Chino Basin Watennaster 
9641 San Bernardino Road 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 
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CHINO BASIN W ATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

TRANSFER OF WATER 

Notification Dated: April 5, 2012 

A party to the Judgment has submitted a proposed transfer of water for Watermaster 
approval. Unless contrary evidence is presented to Watermaster that overcomes the 
rebuttable presumption provided in Section 5.3(b)(iii) of the Peace Agreement, 
Watermaster must find that there is "no material physical injury" and approve the 
transfer. Watermaster staff is not aware of any evidence to suggest that this transfer 
would cause material physical injury and hereby provides this notice to advise 
interested persons that this transfer will come before the Watermaster Board on or after 
30 days from the date of this notice. The attached staff report will be included in the 
meeting package at the time the transfer begins the Watermaster process (comes 
before Watermaster). 
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CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 
Tel: (909) 484.3888 Fax: (909) 484-3890 www.cbwm.org 

DATE: April 5, 2012 

TO: Watermaster Interested Parties 

SUBJECT: Summary and Analysis of Application for Water Transaction 

Summary-
There does not appear to be a potential material physical injury to a party or to the basin from the proposed 
transaction as presented. 

Issue -
• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 16.394 acre-feet of water 

from Aqua Capital Management. The transfer will be made from Aqua Capital Management's 
Local Storage Account. 

Recommendation -
1. Continue monitoring as planned in the Optimum Basin Management Program. 
2. Use all new or revised information when analyzing the hydrologic balance and report 

to Watermaster if a potential for material physical injury is discovered, and 
3. Approve the transaction as presented. 

Fiscal Impact -
[Xl None 
[ 1 Reduces assessments under the 85/15 rule 
[ 1 Reduce desalter replenishment costs 

Background 
The Court approved the Peace Agreement, the Implementation Plan and the goals and objectives 
identified in the OBMP Phase I Report on July 13, 2000, and ordered Watermaster to proceed in a 
manner consistent with the Peace Agreement. Under the Peace Agreement, Watermaster approval is 
required for applications to store, recapture, recharge or transfer water, as well as for applications for 
credits or reimbursements and storage and recovery programs. 

Where there is no material physical injury, Watermaster must approve the transaction. Where the request 
for Watermaster approval is submitted by a party to the Judgment, there is a rebuttable presumption that 
most of the transactions do not result in Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin 
(Storage and Recovery Programs do not have this presumption). 

The following application for the water transaction is attached with the notice of application. 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watemnaster will purchase 16.394 acre-feet of water 
from Aqua Capital Management. The transfer will be made from Aqua Capital Management's 
Local Storage Account. 

Notice of the water transaction identified above was mailed on April 5, 2012 along with the materials 
submitted by the requestors. 
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Water Transaction Summary & Analysis 04/05/12 

DISCUSSION 
Water transactions occur each year and are included as production by the respective entity (if produced) 
in any relevant analyses conducted by Wildermuth Environmental pursuant to the Peace Agreement and 
the Rules & Regulations. There is no indication additional analysis regarding this transaction is 
necessary at this time. As part of the OBMP Implementation Plan, continued measurement of water 
levels and the installation of extensometers are planned. Based on no real change in the available data, 
we cannot conclude that the proposed water transaction will cause material physical injury to a party or to 
the Basin, 

The Chino Basin Watermaster has a total Non-Agricultural Pool replenishment obligation of 49.183 acre
feet. Due to the fact that MWD does not expect to have water available at the replenishment rate this 
fiscal year, Watermaster wishes to use the option to purchase water from Non-Agricultural Pool Parties to 
fulfill the replenishment obligation, Watermaster is taking advantage of Aqua Capital Management's offer 
to sell 16.394 acre-feet of water to Watermaster, The transfer will be made from Aqua Capital 
Management's Local Storage Account. 
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March 26, 2012 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 

Tel: 909.484.3888 Fax: 909.484.3890 www.cbwm.org 

AQUA CAPITAL MANAGEMENT'S ACCEPTANCE OF 
WATERMASTER'S WATER TRANSFER TERMS 

Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 16.394 acre-feet of water from Aqua Capital Management. 
Watermaster will purchase the water at $560.00 per acre-foot, which is the 2012 MWD Tier 1 rate (not 
including IEUA and OCWD fees). The transfer will be made from Aqua Capital Management's Local 
Storage account. 

If these terms are acceptable to Aqua Capital Management, please sign below and return to Watermaster 
at your earliest convenience. 

Signature: 

Printed Name: 

Title: 

Date Signed: 
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 

CONSOLIDATED WATER TRANSFER FORMS: 
FORM 3: APPLICATION FOR SALE OR TRANSFER OF RIGHT TO PRODUCE WATER FROM STORAGE 

FORM 4: APPLICATION OR AMENDMENT TO APPLICATION TO RECAPTURE WATER IN STORAGE 
FORM 5: APPLICATION TO TRANSFER ANNUAL PRODUCTION RIGHT OR SAFE YIELD 

FISCAL YEAR 20..11- 2016 

DATE REQUESTED: March 26, 2012 AMOUNT REQUESTED: 16.394 

TRANSFER FROM (SELLER I TRANSFEROR): TRANSFER TO (BUYER [TRANSFEREE): 

Aqua Capital Management Chino Basin Watermaster 

Name of Party Name of Party 

444 Regenc)! Parkwa)! Drive, Suite 300 9641 San Bernardino Rd 

Street Address Street Address 

Omaha NE 68114 Rancho Cucamonga 

City State Zip Code City 

(402) 934-0066 ext 205 (909) 484-3888 

Telephone Telephone 

-- (909) 484-3890 

Facsimile Facsimile 

Have any other transfers been approved by Watermaster 
between these parties covering the same fiscal year? Yes 0 

PURPOSE OF TRANSFER: 

o Pump when other sources. of supply are curtailed 

o Pump to meelcurrent or future demand over and above production right 

o Pump as necessary to stabilize future assessment amounts 

No ~ 

~ other, explain To partially fulfill Watermaster's replenishment obligation 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED FROM: 

CA 91730 

State Zip Code 

o Annual Production Right (Appropriative Pool) or Operating Safe Yield (Non-Agricultural Pool) 

~ Storage 

o Annual Production Right I Operating Safe Yield firs~ then any additional from Storage 

o Other, explain 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED TO: 

o Annual Production Right I Operating Safe Yield (common) 

o Storage (rare) 
~ other, explain Watermaster's replenishment obligation 

JJly 2009 
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 eont. 

IS THE 8Sf15 RULE EXPECTED TO APPLY? (If yes, all answers below must be "yes,") Yes 0 

Is the Buyer an85f15 Party? Yes 0 

Is the purpose of the transfer to meet a current demand over and above production right? Yes 0 

Is the water being placed into the Bwyer's Annual Account? Yes 0 

IFWATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED FROM STORAGE: 

N/A (paper transfer) N/A (paper transfer) 
Projected Rate of Recapture Projected Duration of Recaptwre 

METHOD OF RECAPTURE (e,g, pumping, exchange, etc,): 

N/A 

PLACE OF USE OF WATER TO BE RECAPTURED: 

N/A 

No ~ 

No DI: 
No [71. 

No IX 

LOCATION OF RECAPTURE FACILITIES (IF DIFFERENT FROM REGULAR PRODUCTION FACILITIES): 

N/A 

WATER QUALITY AND WATER LEVELS 

Are the Parties aware of any water quality is$tjes that exist in the area? 

If yes, please explain: 

N/A 

Yes 0 

What are the existing water leVels in the areas that are. likely to be affected? 

N/A 

MATERIAL PHYSICAL INJURY 

Are any of the recapture wells located within ManagemenlZone 1? Yes 0 

No ~ 

No ~ 

Is thE) Applicant aware of21ny potential Material Physicallnjwry to a party to the Judgment or thE) Basin that niay be 
caused by the action covered by the application? Yes 0 No .~ 

If yes, what are the proposed mitigation measures; if any; that might reasonably be imposed to ensure that the 
action does not result in Materi.al Physical. Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin? 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

July 2009 
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 cont. 

SAID TRANSFER SHALL BE CONDITIONED UPON: 

(1) Transferee shall exercise said right on behalf ofTransferor under the terms of the Judgment, the Peace 

Agreement, the Peace II Agreement,anq the Management Zone 1 Subsidence Management Plan for the 

period described above. The first water produced in any year shall be that produced pursuant to carry-over 

rights defined in the Judgment. After production of its carry-over rights, if any, the next (or first if no carry-over 

rights) water produced by Transferee from the .chino Basin shall be that produced hereunder. 

(2) Transferee shall put all waters ~tilized pursuant to said Transfer to reasonable beneficial use. 

(3) Transferee shall pay all W<jtermaster assessments on account ofthe water production hereby Tra,nsferred. 

(4) Any Transferee not already a party must Intervene and become a party to the' Judgment. 

ADDITIONAL INFQRMATI Yes 0 

( 
Seller {TrClnsferor RepresentCltive Signature BUYer {Transferee Representative SignClture 

David Pen rice Ken Jeske 
Seller {Transferor Representative Name (Printed) BUyer I Tra,nsferee Representative Name (Printed) 

TO BE COMPLETED BY WATERMASTER STAFF: 

DATE OF WATERMASTER NOTICE: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM APPROPRIATIVE POOL: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM NON-AGRICULTURAL POOL: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM AGRICULTURAL POOL: ______ _ 

HEARING DATE, IF ANY: ______ _ 

DATE OF ADVISORY COMMITIEE APPROVAL: ______ _ 

DATE OF BOARD APPROVAL: ______ _ 

..lJly 2009 

P102 



CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

APPLICATION(S) 

RECEIVED FOR 

WATER TRANSACTIONS - ACTIVITIES 

Date of Notice: 

April 5, 2012 

This notice is to advise interested persons that the attached application(s) will come 
before the Watermaster Board on or after 30 days from the date of this notice. 
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NOTICE OF APPLICATION(S) RECEIVED 

Date of Application: March 26, 2012 Date of this notice: AprilS,2012 

Please take notice that the following Application has been received by Watennaster: 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watennaster will purchase 16.394 acre
feet of water from Auto Club Speedway. The transfer will be made from Auto 
Club Speedway's Local Storage Account. 

This Application will first be considered by each of the respective pool committees on 
the following dates: 

Appropriative Pool: April 12, 2012 

Non-Agricultural Pool: April 12, 2012 

Agricultural Pool: April 12, 2012 

This Application will be scheduled for consideration by the Advisory Committee no 
earlier than thirty days from the date of this notice and a minimum of twenty-one 
calendar days after the last pool committee reviews it 

After consideration by the Advisory Committee, the Application will be considered by 
the Board. 

Unless the Application is amended, parties to the Judgment may file Contests to the 
Application with Watennaster within seven calendar days of when the last pool 
committee considers it. Any Contest must be in writing and state the basis of the 
Contest. 

Watennaster address: 

Chino Basin Watennaster 
9641 San Bernardino Road 
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

NOTICE 
OF 

TRANSFER OF WATER 

Notification Dated: April 5, 2012 

A party to the Judgment has submitted a proposed transfer of water for Watermaster 
approval. Unless contrary evidence is presented to Watermaster that overcomes the 
rebuttable presumption provided in Section 5.3(b)(iii) of the Peace Agreement, 
Watermaster must find that there is "no material physical injury" and approve the 
transfer. Watermaster staff is not aware of any evidence to suggest that this transfer 
would cause material physical injury and hereby provides this notice to advise 
interested persons that this transfer will come before the Watermaster Board on or after 
30 days from the date of this notice. The attached staff report will be included in the 
meeting package at the time the transfer begins the Watermaster process (comes 
before Watermaster). 
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CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 
Tel: (909) 484.3888 Fax: (909) 484-3890 www.cbwm.org 

DATE: April 5, 2012 

TO: Watermaster Interested Parties 

SUBJECT: Summary and Analysis of Application for Water Transaction 

Summary-
There does not appear to be a potential material physical injury to a party or to the basin from the proposed 
transaction as presented. 

Issue-
• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 16.394 acre-feet of water 

from Auto Club Speedway. The transfer will be made from Auto Club Speedway's Local Storage 
Account. 

Recommendation -
1. Continue monitoring as planned in the Optimum Basin Management Program. 
2. Use all new or revised information when analyzing the hydrologic balance and report 

to Watermaster if a potential for material physical injury is discovered, and 
3. Approve the transaction as presented. 

Fiscal Impact
[Xl None 
[ 1 Reduces assessments under the 85/15 rule 
[ 1 Reduce desalter replenishment costs 

Background 
The Court approved the Peace Agreement, the Implementation Plan and the goals and objectives 
identified in the OBMP Phase I Report on July 13, 2000, and ordered Watermaster to proceed in a 
manner consistent with the Peace Agreement. Under the Peace Agreement, Watermaster approval is 
required for applications to store, recapture, recharge or transfer water, as well as for applicaflons for 
credits or reimbursements and storage and recovery programs. 

Where there is no material physical injury, Watermaster must approve the transaction. Where the request 
for Watermaster approval is submitted by a party to the Judgment, there is a rebuttable presumption that 
most of the transactions do not result in Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin 
(Storage and Recovery Programs do not have this presumption). 

The following application for the water transaction is attached with the notice of application. 

• Notice of Sale or Transfer - Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 16.394 acre-feet of water 
from Auto Club Speedway. The transfer will be made from Auto Club Speedway's Local Storage 
Account. 

Notice of the water transaction identified above was mailed on April 5, 2012 along with the materials 
submitted by the requestors. 
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Water Transaction Summary & Analysis 04/05112 

DISCUSSION 
Water transactions occur each year and are included as production by the respective entity (if produced) 
in any relevant analyses conducted by Wildermuth Environmental pursuant to the Peace Agreement and 
the Rules & Regulations. There is no indication additional analysis regarding this transaction is 
necessary at this time. As part of the OBMP Implementation Plan, continued measurement of water 
levels and the installation of extensometers are planned. Based on no real change in the available data, 
we cannot conclude that the proposed water transaction will cause material physical injury to a party or to 
the Basin. 

The Chino Basin Watermaster has a total Non-Agricultural Pool replenishment obligation of 49.183 acre
feet. Due to the fact that MWD does not expect to have water available at the replenishment rate this 
fiscal year, Watermaster wishes to use the option to purchase water from Non-Agricultural Pool Parties to 
fulfill the replenishment obligation. Watermaster is taking advantage of Auto Club Speedway's offer to 
sell 16.394 acre-feet of water to Watermaster. The transfer will be made from Auto Club Speedway's 
Local Storage Account. 
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March 26, 2012 

CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 

Tel: 909.484.3888 Fax: 909.484.3890 www.cbwm.org 

AUTO CLUB SPEEDWAY'S ACCEPTANCE OF 
WATERMASTER'S WATER TRANSFER TERMS 

Chino Basin Watermaster will purchase 16.394 acre-feet of water from Auto Club Speedway. 
Watermaster will purchase the water at $560.00 per acre-foot, which is the 2012 MWD Tier 1 rate (not 
including IEUA and OCWD fees). The transfer will be made from the Auto Club Speedway's Local 
Storage account. 

If these terms are acceptable to Auto Club Speedway, please sign below and return to Watermaster at 
your earliest convenience. 

Signature: 

Printed Name: 

Title: 

Date Signed: 
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 

CONSOLIDATED WATER TRANSFER FORMS: 
FORM 3: APPLICATION FOR SALE OR TRANSFER OF RIGHT TO PRODUCE WATER FROM STORAGE 

FORM 4: APPLICATION ORAMENDMENT TO APPLICATION TO RECAPTURE WATER IN STORAGE 
FORM 5: APPLICATION TO TRANSFER ANNUAL PRODUCTION RIGHT OR SAFE YIELD 

FISCAL YEAR 20.Jj. 20..11 

DATE REQUESTED: March 26, 2012 AMOUNT REQUESTED: 16.394 Acre-Feet 

TRANSFER FROM (SELLER / TRANSFEROR): TRANSFER TO (BUYER/TRANSFEREE): 

Auto Club Speedway Chino Basin Watermaster 

Name of Party Name of Party 

9300 Cher~ Avenue 9641 San Bernardino Rd 

Street Address street Actdre.ss 

Fontana CA 92335 Rancho Cucamonga 

City State Zip Code City 

(909) 429-5651 (909) 484-3888 

Telephone Telephone 

(909) 429-5660 (909) 484-3890 

Facsimile Facsimile 

Have any other transfers been approved tJy Watermaster 
between these parties covering the same fiscal year? Yes 0 

PURPOSE OF TRANSFER: 

o Pump when other sources of supply are curtailed 

o Pump to meet current or future demand over and above production right 

o Pump as necessary to stabilize future assessment amounts 

No ~ 

~ Other, explain To partially fulfill Watermaster's replenishment obligation 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED FROM: 

CA 91730 

State Zip Code 

o Annual Production Right (Appropriative Pool) or Operating Safe Yield (Non-Agricultural Pool) 

QIl storage 

o Annual Production Right I Operating Safe Yield firs~ then any additional from storage 

o other, explain 

WATER IS TO BE TRANSFERRED TO: 

o Annual Production Right I Operating Safe Yield (common) 

o Storage (rare) 
il§ other, explain Watermaster's replenishment obligation 

July 2009 
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Consolidated Forms 3. 4 & 5 cont. 

IS THE 85115 RULE EXPECTED TO APPLY? (If yes, all answers below muSt be "yes.") Yes 0 

Is the Buyer an 85/15 Party? Yes 0 

Is the purpose of the transfer to meet a current demand over and above production right? Yes 0 
Is the water being placed into the Buyer's Annual Account? Yes 0 

IFWATER IS TO aE TRANSFERRED FROM STORAGE: 

NJA (paper transfer) N/A (paper transfer) 
Proj<')cted Rate of Recapture Projected Duration of Recapture 

METHOD OF RECAPTURE (e.g. pumping, exchange, etc.): 

NJA 

PLACE OF USE OF WATER TO BE RECAPTURED: 

NJA 

No ~ 

No DI: 
No [lI: 

No Dl 

LOCATION OF RECAPTURE FACILITIES (IF DIFFERENT FROM REGULAR PRODUCTION FACILITIES): 

NJA 

WATER QUALITY AND WATER LEVELS 

Are the Parties. eware of any water quality issues that exist in the area? 

If yes, please explain: 

NJA 

What are the existing water levels in the areas that are likelY to be affected? 

NJA 

MATERIAL PHYSICAL INJURY 

Yes 0 

Are any of the recapture wells located within Management Zone 1? Yes 0 

No ~ 

No ~ 

Is the Applicant aware of any potential Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin that may be 
caused by the action GOvered by the application? Yes 0 No 121 

If yes, whatare the proposed mitigation measures, if any, that might reasonably be imposed to ensure that the 
action does not result in Material Physical Injury to a party to the Judgment or the Basin? 

N/A 

NJA 

NJA 

July 2009 
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Consolidated Forms 3, 4 & 5 cont. 

SAID TRANSFER SHALL BE CONDITIONED UPON: 

(1) Transferee shall exercise said right on behalf of Transferor under the terms of the Judgment, the Peace 

Agreement, the Peace II Agreement; and the Management Zone 1 Subsidence Management Plan for the 

period described above. The first water produced in any year shall be that produced pursuant to carry-over 

rights defined in the Judgment. After production of its carry-over rights, if any, ihe next (or first ifno carry-over 

rights) water produced by Transferee from the Chino Basin shall be that produced hereunder. 

(2) Transferee shall put all waters utiiized pursuant to said Transfer to reasonable beneficial use. 

(3) Transferee shall. pay all Watermaster assessments on acoount of the water production hereby Transferred. 

(4) Ahy Transferee not already a party must Intervene and become a party to the Judgment. 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ATTACHED Yes D. No ~ 

Buyer f Transferee Represehtative Signature 

Brian Geye Ken Jeske 
Seller /Transferor Representative Name (Printed) Buyer I Transferee Representative Name (Printed) 

TO BE COMPLETED BY WATERMASTER STAFF: 

DATE OF WATERMASTER NOTICE: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM APPROPRIATIVE POOL: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM NON-AGRICULTURAL POOL: ______ _ 

DATE OF APPROVAL FROM AGRICULTURAL POOL: ______ _ 

HEARING DATE, IF ANY: ______ _ 

DATE OF ADVISORY COMMITTEE APPROVAL: ______ _ 

DATE OF BOARD APPROVAL: ______ _ 

July 2009 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

II. BUSINESS ITEM 

A. WATERMASTER FISCAL 
YEAR 2012/2013 BUDGET 



CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 

Tel: 909.484.3888 Fax: 909.484.3890 www.cbwm.org 

STAFF REPORT 

DATE: May 17, 2012 

TO: Committee Members 

SUBJECT: Proposed Fiscal Year 2012/2013 Budget 

SUMMARY 

Issue - Annual Budget for Watermaster Administration and OBMP tasks during FY 2012/2013. 

Recommendations - Staff recommends the Pools consider approval/adoption of the Proposed FY 
2012/2013 Budget. 

Fisca/ /mpact - The FY 2012/2013 Proposed Budget expenses are $6,670,201. The FY 2012/2013 
Budget, as proposed, anticipates a decrease in all three expense categories of administrative costs, 
OBMP expenditures and OBMP project costs over the prior year "amended" budget of $6,901 ,767. 

DISCUSSION 

Each year, Watermaster staff conducts meetings internally and with consultants to discuss upcorning 
projects and anticipated work flow. As the budget is developed, the related budgeted expenses are 
continually refined. The current version of the budget reflects the discussions with consultants and 
stakeholders. 

On April 26, 2012, Watermaster conducted the annual Budget Workshop and discussed the preliminary 
draft budget in both detail and in summary. The proposed draft budget contained a proposed level of 
expenses at $6,670,201 with proposed assessments of $8.83 per acre-foot for Administration and $42.20 
per acre-foot for OBMP and Implementation Projects, for a combined total of $51.03 per acre-foot. Staff 
discussed the changes from last year's approved budget and this year's proposed budget. The Total 
Assessable Production (for budget purposes) was estimated to be 117,125.000 acre-feet which was 
based upon the actual production numbers for the first three quarters, and projected to estimate the full 
year's production . The "projected" Total Assessable Production of 117,125.000 acre-feet is higher than 
the "actual" previous year's Total Assessable Production of 113,666.995 acre-feet by 3,458.005 acre-feet 
or 3.0%. It was discussed that higher production results in the current year will decrease the overall 
assessments per acre-foot, while lower production numbers will increase the overall assessments per 
acre-foot. 
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Proposed Fiscal Year 2012/2013 Budget 
Page 2 of 38 

May 17, 2012 

A discussion regarding the changes in two revenue sources from last year to this year was also 
discussed. When any additional sources of Income within the budget are reduced, the overall 
assessment amount will increase because there is a smaller amount to offset the overall assessment 
amount. In turn, when any additional sources of Income are increased, the overall assessment amount 
will decrease because there is a larger amount to offset the overall assessment amount. For the current 
proposed budget, the category of Interest Income is being reflected within the budget at a "realistic" level. 
In prior years, the level of projected Interest Income from investments at LAIF was budgeted much higher 
than actual results. As a result, a reduction of $110,000 from the previous year's budget was calculated. 
The Interest Income projected for FY 2012/2013 was reduced to $39,600. The amount of $39,600 is 
reflected within the proposed budget and refiects a conservative approach considering the current level of 
interest rates. 

Another reduction in Income was the elimination of the $111 ,000 receipt from Hansen Aggregate. A 
settlement agreement was reached between Watermaster and Hansen Aggregate in 2009 providing for 
three annual payments of $111 ,000 to be paid for damage to the Lower Day Basin. The 3r

• and final 
settlement payment was due and received in July 2011 from Hansen Aggregate. Going forward, no 
future payments are being budgeted by Watermaster within this category and the proposed budget 
reflects that change. 

With these two revenue reductions, the change between last year and this year's budget calculates an 
overall reduction in Income of $221,000 ($110,000 and $111 ,000). As stated above, a reduction in 
Income increases the overall assessment amount because there is a smaller amount of revenue to offset 
the overall assessment amount. The effect of the reduction of $221,000 in Income on the Total 
Assessment amount was an increase amount equal to $1.89 per acre-foot. 

Comparing the current Proposed Assessment as of May 10, 2012 of $51.03 to the Actual Assessment 
paid last year of $49.14, a variance of $1.89 or 3.8% is shown. Please note that the $1.89 variance 
between Assessment calculations is exactly equal to the amount of the lost additional Income of 
$221,000. ($221 ,000 ~ 117,125.000 acre-feet = $1 .89 acre-feet). 

Assessment AlllOunts 

Proposed Assessment 
as of May 10, 2012 

Actual Assessment 
FY2011-2012 

Proposed Assessment 
vs. Actual Assessment 

G&A 
Expenses 

$8.83 

$8.60 

$0.23 
2.7';6 

OBMP& 
Implementation 
Projects 

$42.20 

$40.54 

$1.66 
4 .1% 

Total Assessment 

$')1..03 

$49·14 

$1.89 
3.8% 

The Proposed FY 2012/2013 Budget also reflects the approved changes in the Operating Reserve 
percentages. In last year's FY 2011/2012 budget, a 30% Operating Reserve was calculated for the 
Administration expenses and, a 30% Operating Reserve was calculated for the OBMP/Project expenses. 
Last year's Total Operating Reserve calculated to an amount of $1 ,904,166. For FY 2012/2013 , the 
Operating Reserve percentages were reduced from 30% for Administration expenses down to 10%, and 
the OBMP/Project expense percentages were reduced from 30% down to 15%. For FY 2012/2013, the 
Total Operating Reserve calculated to an amount of $871,425, an overall reduction from year to year of 
$1,032,741 or 54.2%. Depending upon decisions made between now and the assessment process in 
November 2012, this amount of $1 ,032,741 could be refunded to the parties as part of the assessment 
invoice along with any other additional excess cash reserves. 
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Proposed Fiscal Year 2012/2013 Budget May 17, 2012 
Page 3 of 38 

Operating Reserves: FY12/13 FY11/12 

Administration: 10% 30% 

OBMP/Projects: 15% 30% 

Administration: $107,894 $ 302,880 

OBMP/Projects: $763,531 $1 ,601 ,286 

Total Reserves: $871 425 $1 904166 

Wildermuth Environmental, Inc. provided a budget comparison worksheet along with a detailed narrative 
report that described each category within their budget. This infomnation was distributed to the attendees 
of the Workshop on April 26, 2012 and is also attached (See Attachment A) as part of this budget report. 

Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck provided a budget comparison worksheet along with a detailed 
narrative report that described each category within their budget. This information was distributed to the 
attendees of the Workshop on April 26, 2012 and is also attached (See Attachment B) as part of this 
budget report. 

After some brief discussions and comments from participants at the Budget Workshop, it was the 
consensus of the participants in attendance that the Proposed Budget dated April 26, 2012 with Total 
Expenses of $6,670,201 and an estimated Assessment amount of $51.03 was consistent with the 
previous year's budget and assessment and would be acceptable if brought forward to the Pools for 
consideration and approval in May, 2012. 

For the Administrative expenses: 

o Overall, the Administrative expense section of the budget totaling $1 ,078,942 is 12.7% or 
$157,659 below the previous year's "Amended" budget of $1 ,236,601 . 

o The draft budget includes 9.5 FTE approved staff positions, no change from the prior year. 

o The budget includes a temporary employee for one-half year to continue work of the scanning 
project. This employee will be from a temporary employment agency and is not an employee of 
Watermaster. This amount is the same as the previous year's budget. 

o The budget does not include a CPIICOLA salary adjustment for Watermaster staff. 

o No changes in employee's fringe benefits (medical , dental or vision coverage) . 

o The Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck (BHFS) legal expenses within the Administrative section 
were budgeted at $377,005. 

o Overall reductions in the majority of expense categories within the Administrative section. 

For OBMP General costs: 

o Overall, the OBMP expense section of the budget totaling $1,219,186 is 4.7% or $60,310 below 
the previous year's "Amended" budget of $1 ,279,496. 

o Meetings with staff, Wildermuth and legal were held to determine a realistic estimate of working 
hours, project costs, and if any costs might be reduced or work delayed until next fiscal year. 
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Proposed Fiscal Year 2012/2013 Budget 
Page 4 of 38 

May 17, 2012 

• The total Wildermuth/Engineering budget for FY 2012/2013 is $444,369 which is a reduction of 
$133,945 or 23.2% from the previous year's "Amended" budget of $578,314. Note that this 
amount is only for the OBMP section and not the entire Wildermuth budget. Wildermuth provided 
a breakdown of costs by the categories of "Required by the Judgment" which totaled $362,403 
and "Discretionary" which totaled $81,966. The total amount of $444,369 is included within the 
FY 2012/2013 budget. 

• The Watermaster Groundwater Model/Safe Yield Update project was budgeted at $99,828, a 
reduction from the year of $254,182. 

• The "State of the Basin" data analysis and preparation of exhibits and reports is budgeted for 
$109,524. This budget item was not budgeted for in last year's budget. 

• Watermaster's budget for the Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck legal expenses within the OBMP 
section was $302,950. Several new budget line items were created to capture the anticipated 
new legal costs. 

OBMP Implementation Project costs: 

• Overall, the OBMP Implementation Project expense section of the budget totaling $4,372,073 is 
5.0% or $228,597 below the previous year's "Amended" budget of $4,600,670. 

• The total Wildermuth budget for FY 2012/2013 is $1,537,991 which is a reduction of $525,343 or 
25.5% from the previous year's "Amended" budget of $2,063,334. Note that this amount is only 
for the OBMP Implementation Project section and not the entire Wildermuth budget. Wildermuth 
provided a breakdown of costs by the categories of "Required by the Judgment" which totaled 
$1,423,486 and "Discretionary" which totaled $114,505. The total amount of $1 ,537,991 is 
included within the FY 2012/2013 budget. 

• Reductions in most of OBMP Implementation Project expenses compared to the FY 2011/2012 
Amended Budget. 

• The budget provides $40,000 for increased efforts in replacement of in-line meters, calibration 
and maintenance. 

• Includes cost of $90,000 for use of the TerraSAR-X satellite for the west side of the basin since 
the EnviSat satellite is no longer functioning . The additional incremental cost between the 
TerraSAR-X satellite and the EnviSat satellite is $13,000. 

• Includes reduction of $216,000 in monitoring costs for the Hydraulic Control Monitoring Program 
and includes the additional costs of $200,000 for the Prado Basin Habitat within the Hydraulic 
Control Monitoring Program. 

• The direct costs from IEUA for the Recharge Basin O&M are provided at $833,953. 

• Provides a budgeted amount of $300,000 for the Recharge Proof of Concept. 

• The projected Recharge Improvement Debt Payment due to IEUA in the amount of $501,055 is 
budgeted, with no adjustment(s) for previous year's credits. 

In summary, the FY 2012/2013 Budget, as proposed, anticipates a decrease in total budgeted costs of 
$446,566 or 6.3% below the previous year's "Amended" budget. The final assessments will be refined 
when the assessment package is prepared this fall . The latest indications and estimates show the Total 
Assessable Production should be at levels higher than the 2010-2011 actual production. 
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Proposed Fiscal Year 2012/2013 Budget 
Page 5 of 38 

Actions: 
May 10,2012 Appropriative Pool- Approved unanimously 

May 17, 2012 

May 10, 2012 Non-Agricultural Pool - Approved unanimously and to direct the Pool representatives to 
support at the Advisory Committee and Watermaster Board meetings subject to changes which they 
determine to be appropriate 
May 10, 2012 Agricultural Pool- Approved unanimously 
May 17, 2012 Advisory Committee-
May 24, 2012 Watermaster Board-
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Attachment A: 

Tab&. 2: Encin-'"c BudptfCIIJWaba" WAEt FY'1m2/U: 

Comp~""' ·luMnded"' FY1OU/U 

Description 

""'1- ........ Discretionary 

6900 Optimum ...... ~-:nt Procram 
6906 OBMP Engineering 

Attl!fld Watermast« Meetings $69.509 $34,755 $34,754 

Matl:rial Physic-a l lnjury Requests, Othen 523,632 $23,632 

Eval. TJ"2Insf~A.uess. Supplemental Water Recharse SO 
Misc. Ohta And CEO Requests $94,414 $47.2U $47,212 

Water Rishts Compliance Monitoring $24,064 $14,064 

Project Management $23,388 $23.388 

Watermaster Model Update and Required Demonstrations 599)128 $99.828 
SOB Exhibits S!~24 $109.524 

7100 Propam Blment 1: ~~ MonitDrtnc Prop'am 
7103 Groundwatef" Quality Monitoring Program $105,624 $105,624 

7104 GroW1dwatet'" level Monitoring Prowam $216,321 $216,321 

7107 Ground Level Monttoring Program $521,ll1 $478,900 $42,221 

7108 Hydraulic Control Monitoring Program $403,679 $IJ03,679 

7109 Recharge and WeD Monitoring Progr-am $21,540 $21,540 

7200 PToJr-m lE.ment 2: ~ Itet;:~. Pros;film 

7202.2 GRCC Meetings $0 

?2,!~3 Impfementatio:!! $100,016 $100,016 

7300 P~ram IE,!~ 3 & 5~ WatB Supply Plan -. Dualbor 

7303 Engineering SeMces $30,344 $30,344 

7400 Pro,film IELll'M!nt 4: Mcmt Zone Str2tqIa 

7402E~neering~ $67~2 S67,~~ 
7500 Pro&ram IElements 6 ~ 1; ~ Eiforb/Salt Mcmt 

7502 Engineering Services -~ $60,956 

1&00 P",,~~ lE!.nwnb II & 9: Shmll!:_ Mcmt/Co,!J UN 

7602 Engineering Services $U,328 $11,328 

Tobb $I,!J:I2,.360 $1,,785,889 $196,471 
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May 17, 2012 

FY12/13 Ml/12 
Bud, .. Bud,et 

NdChance 

$444,_ $571,314 ($1S3,945) 

$70,389 (S880) 

$0 523,632 

$8,000 ($8,000) 

$78,755 $15,669 

$32,,760 ($8,696) 

$34,400 ($ 11,012) 

$354,010 ($254,182) 

$0 $109,524 

$1.268,285 $1.m.318 (S530.0~3) 

5123,353 (517,72SJ 

$196,443 $19,878 

$1,os2»21 ($S30,900) 

$419,80S ($16,126) 

$6,'" $14,844 

$100.016 $132.810 ($32,754) 

$10,320 (SI0,320) 

$122,490 (~22,474t 

$30,~ $36,221 1$5,877) 

$36,221 ($~,877 

$67,062 $60,123 $6,~3.9 
$60,123 $6,939 

$60,956 $35,862 $25,094 

$35,862 $25,094 

$11,328 $0 $11,328 

$0 $11,328 

$1!9&Z,360 $2,641.648 1$659,288) 



Proposed Fiscal Year 2012/2013 Budget 
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Engineerin g lBudget Summary 

6906 - OBMP General Engineering: Attend Watermaster Meetings 

Required Discretionary Total 
Consultant 532.868 32,868 S65,736 
ODCs $1,887 51,886 53,773 
Outsid-e Professionals 
Total 534,755 S34,754 569,509 

Rationale 

May 17, 2012 

Watennarter CEO and/or the \,yatermaster Board may dired the consultant to prepare for and attend the 
fonowing meetings. 

\Vatermaster Advisory Committee and Board meetings. 

Agricultural Pool meeting. 

Appropriative and Overlying Non-Agricultural Pools meeting. 

Other general meetings as requested by \Vatermaster's CEO or Board. 

For each of the meetings. the Consultant will prepare engineering updates ,."ith supporting maps, charts, 
tables, handouts,. and PowerPoint presentations. as appropriate. 

Scope of Work 
See rationale. 

Deliverables 
Co.nsultant \"Iill deliver to Watennaster on the meeting date, the following: 

Attendance at the meeting$. 

Maps, charts, tables, handouts, and Po\·,..erPoint presentations prepared by the consultant. 
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Engineeling Budget SumUJalY - Fiscal Year 2012/ 13 

6906 - OBMP General Engineering: 

~Iaterial Physical Injury Requests, Others 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ODes 
Outside Professionals 
Total 

Required 
$23,632 

523,632 

Discretionary 
5 

s 

Total 
$23,632 

523,63 2 

May 17, 2012 

Page 2 of 27 

Prepare a material physical injury analysis as appropriate for each transfer application, storage application, 
r echarge application or as othelWise directed by Watennaster and pursuant to the Peace Agreement and the 
Rules and Regulations. 

Scope of Work 
Tins task is to provide outside engineering services to assist Watennaster staff in the evaluation of transfer. 
storage and recharge applications. Occasionally \Vatennaster staff requires outside engineering senrices in 
the evaluation of these transfers. There are no specific issues that were identified in the development of the 
fiscal year 2012/13 budget 

Deliverables 
The deliverables for this w ork will be defined by the specific \¥atermaster staff request. 
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Engineering Budget Summary - Fiscal Year 2012/13 

6906 - OBMP General Engineering: 

Miscellaneous CEO and Data Requests 

Requh-ed Discretionary 
Consultant $46,712 1146,712 
ODCs S500 $500 
Outside Professionals 
Total 547.212 $47.212 

Rationale 

May 17, 2012 

Page 3 of27 

Total 
$93,424 

Sl.OOO 

S94.424 

\tVatennaste:r CEO and/or Watermaster staff may direct the consultant to respond to perform specific 
technical analyses that were not anticipated in the budget or t o respond to data requests from Watermaster 
parties and non-Watermaster entities. 

Scope of Work 
Consultant shall perfann the following tasks: 

Ad hoc analyses requested by the Watermaster CEO. 

Fulfill requests from the \Vatermaster CEO, including the preparation of Power Point presentations, 
maps, charts, technical reports. Work with Watermaster staff on the preparation of the Annual 
Report. 

Fulfill requests for hydrologic data. model files, PowerPoint presentations, maps, charts, technical 
reports, etc. requested by Watermaster parties or non-Watennaster entities only if approved by 
Watermaster CEO and/or staff. 

Deliverables 
Consultant shall deliver to Watermaster the data-request deliverables and other PowerPoint presentations, 
maps, charts:. and te.chnica1 reports. as requested.. 
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6906 - OBMP General Engineering: 

Water Rights Compliance Monitoring 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ODCs 
Outside Professionals 

Total 

Required Discretionary 
$24,064 

524,064 

Total 
$24,064 

SZ4,064 

May 17, 2012 

Page 4 of27 

This work is required in \Vatennaster's permit issued bytbe State "'Vater Resources Control Board. 

Scope of Work 
This task includes engineering services to prepare a specialized hydrologic 3:;sessment of the relative impacts 
of the diversions of storm water to recharge by 'VVatennaster pursuant to the \Vatermaster's permit issued by 
the State Water Resources Control Board. Specifically the work involves estimating the discharge to the Santa 
Ana River from its tributaries that flow across the Chino Basin and where stonn water is diverted fo r 
recharge. The discharge from these tributaries to the Santa Ana River is estimated with and without the 
'Watenn3ster diversions to recharge, and the relative changes in discharge are computed. This work is not 
discretionary. 

Deliverables 
Consultant shall deliver to Watermaster the following: 

A report summarizing the difference in discharges in tributaries to the Santa Ana River with and 
without Watermaster diversions for recharge, which Watennaster r eviews and forwards to the State 
\Vater Resources Control Board. 
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6906 - OBMP General Engineering: 

Project Management 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ones 
Outside Professionals 
Total 

Required Discretionary 
$23,388 

$23,388 

Total 
$23,388 

523,388 

May 17, 2012 

Page 5 of27 

This task is for routine project management a nd preparation of quarterly estimated-cost-at-completion 
reports. 

Scope of Work 

The consultantshall perfonn routine project management se-rvices including: 

Update the Integrated Schedule Budget ]l.lanagement (lSB~n system. 

Analyze staffing requirements and made assignments for various tasks. 

Review· the schedules of deliverables. 

Prepare the Estimated Cost at Completion (fCAC) estimates. 

Deliverables 
Consultant will deliver to Watermaster the following: 

Summary of costs to date. ECAC. and estimates of progress on a task-by-task basis. 
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6906.1 - OBMP General Engineering: 

Watennaster Model Update and Required Demonstrations 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ODes 
Outside Professionals 
Total 

Required Discretionary 
$98,528 

$1,300 
$ 

$99,828 

Total 
$98,528 

51,300 
S 

599,828 

May 17, 2012 

Page 6 of27 

There are nyo significant technical efforts that are required to meet several objectives of the Judgment, the 
Peace Agreements, Watermaster Rules and Regulations, and the September 2010 court order regarding 
implementation of the 2010 Recharge Master Plan Update. 

Scope of Work 
The work being completed in fiscal 2011/12 will produce an updated and s ignificantly improved 
groundwater model, the development of new planning estimates of groundwater production and an estimate 
afthe yield developed from the Basin since the Judgment was entered in 1978. The developed yield of the 
2000 through 2010 period will be estimated and compared to the developed yield. estimated by the Carroll 
method from pumping and artificial recharge data, and change-in-storage estimates developed from 
groundwater elevation data. (This work ls required by: PA" 7.1; R&R 6.5,7.1 and 933; Court Order directing 
implementation of the 2010 RMPU and other Watermaster demonstrations as cited below). In fiscal 2012/13 
the new 2012 Groundwater f.10del will be used to complete the following required assessments: 

Completion of the Safe Yield Estimate, 

Evaluation New Yield Created by the Desalters and Reoperation 

Evaluation of the State of Hydraulic Control. 

Evaluation of the Balance of Recharge and Discharge, 

Evaluation Storage Losses, and 

Evaluation of the Cumulative Effects ofTTansfers. 

The technical activities and their nexus to thelT requirements aTe descn"bed below. 

Safe Yjeld and the Balance of Recharge and Discharge. The 2012 model v.nI1 be used to estimate the 
expected safe yield faT the baseline planning scenario (Scenario 2) for the period 2011 through 2030. (R&R, 
65; September 2010 Court Order) The model will be used to fine tune supplemental water recharge (done for 
replenishment and other purposes) to revise the balance of recharge and discharge as required by the Peace 
Agreement and the Watennaster R&R (R&R. 7.1b (iii, iv)) 

New Yield from Desalters and Reoperation. The 2012 \Vatennaster Model ,viii be used to estimate new 
yield from the desalters and reoperation by simulating the calibration and baseline scenarios and assuming 
the desalters were never bunt: and that an alternative water supply was used. and comparing the change in 
Santa Ana River discharge and estimated safe yield estimates with the safe yield from the actual calibration 
and baseline sc-enarios (Scenario 3). This will result in an earlier arrival of calculable new yield than VIaS 

estimated for the Peace 11 assessment in 2007. The implications of this work ""ill be a reduced rate In the use 
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of re-operation "'later and an estimate of new yield caused by the desalters, by reoperation, and by the 
desalters and. reoperation combined. (PA. 75; P2A~ 7.1) 

Storage Loss Rate. The estimated storage loss rate is dependent on the location and magnitude of 
groundwate-r produrtion and artificial recharge. The updated Wate-rmaster m odel will be used t o estimate the 
expected storage losses in the period 2011 through 2030 by simulating the baseline scenario with a new cycle 
of the dry-year yield (DYY) program, comparing the change in safe yield and Santa Ana River discharge 
among the baseline and the OYY va riant o f the baseline scenario (Scenario 4). This will either confinn the 
existing estimate of nl:O percent or suggest a new storage loss rate. Watermaster will be able to use the 
storage loss for future accounting purposes and the parties can use the storage loss estimate for their \-vater 
supply pJanningpDTPo.es. (PA. 5.2 (bJ[Iii); R&R 8.2j] To be dear, Watermaster is 110t required to periodically 
re\'iew and adjust the storage loss rate. The language in the Rules and Regulations reads: '"There after the rate 
of loss from Local Storage for parties to the Judgment will be 2% until recalculated based upon the best 
available scientifically available information .• It seems prudent. given the revised p rojected pumping and 
recharge will be significantly different than the past planning projections, to use the model t o fe-estimate the 
storage loss rate. 

Cumulative Effect of Tran sfers. Watermaster is required to evaluate the cumulative effect of transfers 
pursuant to the Peace Agreement and its rules and regulations evelY t\'lO years. This has not been done since 
2005. The updated \Vatermaster model would be used to estimate the cumulative effect of transfers since 
2000 by rerunning the calibration assuming that the transfers (from 2000 on) did not occur and compa.ring 
results of the two s imulations to detennine the change during the 2000 to 2011 period in groundwater levels, 
safe yield, storage losses and new yield (Scenario tal (pA, 5.3; R&R 9 .33) 

Delivel"ables 
The deliverables of this work'1 ... I1l be two workshops one in July 2012 to present the 2012 model calibration 
and one in October or November at the conclusion of the planning projections); and a technical report which 
\vill b e posted on the '\'atermaster wehsite~ 
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6906 - OBMP General Engineering: 

State of the Basin 

Consultant 
ODCs 
Outside Professionals 

Required Discretionary 
107,524 

52,000 

Total 5109,524 
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Pursuant to the November 15, 2001 Court Order. \Vatennaster prepares a State of the Basin report every n o;o 
yeMS. The. State of the Basin reports: are used to document how' the st ate of the basin has changed since the 
implementation of the Peace Agreement in September 2000. The scope, of the report includes a 
characterization of the time histories of: ground,., .. ater levels and quality, storage. production, recharge 
(replenishment and other recharge). ground level, state of hydraulic control, desalter planning and 
engineering, and production meter installation. 

Scope of Work 

The consultant shall perfonn the follm.'Jing tasks: 

Compile and analyze production data for FY 2010/2011 an d 2011/201 2, and prepare exhibits 
shm'lo"ing production activities by pool, and historical trends in production. 

Compile and analyze recbarge data for FY 2010/2011 and 2011/2012, and prepare exhibits showing 
groundwater recharge trends 

Compile and analyze surface water and precipitation data, and prepare exhibits that shol'oT general 
hydraulic conditions in the Basin 

Analyze basin-wide water quality and prepare maps that show five-year maximum concentrations 
for constituents of concern in the Basin, and historical trends in TDS and n itrate by management 
zone. 

Prepar e rasters depicting the current extent of the VOC plumes, and prepare a series of associated 
maps. 

Analyze basin-wide water level data and create groundwater elevation contours for spring 2012 for 
the HCMP area,. and basin-wide, and prepare assodated maps. 

Perfonn raster geometry calculations and comparisons bet\\:-een spring 2000 and spring 2012 
groundwater elevation data to create a basin-wide change grid for 2000 to 2012 for Layer 1 of the 
aquifer system, and prepare a map. 

Compile and analyze ground-level monitoring data for 2010 through 2012 and prepare exlu'bits 
shm.ving trends in vertical ground motion data fo r the monitoring done in MZl and ~1Z2 • and time 
histories of groundwater pumping. a quifer recharge, groundwater levels, and groWld motion in these 
areas. 

Delivel"ables 
The consultant ... .rill deliver five printed draft and final copies: of the State of tile Basin Report. and a digitaJ 
copy for \\'atennaster general use and for posting o n the \Vatermasfer's "..~-eb site for general distribution. 
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7103,3 - Groundwater Quality Monitoring Program: 

Engineering Services 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ODC. 
Outside Professionals 

Total 

Required Discretionary 
$66,456 

$600 
538,568 

5105,624 

Total 
$66,456 

$600 
$38,568' 

5105,624 

The OBMP, the Peace Agreements, and the Implementation Plan all call for key well monitoring program for 
groundwater quality as part of Program Element 12. The data generated in Program Element 1 are used (or 
the Biennial State of the Basin Report, the Hydraulic Control Monitoring Program Report, the Chino Basin 
"'lodel; and the Triennial Ambient Waler Quality Recompu tation. The latter program provides wa ter quality 
data to the Basin ~toDitoring Task Force. administered by the Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority 
(SAWP A) and is required by the Basin Plan3• 

Scope of Work 

Consultant shall perform the follol\ing tasks: 

Assist \Vatennaster staff in conducting annual sampling at approximately 50 private weDs between 
July and October 2012. Sub-tasks include: 

AssistWatermaster staff, on an as~needed basis. 

Process, QA/QC. and upload all field and laboratory data to Watermaster's database. 

Annual re--evaluation of the key well program. 

l lofWH Laboratories costs are prese.oted herein - invoices are paid directly by Watennaster. 
2 Develop and Implement Comprehensive l\olonitoring Program 
J Basin Plan Amendment: ~o later than June 23. 2005. Orange County WawT District, Irvine Ranch \Vater 
Distri¢ Inland Empire Utilities Agency. Chino Basin \Vatermaster. City of Riverside. City of Corona. Elsinore 
Valley MunidpaJ \-Vater Dubict, Eastern Municipal \Vater District, City of Colton. City of San Bernardino 
IPofuoicipal \Vater Department" City of Redlands~ rurupa Community Services Distrid, Weste,m Riverside 
County Regional Wastewater Authority , Lee Lake Water District. Yucaipa Valley Water Di5lrict, City of 
Beaumont, the San Timoteo Watersbed fIotanagement Authority and the City of Rialto shall submit to the 
Regional Board for approval. a proposed. \vatershed-wide TDS and nitrogen monitoring ,program that will 
provide data necessary to review and update the TDS/nitrogen management plan.. Data to be coUected and 
analyzed shall address.. at a minimum: (1) determination of current ambient quality in groundwater 
management zones. (2) detennination of compliance \ '\Iith TDS and nitrate-nitrogen objectives for the 
managemBIt zones. (3) evaIuat:ioQ of assfmilative capacity findings for grounchvater m.anag:ement zones; aDd 
(4) assessment of the effed5 of recharge of surface water POTW discharges on the quality of affected 
groundwater management zon es. The detennmarum of current ambient quality shall be accomplished using 
methodology consistent ,'Vith that employed by tbe Nitrogen{fDS Task. Force (lO-year running averages) to 
develop the TDS and nitrogen w ater quality objectives induded in this Basin Plan. [Ref. 1] The determination 
of current ambient grounmvater quality throughout the watershed must be reported by July 1, 2005. and, at a 
minimum, every three years tbenaiter." 
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Obtain Groundwater Quality Data Routinely from about 900 we-lls from AU Appropriators and 
Cooperators in and Adjacent to Chino Basin. Subtasks include: 

Place. phone calls and attend meetings with water quality staff at appropriators and other 
cooperators. 

Process, QA/Qc.. and upload hardcopy, spreadsheet and laboratory electronic data deliverables 
to Watermaster's database. 

Deliverables 
Consultant shall deliver to Watennaster no later than the date or dates indicated, the follmving: 

All alfailable groundwater quality data as of March 31, 2013 from the key well sampling program and 
collected from Chino Basin appropriators and cooperatol"s# will be uploaded into HywoDaVE by June 
30,2013. 
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7104.3 - Groundwater Level Monitoring Program: 

Engineering Services 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ODes 
Outside Professionals 

Total 

Required Discretionary 
5181,652 

$24,669 
S10,000 

5216,321 

Total 
5161,652 

S24,669 
S10,000 

SZ16,321 

The OBMP. the Peace Agreements. and the Implementation Plan all caD for key well monitoring program for 
groundwater levels as part of ProgTam Element 13. The data generated in Program Element 1 are used for the 
Biennial State of the Basin Re.port, the Hydraulic Control Monitoring Program Report, the Chino Basin Model, 
subsidence monitoring. safe yield analyses, evaluating impacts of the desalter pumping on nearby private 
wells. and the Triennial Ambient Water Quality Recomputation. The latter program is for the Basin 
t4onitoring Task Force, administered by the Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority (SAWPA) and as required 
by Watermaster's and IEUA's maximum benefit commitment in the Basin Plan". 

Scope of Work 
Consultant shall perform the following tasks: 

CoDect and Compile GroW1dwater Level Measurements from about 900 Wells". Of the 900 wells, 
about 75 wells are measured JnonthIy by consultant field staff, about 125 wells are equipped with 
transducers that are visited and downloaded quarterly by consultant and Watennaster field staff. 
About 450 wells are meaSllI'ed by cooperators, which are collected by consultant staff; and about 250 
wells are measured by municipal well owners, which are collected by Watennaster staff and 
submitted to consultant. All data are checked for reasonableness with regard to historical data at the 
well. converted from depth·to·water to groundwater·level elevation, and compiled into a centralized 
database. SuJ>.wks include, 

Schedule the field work for consultant field staff. 

Perform the field work.. The field work follows the SOPs and the QAPP defined in the 2004 HCMP 
Work Plan. 

Check and upload manual and cooperator water·level measurements to database. 

Check and upload transducer data do\\'ll1oaded quarterly by consultant staff into HydroOaVE. 

Check and upload transducer data downloaded quarterly by \VaterJDaSter staff, and municipal 
\Yater·level measurements collected byWatermaster stdfinto HydroDaVE. 

Annual re--e\-"-aluation of the key well program due to abandoned and destroyed wells. 

Deliverables 
CoDSUltant shall deliver to Watermaster DO later than the date or cbtes indicated, the following: 

-4: Currently. consultant downloads transducer data from weDs associated ,vith the Recycled Water 
Groundwater Recharge Program. This YlOrlt should be done by IEUA staff under the -:Bright Une Agreement.-
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All available groundwater-level data as of March 31, 201.3 collected manually in the field. 
downloaded from transducers, and collected from appropriators in the Chino Basin. is uploaded into 
Watormastet's database by Juno 30, 2013. 

7107 - Ground Level Monitoring Program: 

Engineering Services 

Required Discretionary Total 
Consultant $138,665 52,421 5141,086 
ODes 517,999 S $17,999 
Outside Professionals 5322,236 539,800 $362,036 

Total 5478,900 542,221 5521,121 

Rationale 
Program Dement 4 of the OBl\lP states that land subsidence a nd ground fissuring in rolZ! are not acceptable 
and. to the extent that the cause is pumping in MZ1. should be managed to tolerable levels. Watermaster 
conducts a ground-level monitoring program to support this objective per the requirements of the Peace 
Agreement. the subsequently developed Court-approved MZl Subsidence Management Plan (I'>1Z1 Plan). and 
the monitoring and mitigation requirements of the Peace II CEQA SEIR. 

Scope of Work 
Consultant shall perform the following tasks: 

Maintain and replace (if necessary) the existing monitoring equipment at a'tensometers and wells in 
MZl- Required by MZ1 Plan 

Download, check, and store monitoring data from extensometers, wells, and recbarge activities In 
MZl- Required by MZ1 Plan 

Conduct pumping test in l\tZl Managed Area - Required by MZ1 Plan 

Conduct injection test in MZ11\1anaged Area - Required by MZ1 Plan 

Conduct ground-level surveys: 

MZ1 Managed Area - Required by HZ1 Plan 

CGVI=' Area - Recommended by the Land Subsidence Committee as a means to comply with 
Warennaster's obJigatfons contained in the monitoring and mitigation requirements in the Final 
Peace n SEIR. Discretionary as to approach. Discretionary f or this jiscalyear.S 

CCWF Extensometer site - Discretionary for this fiscal yenr. 

Conduct lnSAR monitoring across Chino Basin - Required by MZ1. Pb::zn 

Deliverables 
Consultant shall deliver to \ '1atennaster no later than the date or dates indicated, the following: 

All ground-le'Vel monitoring data,. available as of January 1, 2013, uploaded into \ Vatennaster"s MZl 
doWJase by June 3D, 2013. 

S The leveling surveys are required to monitor for r egional lalld subsidence due to the operation of the CCWF. 
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Charts and maps of ground-level monitoring data by June 30, 2013. These charts and maps v.iD be 
included in the MZl Annual Report. 
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7108 - Hydraulic Control Monitoring Program: 

Engineering Services 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ODes 
Outside Professionals 
Total 

Required Discretionary 
$126,819 

$4,699 
$72,161 

$203,679 

Total 
$126,819 

$4,699 
$72,1616 

$203,679 

May 17, 201 2 

Page 15 of27 

The data generated in this task are required by the Basin Plan (the surface water stations and frequencies are 
specified in Table 5-8.1, so there is no discretion as to the number and fi'equency of samples). The Hydraulic 
Control Monitoring Program (HCl\-tp) is .. maximum benefit requirement in the Basin Plan and more 
specifically descnoed in Regional Board Order No, RB-2005-0064. The Basin Plan states: "If the Regional 
Board det ermines that the maximum benefit program is not being implemented effectively in accordance 
with the schedule showD in Table 5-8a, then maximum benefit is not demonstrated. and the 'antidegradation' 
TDS and nitrate-nitrogen objectives for the Chino 1, 2. and 3 and Cucamonga }'Ianagement Zones apply. In this 
situati~ tile Regional Board will require mitigation for TDS and nitrate-nitrogen discharges to these 
management zones that took place in excess of limits based on the 'antidegradation' objectives" and applied 
retroactively to Januaty 2004. 

The data are also used for the Biennial State of the Basin report and for the Chino Basin Groundwater Model. 

Watermaster is w orking \v.ith the Regional Board on a Basin Plan Amendment that would reduce or elim inate 
the surface 'water monitoring portion of the HCMP. 

Scope of Work 
The purpose oftlUs task is to obtain surface water cliscbarge and water quality data from the Santa Ana River 
and its: tributaries and ground\V'ater quality and level information in and adjacent to Chino Basin. Consultant 
shall perfonn the follov.'ing tasks: 

Measure Discharge at Specified Surface \Vater Stations in the Santa Ana River and Tributaries7 

Consultant will make direct discharge measurements at 6 surface water stations every o ther week. 
Discharge data from the remaining 11 stations is collected from cooperating agencies, in cluding the 
USGS, lEU1\. City of Riverside, City of Corona, and the \'Vestem Riverside County Regional Waste\"'o"ater 
Anthority. Subtasks inOOde' 

Schedule the field work. 

Perform the field work.. The field work follow5 the. SOPs and the QAPP defined in the 20 04 HCf.W 
Work Plan. 

Place phone calls and emails 10 co operating agen cies to coDect discharge data. 

Process, QAfQC, and upload the discharge data to WatennasteT's database. 

Ii MWH Laboratories costs are presented herein - invoices are paid directly by \ Vatennaster. 
-; Surface \'.;ater sampling lvill likely occur for the period of July throl1oob Octobe-r and be discontinued 
thereafter due to a Basin Plan amendment that was approved in February 2012. Final termination of the 
surface water monitoring component of the HCl'IP will occur once the February 2012 Basin Plan amendment 
is approved by the Sll'lRCB and OAL.. 
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CoUect Grab Surface \Vater Quality Samples at Specified Surface \Vater Stations in the San,la 
Ana RiVeT and TdbutariesB. Consultant shan collect samples at 14 stations every other week. 
Samples shaD also be collected from 3 POTWs. Data from lEUA's POTW discharges are obtained from 
IEllA. Subtasks include: 

Schedule the field work and coordinate \v:ith the analytica1laboratory. 

Perfonn the field work. The field work follows the SOPs and the QAPP defined in the 2004 HeMP 
\Alork PIan. 

Coordinate with lEUA staff to collect discharge water quality data. 

Process, QA/ QC, and upload field,. laboratory and cooperator data to HydroDaVE. 

Collect Grab Surface \Vater Quality Samples at Two Specified Surface Water Stations in the 
Santa Ana River9. Consultant shall collect samples at two surface water stations quarterly: 

Schedule the field "' ... ·ork and coordinate with the analytica1 1aboratory. 

Perfonn the field work. The field work follo\'IlS the SOPs and the QAPP defined in the 2004 HCMP 
\¥orkPlan. 

Process. QA/QC. and upload field and laboratory data to HydroDaVE. 

Monitor HeMP, NAWQA, and SAR\VC \VeUs. The consultant shall sample two NAWQA and two 
SARWC \· ... ells quarterly. The 21 HalP wells shall be sampled annually. Subtasks include: 

Schedule the field work and coordinating with the analytical laboratory. 

Perform the field work. The field work follows the SOPs and the QAPP defined in the 2004 HC?-1P 
Work Plan. 

Process, QA/QCJ and upload field and laboratory data to \Vatermaster's database. 

HC.iO\IP \Ven Siting a nd Grant Application. The consultant will complete an HCMP well siting 
analysis based on the 2012 Groundwater Model results and the locations of existing ,,·;ells that can be 
used to monitor groundwater levels and to evaluate the state of hydraulic controL The consultant will 
work with \Vatermaster and !EUA staif to identify grant programs and to assist them in the 
preparation of grant applications. 

Interpretation of data and Data Analyses/ Comparison with Metrics. All data required for 
reporting in the 2012 Maximum Benefit Annual Report shall be analyzed by the consultant and used 
to support the demonstration of compliance with the Maximum Benefit Commitments contained in 
the Basin Plan.. 

Reports. Consultant shall prepare nvo quarterly surface water monitoring program reports~ a draft 
2012 Maximum Benefit Annual Report. This report will be submitted to \Vatermaster and IEUA for 
re_view. Comments will be incorporated and the consultant shall prepare a final 2012 Maximum 
Ben efit. Annual Report for submittal to the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Consultant may 
respond to co.mments from the Regional Board.. Orange County Water District and other 
stakeholders. as necessary 

l\1ee-tings. Consultant shaD attend HeMP meetings ,,·Iith \Vate-rm.aster staff and/or Regional Board 
staff as ~ At least one meeting to present the Final 2012 Maximum Benefit Annual Report to 
the Regional Board Orange County "Vater District and .... ;ill be scheduled. 

Deliverables 
Consultant shall deliver to Watennaster no later than the date or dates indicated, the foUmring: 

a See footnote number 8 
OJ See foomote number 8 
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2=' Quarter 2012 Surface Water Monltortng Program Quarterly Report by July 1S, 2012. 

3nlQ.uarter 2012 Surface Water Monitoring Program Quarterly Report by OctDber 15, 2012. 

DraftAnnuaJ 2012 ~Iaxlmum BenefIt AnnuaJ Report by March 22. 2013. 

Final Annual 2012 Maximum Benefit Annua1 Report by April i s, 2013. 
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7 108.7 - Prado Basin Habitat Monitoring Well Siting, Design. Construction and 
Monitoring 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ODCs 
Outside 
Professionals!D 
Tota) 

Required Discretionary 

S200,OOO 

S200,OOO 

To tal 

5200,000 

S20 0 ,OOO 

The monitoring and mitigation requirements of the Peace II CEQA SElR (Biological Resources/Land Use & 
Planning-Section 4 .4-3) call for IEUA, Watermaster and Orange County \Vater District to fonn the Prado 
Basin Habitat Sustainability Committee. The purpose of this committee is to ensure that the Peace II 
Agreement actions will not significantly adversely impact the Prado Basin riparian habitat The 
responsibilities of this committee are to develop and implement a mOnitoring program and prepare annual 
reports that include recommendations for ongoing monitoring and any adaptive management actions 
required to mitigate allY measured. loss or prospective loss of riparian habitat that is attributab le to the Peace 
II Agreement. 

Scope of Work 
lEU1\. Oc\VD and Watermaster will retain a consultant to do the follo\ving: provide professional services to 
develop technical guidance on monitoring requirements to site and construct monitoring wells that can be 
used to determine if groundwater level changes caused by the implementation of Peace n vrill impact the 
critical habitat in the Prado Basin. The consultant. \,vill: prepare for and attend meetings \\1ith WatermasteT, 
lElIA and OCWDi prepare location maps for habitat related monitoring wells; prepare well designs and 
technical specifications for monitoring wells; provide construction monitoring senricesj install measuring 
equipment; prepare documentation. and download data quarterly. 

lElIA. OC\VD and 'Watermaster will contract \'\ith a drilling firm to construct the habitat-related monitoring 
·wells. 

Deliverables 
The consultant lviIJ provide the following: draft and fina1 habitat--related monitoring well location maps; draft. 
and final well design and technical. specifications for monitoring ''''"'£'lls; conduct site visit with prospective 
drilling contractors; assist IEUA and OCWD with site acquisition; provide weD construction monitoring 
services during construction; provide and install groundwater-level and temperature monitoring equipment ; 
provide well completion repo.rt documentation; and. data acquisition and reporting. 

The drilling contractor will provide completed monitoring wells pursuant t o specifications. 

IS For this task. Outside Professional costs include the cost ofwell construction and monitoring equipment. 
lEUA,. OC\VO and Watermasterare proposing to contribute S200,OOO each for a t otal of5600.000. 
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7109.3 - Recharge and Well Monitoring Program - Engineering Services: 

Recycled Water Groundwater Recharge Program - Review Reports 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ODes 
Outside Professionals 
Total 

Required Discretionary 
$21,540 

S21,540 

Total 
$21,540 

521,540 

The Inland Empire Utilities Agency OEUA) and Watennaster are required to submit certain reports as part of 
the Recycled Water Groundwater Recharge Program. The recycled water groundwater recharge pr ogram is 
being implemented by lEUA and Watermaster and its annual reporting is pursuant to requirements of the 
following orders: 

California Regional Water Quality Control Board. Santa Ana Region. Order No. RS·2007 ·0039. Water 
Recycling Requirements for Inland Empire Ut ilities Agency and Chino Basin '\,\ratennaster. Chino 
Basin Recycled Water Groundwater Recharge Program: Phase I and Phase II Projects, San Bernardino 
County, June 29, 2007. 

California Regjonal Water Quality Control Board, Santa. Ana Region. Monitoring and Reporting 
Program No. RB-2007-0039 for Inland Empire Utilities Agency and Chino Basin Watennaster. Chino 
Basin Recycled \Vater Groundvlater Recharge Program: Phase I and Phase II Projects, San Bernardino 
County, June 29, 2007. 

Califo:mia Regional l;Vater Quality Control Board~ Santa Ana Region. Order No. RB-2009-00S7 
Amending Order No. RS-2007-0039 for Inland Empire Utilities Agency and Chino Basin Watennaster. 
Chino Basin Recycled Water Groundwater Recharge Program: Phase I and Phase II Projects. San 
Bernardino County, October 23, 2009. 

California Regional Water Quality Control Board. Santa Ana Region. Revised f\1onitoring and 
Reporting Program No. RB-2007-0039 for Inland Empire Utilities Agency and Chino Basin 
Watermaster~ Cbino Basin Recycled Water 

\Vatermaster prepares reports pertaining to the Hydraulic Control Monitoring Program with IEUA review and 
IEUA prepar es reports pertaining to the Recycled Water Groundwater Recharge Program with Watennaster 
reviewu . 

Scope of Work 
At the req~ of Watennaster staff, consultant reviews quarterly and annual reports for the Chino Basin 
Recyded Water Groundwater Recharge Program, as well as other reports (e.g., start-up protocol reports). 
These reports are prepared by the IEUA, who along ,\oith Watermasteris a co-,permittee~ 

Deliverables 
Consultant l"\ill pro\>i de comments on the aforementioned reports \·iithin seven days of receipt of the reports. 

11 This is a component of the ·Bright~Line Agreement" behveen Wa.termaster and IEUA 
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7202.3 - PE2 - Comprehensive Recharge Program 

Implementation 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ODC. 
Outside Professionals 
Total 

Requb'ed Discretionary 
$98,816 

$1,200 

SlOO,016 

Total 
$98,816 

$1,200 

$100,016 

May 17, 2012 

Page 20 of27 

In its October 2010 Court order, the Court accepted the 2010 RMPU as satisfying Condition Subsequent 
Number 8 and ordered that certain recommendations orthe 2010 RMPU be implemented. Specifically, the 
Court ordered, 

-(3) \Vatennaster is herehy ordered to convene the committee desclibed in item 3 of section 7.1 of the 
updared DIP to develop the monitoring, reporting. and accounting practices that will be required to 
estimate local project stonnwa ter recharge a nd new yield. 

(4) \Vatermaster is hereby ordered to conduct further analyses as described in s ection 7.2 of the updated 
fU.fP of the Phase I through III projects to refme the projects, to develop a financing plan, and to develop 
an implementation plan .... 

Item 3 of Section 7.1 of the 2010 RMPU reads as follows: 

~. In implementing the above, \.Vatennaster should form a committee-consisting of itself, the land use 
control entities, the County Flood Control Districts, the CBWCD, the IEUA, and others- to develop the 
monitoring. reporting. and accounting practices that will be required. to estimate local project 
stornnvater recharge. and new yield. TWs committee should be formed immediately. and the monitoring, 
reporting. and accounting practices should be developed as soon as possible." 

The operable section of Section 7.2 of the 2010 RMPU reads as follows: 

'-"V:atermaster should conduct further analyses ofthe Phase I through UI projects to refine the projects, to 
develop ill financing plan.. and to develop an implementation plan. This planning work should begin as 
soon as practical and could be accomplished within three years. The schedule to iDlplement the Phase 1 
through m projects would be developed during the proposed planning work. and the construction of 
these projects could be complet.ed within five years of completing the proposed planning WOI·k.-

Interpreted literally, the Court currently expects that the Planning for the Phase I through III projects to be 
done by October 2013 and that construction be completed by October 2018. This does not mean that all the 
projects contained ·"itbin the 2010 RMPU ,'Ifill be constructed by October 2018. \Vatermaster needs to 
determine ,-;hiro of the recharge projects identified in the 2010 RMPU. and perb<qJs other recharge projects, 
.Deed to be implemented based on current projected needs and have the planning for these projects done at 
an appropriate level that they may be constructed by October 2018. In November 2011. Watermaster 
reported its progress pursuant to the October 2010 Court Order; after which, in December 2011, the Court 
issued an order directing Watennasterto continue with its Implementation of the 2010 ID-1PU per Its October 
2010 order but with a revised schedule. 

And, on December 15. 2011. the Watermaster Board: 

~toved to approve that within the next year there will be the completion of Reroarge ~tart.er Plan 
Updat~ there will be the devel opment of an Implementation Plan to address baIa.nc.e issues: 1."\ithin the 
Chino Basin :subzones. and the development of a Funding PIan, as presented. ... 
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Page 21 of 27 

Provide as~requ€5ted technical services in furtherance of the Court's order and direction by the lA'atennaster 
Board. 

Deliverables 
The deliverables forthis work will be defined by the specific Watennaster stai'frequest. 
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7303 - PE3/5 - Water Supply Plan: Desalters 

Engineering Services 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ODCs 
Outside Professionals 
Total 

Required Oiscretionar}' 
829,544 

S600 

530,344 

Total 
$29,544 

S800 

530,344 

The 2004 Basin Plan Amendment approved by the Regional Water Quality Control Board and the State Water 
Resources Control Board established the Mma.'timum benefit" objectives and established certain milestones 
t hat must be achieved by \Vatermaster and IEUA To demonstrate compliance vn th the Regional Board Order, 
Watermaster and IEUA agreed to achi-eve Hydraulic Control The Chino Creek Well Field (CCWF) is an 
important element required to achieve Hydraulic Control in the southwest portion of Chino Basin. It is also 
important to Watennaster parties that drawdown caused by the CCWF d oes not cause damaging land 
subsidence and gr ound fissure. The purpose of this task is to provide technical support for the CDA. and 
oversight for t he W'atermaster Board, on the design an d constntction activities associated with the CCWF and 
desalter e)':pansion. 

Scope ofWork12 

Consultant shall perform the following tasks at the discretion of the. Watennaster CEO: 

I'toleetings. Consultant shall attend Desalter Expansion/Chino Creek \Vell Field meetings as required 

Support Chino Desalter Authority (CDAl Consultant in the Desalter Expansion Design Process. 
The consultant will pr ovide as-needed engineering support to CDA desalter ,expansion and 
hydrogeologic consultants. 

Review CDA Cousultaut Design and Construction of Production \VeUs. Consultant work includes 
the review oh';ork of completed by CDA hydrogeological consultant This includes review of any the 
location. preliminaty design documents, as weD as field activities as they pertain to production well 
design. Consultant ,vill w ork w ith the CDA hy drogeologic consultant to provide input regarding the 
following specific field activities: 

Geophysical log and pilot hole sample Interpretation; 

Zone testing on pumping w ell p ilot borehole and wat er quality analysis interpretation; 

Pumping vi'e ll design based on lithologic.allogs, geophysical logs,. results of zone tests; 

Geopbysical log and monitoring well sample interpretation 

Consultant \'.IiIl also respond to requests by the CDA {or consistem:y fmdings for proposed well 
construction and related well operations \"iitb the OBl\1P and the Peace Agreements. 

12 The CDA is nearly complete w ith the Cc\VF. but they have decided Dotto const:rurt WeU 1-19. and explore 
other well locations in southern Chino Basin. 
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Deliverables 
The delive-rahles for this work will be defined by the specific Watermaster staff request 
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7402 - PM - Management Zone Strategies: MZ-l 

Engineering Services 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ODes 
Outside Professionals 
Total 

Req uired Discretional"y 
550,843 

51,219 
$1 5,000 
$67,062 

Total 
$50,843 

51,219 
$15,000 

$67,062 

May 17, 2012 

Page 24of27 

Program Element 4 of the OB~{P states that land subsidence and ground fissuring in MZl are not acceptable 
and, to the ek"tent that the cause is pumping in MZ1, should be managed to tolerable levels. Watermaster 
conducts a ground-level monitoring program t o support this objective per the requirements of the Peace 
Agreement. the subsequently dev°l!l oped Court-approved MZl Subsidence f.1anagement Plan (MZl Plan). and 
t he monitoring and mitigation requirements of the Peace II CEQA SEIR. The ~fZl Plan calls for the annual 
evaJuation of data derived from the monitoring program and revisions to the MZl Plan and/or the monitoring 
program, if necessary. 

Scope of Work 
Consultant shall perlorm the following tasks: 

Analyze all data collected duringtbe 2012 calendar year u nder the ground-level monitoring program. 
These data indude groundwater levels, groundwater production, aquifer recharge, aquifer-system 
deformation, tectonic defonnation, pumping test results, groWld-le\'eI swveys, horizontal stra.i~ and 
illSAR. - Required by MZl Plan 

Prepare MZl Annual Report that will summarize the data collected an d the analyses petformed -
Required by MZ1 Plan 

Prepare an update of the MZI Plan". if necessaIY - Required by MZ1 Plan 

Conduct meetings with the Land Subsiden ce Committee to review the data and analyses and de\.felop 
a list ofpotentlal activities for the next fiscal year (20 13-14) - Required by MZl Plan 

Deliverab les 
Consultant shall deli\'eT to Watermaster no later than the date or dates indicated, the following: 

The f.1Z-1 Annual Report by June 30, 2013 wWch will contain the conclusioIl!i regarding the 
protective nature of the MZ-l PIan.. the C8\VM-approved activities for the ned: fiscal year. and the 
revi.sed MZ--l Plan,. if revisions are necessary. 
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7502 - PE6/7 - Cooperative Efforts/ Salt Management 

Engineering Selvices 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ODes 
Outside Professionals 
Total 

Required Discretionary 
557,646 

5632 
$2,678 

$60,956 

Total 
$57,646 

$632 
S2,678 

S60,956 

May 17, 2012 

Page 25 of 27 

In the Judgment~ Watermaster is provided with discretionary powers to address water quality issues in the 
basin: ,,\-Vatermasteri with the advice of the Advisory and Pool Committees, is granted discretionary- powers 
in order to develop an optimum basin management program for Chino Basin, including both water quantity 
and quality considerations." In the Implementation Plan of the Peace Agreement, Watermaster has committed 
to certain responsibilities under Program Elements 6 and 713: "'Watermaster can improve water quality 
management in the Basin by committing resource5 to: 

identify water quality anomalies through monitoring; 

assist the Regional Board in determining sources of the water quality anomalies; 

establish pl"iol'ities: for clean-up jointlyvm h RWQCBi and 

remove organic contaminants through regional groun dwater treatment projects in the southern half 
of the Basin ." 

Attachment D to the Peace II Agreement fiuther defines water quality commibnents for the MZ-3 monitoring 
program (no\ ... ~ a part of the G,roundwater Quality Monitoring Program), the OrA VOC plume (now called the 
Archibald South VOC plume), the Chino Airport plume, the GE Flat Iron Remediation, and the TDS and 
Nitrogen monitoring. pursuant to the 2004 Basin Plan Amendment 

Scope of Work 

Consultant shall perform the follOlving tasks: 

\Vater Quality CODlmittee Meetings. The conSllltant shan prepare for and attend two quarterly 
meetings \,,~ith the ''''QC. For each of the meetings, the Consultant shall prepare engineering updates 
lvith supporting maps~ charts, tables, handou ts,. and PowerPoint presentations, as appropriate. 

As Needed Investigations (e.g .• perchlorate -isotopes). This task is for special water quality studies, 
for example, \Vatermaster serves on the Teclmica1 Advisory Committee on the Environmental 
Seo.uity Technology 'Certification Program (ESTep) study of the potential for perchlorate 
contamination to migrate from the Rialto-Colton Management Zone into Chino North !P-'lanagement 
Zone. ESTep is DOD~s environmental technology demonstration and validation program and they are, 
providing fimds fOI" the USGS and other agendes to complete the ,"vom. \\Vatermaster provides 
technical oversight and review. This subtask also indudes ad hnc engineering seIVices for 
constituents of emerging concern (hexavalent chromium, 1,2,.3-trichloropropane [1,2.3-TCP1. etc.) 

J3 Program Element 6 - Develop and Implement Cooperative Programs w ith the Regional Board and Other 
Agencies to Improve Basin Management. Program Element 7 - Salt Management Program 
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Archibald South voe Plume. SUbtasks iuciud., 

assistWatennaster CEO \vitb coordination and negotiation with PRPs 

• assist Watermaster CEO with Qvel"Sight of monitoring well drilling, construction, and testing. if 
required 

sampling of about SO agli-cultural wells, if data cannot he acquired from PRPs 

analysis of ground\V3.ter elevation and groundwater quality data 

development of revised vac plume maps 

groundwater model runs to demonstrat e capture of the p lume by the desalter well fields 

preparation of technical exhibits to be used in PRP negotiations 

Chino Airport vac Phlme. Subtasks include: 

coordination and negotiation with Chino Airport PRP 

oversight of monitoring well drilling, constl'uction, and testing, if required 

analysis of groundwater elevation and groundwater quality data. 

development of revised VOC plume maps 

preparation of technical exhibits t o be used in PRP negotiations 

groundwater model runs to estimate plume capture and provide CDA design engineers with 
estimated influent concentrations ofTDS, llitl-ate, TCE, and 1,2,3-TCP. 

Assist \Vatermaster Staffwith the Sampling and Analysis of the Alger \VeU 

Delivet-ables 

Consultant shall delive!' to Wat ermaster 011 the meeting date, the following: 

Maps, charts, tables, handouts, and PowerPoint presentations and others as spedfied by the 
Watennaste.r CEO. 
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7602 - PE8/9 - Storage Management/Conjunctive Use 

Engineering Sel"Vices 

Rationale 

Consultant 
ODes 
Outside Professionals 
Total 

Required DisCl"etioll3.1"}' 
$11,328 

$11,328 

This task w ould be performed at the direction of the Watenn3ster CEO. 

Scope of Work 

Total 
$11,328 

511,328 

May 17, 2012 

Page 27 of 27 

This task provides engineering services to assist Watermaster staffwith technical issues be}rond their level of 
technical expertise and to assist Watennaster staff on an as -needed basis with Storage Program issues. There 
no specific issues that were identified in the development of tile fiscal year 2012/13 budget. 

Deliverables 
The deliverables for this w ork will be defined bytbe specific Watermaster staffrequest. 
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Attachment B: 

Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck 2012-2013 Proposed Budge' Revision April 23. 2012 
Labor (Cosl) 

Account Description Not_ Tatal C." 
Wriie!P1 Services· MeBiingS;'~_usineSs !:ems, Assriciaied ACtwmes 

6275 AdVisocy COmmittee Meetings B.O HOurslMorilta X 12 MOnths@$305 
6375 BoardMKrtings - 12.0 HoursIUonth X 12 LtonthS@$585 
8315 ApproPriative Pool ~eetings 8.0 Hou~ X 12 ~1h5 @.~ 
8415 Agricultural Pocl Meetings B.1l HotnIMonth X 12 Monlhs 1@S305 
8575 N~~rlc.'iIiUrBl PoOTMee1ings 8~O HourSn..1on'JI X 1 2 Uonlhs -@S305 

rotalfor ActIVity 

OUTO 
fiO!1 
0072 
6073 
6074 
clOis 

"WM Lega/_S~I]I~Cf!S 
Co:urt_~rdinaU<;l~ 
Restatedl~nota!etf Judgment 
Personnel Matters 
InteraQe~yls¥ues 
A,l iscellaneous 

_3?Jirs.@5:585. 35 .HIS. @_~~. 20 I-f!'s @ ~21.o 
6() H~ @~. 60 HB@$305, 15 HB@$24O 
25HB@~ 

144 Hrs@ S305 

Hoc .. 

9. 
144 

'" 9. 
9. 

528 

90 
135 
25 

A 144 
B 70 

T8$k Account 

S 29,280 
-S 84,24(f 
S ;z_~j~q 
S ~~ 
$ 29,280 
$ 201360 $ 2013tiO 

S -35.950 
$ .~:ooo 
~ ?t~_~ 
$ 43,920 
S 31:'150 35 Hfs @~5, 35 HJs@$305 

Tota, for Activltv 464 $17645'$175645 
..... 

6907.31 ~. !,-rchib~/d P!g~ 
S, Archibald Plume 3OHrs@S585. 10 Hrs@$510, 30Hrs@$305 70 S 31 ,800 
-Total for ActJvJtv 10 $ 31800 $ 31800 

6907.32 Chino AilJ!."lJ_P! !1."!'! 
Chino Ai'pcrt Plume 3O!irs@$585. 10 Hrs@~5 1 (), 30 Hrs @ ~5 70 S - 31 ;800 
Totalfor Activltv 10 $ 318O<J • 31800 

6907.33 DesatteriHytlraullc Coniiuilssues 
Continued CI:?A Support 50 Hrs @ $58~. 10 HIS@5305 60 ~ ~iQQ. 
Hydraulic Control 20 Hrs@5585, 2D HIS@$305 C 40 5 17,800 
Total-for Actillitv 1lU> $ 50100 $ 50100 

....... 
6907.34 Santa Ana River Water Rights 

Water right permits 20753 and 19895 50 Hrs@S305, 75 Hrs@$240 125 $ 33,250 
Total for Activitv 125 250 $ 33250 

6907.35 f'arag.~h.~1!fE~g~ _ 
1~7,a:OO Cootinued SlJpport ofmotion and-app~ 20 Hrs @S585, 20 Hrs @S395 40 S 

Total for ActMrv . 40 $ 17800 $ 17800 

6907.36 Santa Ana Riller Habitat SO Hrs@S30s, 50 Hrs@5240 80 S "2{'lsci 
Toml for Activitv 80 $ 21150 $ 21150 

6907.37 Storage & Recovery 0 T 
Total for Activity 0 $ $ 

6907.38 Reg,. __ W~t~I'_Q!l~lfty_ C;f!tfl!pIJJoarrJ 
Legal counsel Involvement in ongoing Issues 10 H!S@ $585, 20 Hrs@S305 30 S 11,950 
Total for-Actlviiv . 30 S 11950 $ 11950 

69ro:.39 ~rgf!.f!i!S!er Fla,! 
. 

Includes Storage and ~covery ~ 50 Hrs@$585, 50 Hrs@:S305 100 $ 44,500 
Total for Ar;r;nv . .. 1lU> $ 44500 $ 44500 

6907.40 !:!torags Agreements 
Is Includes Storage and Recovery Issues 20 Hrs@ 5585, 20 Hrs @ $305 40 17"800 

Total for ActiV~~ . 40 $ 17BOO • 17800 

6907.41 Prado .BiJ!>I!!.l}jIb!!,at Sustai!Jab~1Jty 
Prado Basin Habitat 20 Hrs@S535, 20 Hrs @$305 40 S 17 BOO 
Tota, for Activity , 40 $ 17800 $ 17800 

6907.9 ~ ~_~O#.~. ~_Irpr;Jpared 
l 1isceAaneous 70 Hrs @5:!85. 30 tb@ $305 55 $ 25,000 . $ 
Total for ;'cUvilV 55 $ 25000 25000 
Total-An Accounts 1742 S ti799SS 

Notes: (A) Variely of c:Iay~ matteB that arise throughout the month concemi"g the ~ Rules, agreelJli:lrrts. !:ltc. 
(B) ActiviHes retaied"k)'mtefagency Cooperative Agreenlents and oDler matters (Le. water purchases from MWD). 
(C) Includes attorney and wftness ~ heamg __ ~ and potentiaI~..fJear\ng activities, 

General Notes: 
~ maintains a 10% discount on 811 ~ O'lef $100,000 as part of the a1g1na1 contract with Wa1eImaster. 
-There are out-ofpocket costs thai: include ptime charges, eIectrtri: legal resea-ch charges, travel costs (ncluding 

mI!~ge,~~ ~J_and ~_~~taI_~, _ 
-Rather than attempt to protect wtlich budgeillems woAd b: affected by the 1 fi disICoont, and Which out-of-poctet cost 
items right ~ ~ to which ~ i1eI!!S, Ihe budget detail asstme5 the'-J ofI'5et ~h ~. 
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FY F:< 
2012120 13 ~1 112012 

BUdaet Buda'~i 

j ~1.367'- • '-38.o.~ 

S 175,64~ • 2~2.~.e: 

i ~1J1:0.! ! ~4.6?5 

$ #.~O $ .~,~~ 

• . -so,1§ci S-- ii7;424 

$ 33;2sjj $ -2:i,12? 

~ 1.7..1l.09. .; -~,~-~. 

$ ' 2i;'5~ • 
s $ 

.$ "-- i1;~CI $ .- #,i5.0 

1 ~.Ef!!! j l§.~~ 

i gBOO • 
$ '!l,~ $ 

$ ~;Q{JQ $ 

$ 679955 $ 5$1175 
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Memorandum 

DATE: April 24, 2011 

TO: Watermaster Staff 

FROM: Brovmstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 

RE: Legal Counsel Budget Detail and Analysis 

Brownstein I Hyatt 
Farber I Schreck 

May 17, 201 2 

This worksheet has been prepared at your request so as to provide additional detail regarding the 
expected legal fees and costs that will be incurred if Watennaster implements its responsibilities under 
the Judgment, pending Court Orders, including the Peace 1 and Peace II Agreements and the Optimum 
Basin Management Program (OBMP). The Nine Member Board is expected to implement these 
measures. Additional fees and costs may be incurred in connection with actions that are within 
Watermaster's duties and regulatory authority but outside the control of staff and counsel. That is, Parties 
to the Judgment and persons not bound by HIe Judgment may initiate actions that require a response 
from Watennaster. 

This worksheet utilizes the original budget as proposed by legal counsel in April of 2012 so that 
any reductions in budgeted amount can be made in light of actual projections concerning time and level of 
activity associated with anticipated budget line items. The experience of Watermaster over the past ten 
years since Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck (Brownstein) was retained as counsel provides a basis for 
the budget based upon a customary level of activity. These services are included within the budget as 
requested to provide service as legal counsel to the Board. Thus, the proposed budget amount analyzed 
below is approximately $680,000, which includes a S25,OOO allocation for unanticipated expenses. 

Budget Assumptions: The number of hours expended to provide the desired level of service is the 
primary factor in legal counsel expense. The budgeted amount includes reimbursement for oul-of pocket 
costs that include phone charges, electronic legal research charges, travel costs (including mileage, 
lodging, etc.) and other incidental costs. While these costs traditionally vary from month to month, they do 
not constitute a material portion of the budget Typically, 2-5% of a monthly bill is cost recovery. 

Brownstein has represented Watermaster for a decade and consequently, as a matter of 
Brownstein policy, Watermaster enjoys a continuing and gradually steepening discount against standard 
rates. In some cases the discount approaches 30%_ As a fiIther accommodation to Watermaster and its 
favored status, Brovmstein maintains a H)· .. discount on all fees over S 100,000 as part of our original 
contract with Watermaster. When spread over the entirety of the Brownstein fees, this discount results in 
an approximately 8 _5% discount on all fees whenever incurred. 

Rather than attempting the detailed analysis that would be required to project which budget items 
would be affected by this discount, and which out-of-pocket cost items might be relevant to which budget 
items, the budget detail below uses a simple multiplier of time spent against rates for each attorney. This 
has the effect of creating an approximately 6% cushion in the estimates provided below assuming that the 
cost ration from the most recent bal is representative (i_e_, 8.5% - 2.5% = 6%). 

0383501llOO1\6126402 

P147 



Proposed Fiscal Year 20121201 3 Budget 
Page 36 of 38 

May 17, 2012 

Slater and Herrema are the principal lawyers assigned to the Watennaster matteL Over the 
years, Slater's activities are generally reserved to Watermaster Board meetings, assignments directed by 
the Board and task driven. 

Definition of "unanticioated expenses": For the purposes of this memorandum, "unanticipated expenses" 
refers to an amount of money that is budgeted to account for legal issues that may arise post budget 
approval that were not anticipated in the budge~ or to account for underestimates in the budget for the 
anticipated matters as a result of unforeseen complexity. HistOrically, the Watennaster budget preference 
has been to under fund all parts of the budget including contingency so as to not create an expectancy of 
the higher expenditure. Experience suggests that the Watermaster Board and the Parties to the 
Judgment have been more comfortable with assigning additional revenues to a matter after the actual 
need has been identified. Such funds whose use requires a Board-approved budget transfer are 
sometimes identified as · contingency.· This analysis uses the tenn ' unanticipated expenses" in the first 
sense to refer to an amount of money that is budgeted to account for unanticipated expenses. 

Watermaster Legal Counsel (6275, 6375, 8375, 8475, 8575) 

Detail articulated below includes: 
Regular Meeting Attendance 
Court Coordination 
Restated Judgment 
Personnel Issues 
Interagency and Miscellaneous 
Total: 

$ 201 ,360 
$ 35,950 
$ 57,000 
$ 7,625 
$ 75070 
$ 377 005 

Regular Meeting Attendance $201 ,360 
Assumptions: Four meeting days per month staffed by one attorney per meeting. There are 

occasions when it is necessary to have more than one attorney at a given meeting. in particular at Board 
meetings, but the Pools have also indicated a desire to reduce the number of Pool meetings that legal 
counsel attends, so these two factors may balance each OtheL Assumed hours commitment of 8 hours 
per meeting inclusive of attendance, travel and preparation. Assumption of regular attendance by Slater 
at the Board meeting (12 hours x 12 months = 144 hours) and by Herrema al Pools and Advisory 
Committee (8 hours x 4 pools x 12 months = 384 hours) for an approximate tolal of $201 ,360. 

Court Coordination (6071) 
Activities: 
(1) Regular court hearings. $35,950 
Judge Reichert has indicated a desire to be educated on Watermaster matters, and policy 

discussions at Watermaster over the past year have suggested that Watermaster should be more 
proactive about keeping the Court informed of ongoing Watermaster matters. Past discussion has 
suggested it would be beneficial to have quarterly status conferences with the Court At leasl two other 
budget activities described below include Court approval hearings, so this item is budgeted at two 
additional hearings. Given that Court hearings require more preparation than regular monthly meetings, 
this category assumed an hours commitment of 35 hours per hearing inclusive of attendance, travel and 
preparation of reports or other filings. This category assumes one attorney per hearing, though it is often 
necessary to staff a hearing with more than one attorney. Responsibility for this task is shared equally 
between Slater (35 hours) and Herrema (35 hours) with assistance from Drake (20 hours) for an 
approximale total of S35,950. 

(2) Restated Judgment/Annotated Judgment/Updated Rules and Regulations (6072) 
$57,000 
The Judgment, rules and regulations will be fully annotated and the rules and regulatiOrlS will be 

conformed to account for updates and changes made during the Peace " process. II is anticipated that 
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some portion of the work can be done by an associate attorney Ryan Drake (15 hours) or an equivalent 
billing attorney and the rest of the responsibility will be shared equally by Slater (60 hours) and Herrema 
(60 hours) for an approximate total of $57,000. 

Interagency Issues and Miscellaneous (6074 and 6078) S75,070 
There are always a variety of day-to-day matters that arise throughout a month concerning 

questions that require interpretation of the Judgment, Rules, agreements, etc. Included with this is legal 
counsel input to monthly agenda planning. Tillie assumption is 3 hours per week and n is assumed that 
Herrema (12 hours x 12 months = 144 hours) is the attorney responsible for these matters, with an 
approximate cost of $43,920. 

To the extent that agreements between the parties arise, there will likely be a nominal 
involvement from legal counsel. In addition, n is rokely that a number of interagency agreements \'IiU be 
required in FY12-13 as in past years. These activities assume equal involvement from Slater (35 hours) 
and Herrema (35 hours) for an approximate total of $31 ,150. 

Personnel (6073) $7,625 
Other than the hiring of a full time CEO, it is not anticipated that any significant personnel issues 

will arise in FY2012-13, though some level of activity is the norm in any year. Thus, we have proposed a 
nominal budget for this item for Herrema or an equivaJent billing attorney of 25 hours, and an approximate 
total of $7,625. 

S. Archibald Plume - Formerly OIA (6907.31) $31 ,800 
Proposed budget assumes thai Slater will be the primary attorney assigned to the task of ABGL 

facirotation (30 hours) with input from Mark Mathews (10 hours) and involvement from Herrema (30 hours) 
for an approximate total of $31 ,800. 

Chino Airport Plume (6907.32) $31 ,800 
Watermaster and CDA are currently involved in negotiations .~th San Bernardino County as they 

have been for some time. The proposed budget assumes staffing primarily by Mathews (30 hours) with 
input from Slater (10 hours) and Herrema (30 hours) for an approximate total of $31,800. 

Desalter/Hydraulic Control Issues (6907.33) $50,100 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (6907.38) $11,950 

Given the significance of the Desatter and Hydraulic Control issues to the OBMP, legal counsel 
believes it is appropriate to expect significant activity on this issue continuing into FY 2012-13. Given his 
participation in the CDA facilitation , Slater will be the primary attorney (70 hours) with assistance from 
Herrema (30 hours), for an approximate total of $50,100. Regarding the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, Slater will provide (10 hours) and Herrema (20 hours) for an approximate total of $11,950. 

Santa Ana River Water Rights (6907.34) $33,250 
Legal counsel is currently completing a process to extend the time in which Watermaster must 

seek to license tts water right pennit numbers 19895 and 20753. It is hoped that the extension for 20753 
will be resolved in FY11-12, and the only remaining process on this permit will be whatever follow-up 
interaction with staff is needed foRowing action by the SWRCB. However, once this permit is complete it 
will be necessary to pursue a similar process "nth regard 10 permit 19895. Walermaster additionally is 
required to complete annual reporting to the Department of Fish and Game and the SWRCB regarding tts 
diversions under its permit 21225. In addition, given the history on the Santa Ana River n is prudent to 
account for some level of activity vnth regard to \'later rights on the River. Thus, n appears that this budget 
item may be over ·budgeted at this time by a nominal amount 
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Work under this budgel item is split 40% Herrema (50 hours) and 60% Drake (75 hours) for an 
approximate lotal of $33,250. 

Paragraph 31 Molion (6907.35) $17 ,800 
While il is hopeful thai the Paragraph 31 Motion Appeal will be fuDy settled during FYll-12, at 

least one Non-Agricultural Pool member has indicated it will not sign on to the proposed settlement. The 
process of resolving this issue and any <loose ends' resulting from the settlement will likely take place in 
FY12-13. 

Given the number of variables described above, it is very difficult to predict an accurate amount of 
time that may be required on this matter. We have proposed a moderate budget that assumes equal 
involvement by Slater (20 hours) and Herrema (20 hours) for an approximate total of $17,800. 

Recharge Master Plan (6907.39) $44,500 
At the time of Court approval of the RMP Watermaster indicated to the Court that IEUA had not 

yet approved the RMP and would wail unm further information made available through the UWMPs to 
make its decision. Thus, it is anticipated that further legal process will need to occur regarding approval of 
Condition Subsequent Number 8. 

Additionally, it appears that as part of the RMP implementation process that issues concerning 
storage and recovery in the Basin will need to be addressed. These include discussions about the MWD 
DYY account (both internal discussions as well as discussions with MWD), and internal discussions about 
the Peace II cap on the storage of supplemental water. It is anticipated that there will be some level of 
involvement of legal counsel in these issues, though the extent of this involvement is not clear at this 
time. 

While it is difficult to predict the amount of time that will be required of legal counsel to address 
these issues, the importance of the issues suggests it is appropriate to plan for significant legal counsel 
activity. 

We have proposed a time allocation with equal involvement by Slater (50 hours) and Herrema (50 
hours) for an approximate total of $44,500. 

Santa Ana River Habitat (6907.36) $21 ,150 
Regarding the Santa Ana River Habitat, Herrema will provide (30 hours) and Drake (50 hours) for 

an approximate total of $21,150. 

Storage Agreements (6907.40) $17,800 
Regarding the Storage Agreements, Slater will provide (20 hours) and Herrema (20 hours) for an 

approximate total of$17,800. 

Prado Basin Habitat Sustainability (6907.41 ) $17,800 
Regarding the Prado Basin Habitat Sustainability, Slater will provide (20 hours) and Herrema (20 

hours) for an approximate total of $17 ,800. 
UnantiCipated Expenses (6907.9) $25,000 

Regarding the unanticipated expenses that may occur during the year, Slater Ilas been budgeted 
at (70 hours) and Herrema is budgeted (30 hours) for an approximate total of $25,000. 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
ASSESSMENT CALCULATION 

FISCAL YEAR 2012-2013 
INCLUDES "10% ADMINISTRATIVE AND 15% OBMPIPROJECT OPERAW'iG RESE"R~~ 

PRODUCTION BASIS 

2010·11 Production & Exchanges in Acre-Feet (Actuals) 
2011-12 Production & Exchanges in Acre-Feet (projected) 

BUDGET 
Administration, Advisory Committee & Watermaster Board (1) 
OBMP & Implementation Projects (1) 
General Admin & OBMP Assessments 

TOTAL BUDGET 

Less Budgeted Interest Income 
Contributions from Outside Agencies 

"'tJ CASH DEMAND 
---' 

tTl OPERATING RESERVE 
"'" Administrative (10%) 

OBMP (15%) 

Less: Funds On Hand Utilized for Assessments (2) 

FUNDS REQUIRED TO BE ASSESSED 

Proposed Assessments 

FY 
2011-2012 

10% 
15% 

FY 
2012-2013 

ASSESSMENT 

$1,078,942 

1,307,264 

$27,709 
196,090 

34,609 163,278 

$3,461 
24,492 

General Administration Assessments 
MiniOllll1 Assessments 

Per Acre-Foot ",:"),- $8.83 $42.20 $8.83 $42.20 $8.83 $42.20 

,;~:gF3'}:t~?fi;;2;:~~:~r~:a~;'''/ $5.00 $5.00 

Prior Year Assessments, Information Only (ActuaIs) Per Acre-Foot $8.60 

$0.23 

$40.54 

$1.66 
$1.89 .:;,;;~(~~7'\E~?C:~~{~2'''' 

Estimated AsSeSSll1entcaS~~fi'Approved" Budget July 28, i-6i~~;;ltIfonnation Only ,~E§2J.Y $8.62 $40.63 

ii;~~~;~(t".,,\(~5. (JY' $49.25 

$8.60 $40.54 $8.60 

$8.62 $40.63 $8.62 

(1) Total costs are aliocate.d:to Pools by actual productio]l percentages. Does not include Recharge Debt Payment or Replenishment Water purchases. 
(2) Cash on Hand is June 30l}~.~ balance {estimated>J~~i5 funds required for Agricultural Pool Reserves, carryover replenishment obligations, S8 22 funds and Education funds. 

";~~~~?~)';i". "::B~i,i~:J0i 
April 26, 2012 

$40.54 

$4Q.63 
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4000 Mutual Agency Revenue 
4110 Appropriative Pool Assessments 
4120 Non-Agricultural Pool Assessments 
4730 Prorated Interest Income 
4900 Miscellaneous Income 

Total Income 

Administrative Expenses 
6010 Salary Costs 
6020 Office Building Expense 
6030 Office Supplies & Equip, 
6040 Postage & Printing Costs 
6050 Information Services 
6060 WM Special Contract Services 
6070 Watermaster Legal Services 
6080 Insurance Expense 
6110 Dues and Subscriptions 

~150 Field Supplies & Equipment 
a/3170 Travel & Transportation 
CJ'6190 Conferences & Seminars 

6200 Advisory Committee Expenses 
6300 Watermaster Board Expenses 
6500 Education Fund Expenditures 
8300 Appropriative Pool Administration 
8400 Agricultural Pool Administration 
8500 Non-Agricultural Pool Administration 
9400 Depreciation Expense 
9500 Allocated G&A Expenditures 

Total Administrative Expenses 

General OBMP Expenditures 
6900 Optimum Basin Mgmt Program 

$ 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
SUMMARY BUDGET FY 2012-2013 

FY10-11 FY 11-12 FY 11-12 FY 12·13 FY 12-13 % Variance 
Amendedvs. 

111,000 
6,165,079 

343,090 
36,922 

0 

481,459 
98,313 
21,360 
61,289 

155,412 
29,708 

o 
16,107 
29,520 

1,034 
25,842 
18,126 
18,322 
50,410 

$ 411,000 $ 
5,844,796 

252,381 
150,010 

0 

472,976 
103,369 
28,500 
66,180 

148,020 
34,000 

202,555 
19,036 

654,580 
5,844,796 

252,381 
150,010 

0 

592,976 
103,369 
28,500 
66,180 

148,020 

$ 152,938 
6,285,952 

191,711 
39,600 

0 

104,845 
27,000 
62,368 

142,296 
34,400 

175,645 
, 19,393 

$ $ 152,938 
6,285,952 

191,711 
39,600 

o 
6,670,201 

519,684 (73,292) (12.4)% 
104,845. 1,476 1.4% 
27,000 (1,500) (5.3)% 
62,368 (3,812) (5.8)% 

142,296 (5,724) (3.9)% 
34,400 (31,600) (47.9)% 

175,645 (26,910) 100,0% 
19,393 357 1.9% 

,500 27,500 (2,500) (8,3)% 
1,400 1,400 (200) (12.5)% 

21,170 21,170 (800) (3.6)% 
15,000 15,000 (2,500) (14.3)% 
53,385 53,385 (666) (1.2)% 

143,894 143,894 42,648 42.1% 
257 257 (118) (31.5)% 

o 59,285 59,285 9,005 17.9% 
o 356,983 356,983 5,154 1.5% 
o 46,995 46,995 (54,718) (53.8)% 

,20,699 NJ 0 0 V:ii~;)" 0 0 0 0 0 0.0% 
if'~,(393, 760) (7Z0;599).. (720,599) ",0(732,558) 0 (732,558) (732,558) (11,959) (1.7) 
";Q~,~,047 1,l).~1!B9'1'''';;m~~A\id'.~;!&1,078,942 (0) 1,078,942 1,078,942 (157,659) (12,7) 

'>,: '.,.,,~. ',c_ck."'" ~""'," ,"';'.h'''~-'~ 

6950 Cooperative Efforts .• ";~{i1;?K?i0',;,, 
9501 Allocated G&A Expe9.9.ffyrE¥~C"---'''' -'~';".. 100,tl20 'JUZ,1.o,375<,. 210,375 214,336 0 214,330 214,330 (2,U3~) (u.~)"l" 

Total General OBMP.;Ei<;penses "\"i;'1-'926,892 1;t61,40f,;> 1.279.496 1,219,186 0 1.219,186 1,219,186 (60,310) (4.7)% 

o 
o 

(58,271) 
o 

(5.5)% 
0,0% 

994,850 
10,000 

994,850 
10,000 

"·"';.'C- ~"""'->-" 

OBMP Implementati'pplprojects 
7101 Productionlr,,{o"rii(btiHg 
7102 In-Line Meter Install~!tlLn/Maintenance 
7103 Groundwater QualitY"Monitoring 
7104 Groundwater Level Mo~1191:t89 
7105 Recharge Basin Water 

April 26 2012 

104,900 108,746 0 
66,363 106,162 0 

209,923 197,738 0 
297,806 318,898 0 

3,592 3,118 0 

SUMMARY BUDGET - ORIGINAL 

108,746 108,746 3,846 3.7% 
106,162 106,162 39,799 60,0% 
197,738 197,738 (12,185) (5.8)% 
318,898 318,898 21,092 7,1% 

3,118 3,118 (474) (13.2)% 
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7106 Water Level Sensors Install 
7107 Ground Level Monitoring 
7108 Hydraulic Control Monitoring Program 
7109 Recharge & Well Monitoring Program 
7200 OBMP pgm Element 2 - Comp Rechar, 
7300 OBMP Pgm Element 3 & 5 - Water SUI 
7400 OBMP Pgm Element 4 - Mgmt Zone St 
7500 OBMP Pgm Element 6 & 7 - Coop Elfo 
7600 OBMP Pgm Element 8 & 9 Storage Mg 
7700 Inactive Well Protection Program 
7690 Recharge Improvement Debt Payment 
9502 Allocated G&A Expenditures 
Total OBMP Implementation Projects 

Total Expenses 

Net Ordinary Income 

~herlncome 
014225 Interest Income 
O'l 421 a Approp Pool-Replenishment 

4220 Non-Ag Pool-Replenishment 
4230 Groundwater Recharge Activity 
4600 Groundwater Sales 

FY10-11 
June 

Actual 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER ,./;{~;1'" 
SUMMARY BUDGET FY 2012-2013 //,:,;)\7 

_~~£:~~r~h 
FY 11-12 FY 11-12 FY 12-13 FY 12-13 FY 12-1.3,\;9' R1ii1.2-13 Amended 

~; .. ;::~',';, ";:"~~,,,,, 

Approved Amended Original Proposed Propp!\~d' Ametj(,lI'.(1 vs. 
Budget Budget Budget Adjustl1'1ents Budget Budg.>!)",- Proposed 

o a a a "';f:kM'Q,'~" a 

% Variance 
Amended vs. 

Amended 

a 
476,155 
400,051 

9,429 

904,443 1,003,499 524,451 ~<'." 524)4~.t>" 524,451 ""~~1,((l79,048) 
459,784 427,078 411,162 d:~}i¥",,411,162;,?J 411,162 '~~kj,~,916)J@ 

11,160 6,696 21,540 jf$:;O"'\:r~:t1,540 21,540 ,:q~~~~j~t:l;!' 

0.0% 
(47.7)% 
(3.7)% 

221.7% 
11.5% 
(7.1)% 
10.5% 

(23.0)% 
28.1% 

(34.9)% 
11.1% 

881,396 
98,272 
56,437 

100,802 
25,881 

75 
366,790 
286,933 

3,268,577 

5,913,516 

742,575 

28,164 
3,594,458 

27,546 

1,341,785 1,233,275 1,374,719,C.w 0 1,374,719 1,374,719 141,~~,*p' 
93,383 81,764 75,995£)<V a 75,995 75,995 ('i;769) 
70,067 74,458 82,250 "",,;f? 0 82,250 82,250 £«'7{792 
88,942 88,942 68.4;:,9~:~~:'\:'· a jll:;, 68,479 68,479 ~(20,463) 
45,773 45,773 58,(jj:iN~B;>. 0 '<\~;b, 58,618 58,618 12,845 

1,413 1,413 (:;92'0 "~"\" o/:;,;(::~},. 920 920 (493) 
450,964 450,964 501 ,055·c,,~.,{;~,,:o,·;ji~-·56~i,055 501,055 50,091 
504,224 504,224 518,222 ''':;;;;~"i\iiW' 518,222 518,222 13,998 

4,627,185 4,600,670 4,372,073 <:"';Q., 4,372,073 4,372,073 (228,597) 
'''';"~;j1~\ <)~ 

6,873,187 7,1)'6,767 6,670,201 (0j':(j;~lh,670,29.f'(:jf 6,670,201 (446,566) 

~{l~1:"g~~:~0"-:':~> ":'4~~~i;;y,1~V" 
(215,000) ,,~~,\(~~,5,OOO)J!;1",;;,_ 0 0 .it;'?' 0 

(iff§;;'Y 

a 
a 
o 

o 

o 
o 

215,000 

a a a 
a 

o 
o 

o 
a 
o 

o 
o 
a 
o 
o 5,995,123"",,,,,,,,,, a 

2.8% 
(5.0)% 

(6.3)% 

100.0% 

0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 

Total Other Income 

Other Expense 
5010 Groundwater Recharge 
5105 Purchase of Non-Ag Pool Water 

P~;~~r- ;t)1t?; 
o 

a 
a 

o 

a 
a 

o 

a 
a 

o 

a 
a 

0.0% 

0.0% 
0.0% 

Total Other Expense 

9900 To I (From) Reserves 

({'},. ;;~¥~~~t~~g;,,:lr,~:f.b~6~7;.fi1fE;~'i8ii[Q)~) 
(602,97:1.),"" 

o 0.0% o o 

o 0.0% 

o o 

o o o o o o 

o o o o o o 0.0% 

Net Income '''{~';-i~~\ (2f5illOOL$ (215,000) $ o '$ o '$ o '$ o $ 215,000 100.0% 

;:.1 

J; -,;c 

cf,:iJ-:~::.~'·'-
April 26 2012 SUMMARY BUDGET - ORIGINAL Page 2 of 2 



Ordinary Income 
Income 

4000 Mutual Agency Revenue 
4013 Local Agency Contr - OBMP 
4030 Basin Management Assistance 
4040 Cooperative Agreement 

Total 4000 Mutual Agency Revenue 

4110 Appropriative Pool Assessments 
4111 Administrative Assessment 
4111.2 OBMP Assessment 
4111.3 App Pool - Special Assessment 
4112 Ag Pool Reallocation - Administrative 
4113 Ag Pool Reallocation - OBMP 
4115 Recharge Improvement Revenue 
4117 PN Adjustments & Pool Interest 

Total 4110 Appropriative Pool Assessments 

4120 Non-Agricultural Pool Assessments 
21'123 Administrative Assessment 
&123.3 Non-Ag Pool - Special Assessment 
4:124 OBMP Assessment 
4127 PN Adjustments 

Total 4120 Non-Agricultural Pool Assessments 

4730 Prorated Interest Income 
4713 Interest Income-Other 
4731 Interest - Agricultural Pool 
4732 Interest - Appropriative Pool 
4733 Interest - Non-Agricultural Pool 
4739 Interest - Education Fund 

Total 4730 Prorated Interest Income 

4900 Miscellaneous Income 

~~~:;';';::,:,";:¢i,,;;C~;t,,~~:. 
6011 WM Staff Salaries~§<\f'ayroll Burden "It'" 
6012 Payroll servjc61J~/'<'~:i!~1:~', \~:i~ 
6013 Human Resources Ser:\'IF.!3~$, r~:IPl 
6016 New Employee Search cqsts,t.\i 

-,!::",,-_,~ ''''..c' 
6017 Temporary Services "~i:i-:>" "-'~:'i.j 

Subtotal wages'~;(~~f~~to;h",~~5i1:;?' 
April 26, 2012 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
DETAIL BUDGET FY 2012-2013 

FY 10-11 FY 11-12 FY 11-12 FY 12-13 

582,626 674,504 f"cP'6:14;504 735'586 
3,307,583 3,179,008 

@' 3':::~~;~i:;~<~?!~::~Si 0 0 
235,794 269,611 

1,338,112 1,270,709 1,270: 709 ·",;ij~'269:249 
700,964 450,964 450,964 '~~q~,,055 

0 o '"!,~~~\,,,_ 0 

0 

o o o 

87 6,901,767 

523,551 441,032 561,032 462,560 
3,845 4,020 4,020 4,200 
2,631 6,000 6,000 6,000 

307 500 500 500 
10,842 21,424 21,424 46,424 

541,177 472,976 592,976 519,684 

DETAIL BUDGET - ORIGINAL 

0 735,586 
0 3,514,401 
0 0 
0 265,661 
0 1,269,249 
0 501,055 
0 0 

0 33,181 
0 0 
0 158,529 

0 
,711 

o o 

o 

0 462,560 
0 4,200 

° 6,000 
0 500 
0 46,424 
0 519,684 

FY 12-13 

735,586 
3,514,401 

0 
265,661 

1,269,249 
501,055 

° 

33,181 
0 

158,529 

° 191, 

o 

462,560 
4,200 
6,000 

500 
46,424 

519,684 

Original 
vs, 

($111,000) 
(300,000) 

61,082 
335,393 

0 
(3,950) 
(1,460) 
50,091 

0 

(493) 
(60,000) 

(178) 
0 

0 
(9,500) 

(99,100) 
(1 

o 

(98,472) 
180 

0 
a 

25,000 
(73,292) 
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6018 Fringe Benefits 
60199 Payroll Burden Allocated 

Total 6010 Salary Costs 

6020 Office Building Expense 
6021 Office Lease 
6022 Telephone 
6024 Building Repairs & Janitorial 
6026 Security Services 
6027 Other Expense 

Total 6020 Office Building Expense 

6030 Office Supplies & Equip. 
6031.1 Copy Paper 
6031.7 Other Office Supplies 
6141 Meeting Expenses 
6141.1 Meeting Supplies 
6141.3 Admin Meetings 
6147 Other Admin Expenses 
~ Total 6030 Office Supplies & Equip. 
tTl 
01040 Postage & Printing Costs 
6042 Postage - General 
6043.1 Ricoh Lease Fee 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER "_:~o;~;< ' 
.-"_'~r;-'7 

DETAIL BUDGET FY 2012-2013 ,,-~ttf 
{~'if~l:~:i);, 

FY 10-11 
June 

Actual 
489,487 

(549,204) 
481,459 

69,972 
12,742 
13,424 
2,175 

o 
98,313 

FY 11-12 FY 11·12 FY 12·13 ,:Ey;ir2:1'3)~';, FY 12·13 FY 12·13 
Approved Amended Original.d:eropoSed\};~:;""Proposed Amended 

Budget .. __ Budget_ Budget ,,:5'A'djustments "'i;!(~;Budget Budget 

499,730 499,730 535,248"Q,,:), 0"'@fi~5,248 535,248 
(499,730) (499,730) (?35,248)'~"'t)" 0 \5~5j~48) (535,248) 

472,976 592,976 "s:o~1,~,.(i84 ",;;~' 0 519,~a'L 5.1,,~;,684 

<{§'i'~;';~;,h)"";~i"');f{,;P~' 
71,181 71,JMj/ 73,149 0 73,149.';;:7 73,149 
15,300 tS~300 15,120 0 15,12,Oc$f 15,120 
14,740,,';'1);740,,1.4,320 0 14,320" 14,320 
2,148,f";;0;;;~,148<:?)K56 0 2,256 2,256 

o ,ic';" "!e,!"':;" 0:0,:::'o, 0 0 0 
103,369 103);~?~!:,., ,diWiffB'4!i,i;i 0 104,845 104,845 

2,782 4,500 4,50~':t;;!::~;,~ 3,500 
17,227 21 ,000 21 ,000 "yZ1,,000 "$;) 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

3,500 
21,000 

o 
1,250 
1,250 

o 

3,500 
21,000 

o 
1,250 
1,250 

o ~i~!'~~~:&2!i~l'Jj%~t)'" ; :;~~ \~ff~i!~l,'f;V 
&~~:::: 'i~~)\)\2:,:::~;;~\~ki:'~:i:1f;~~') 2:,::: 

o 27,000 27,000 

Original 
vs. 

Amended 

35,518 
(35,518) 
(73,292) 

1,968 
(180) 
(420) 
108 

o 
1,476 

(1,000) 
o 
o 

(250) 
(250) 

o 
(1,500) 

6043.2 Ricoh Usage & Maintenance Fee 
6044 Postage Meter Lease 
6045 Outside Printing 

42,986 Vi97,,:9,80' 37,9,~Q'," 35,968 

,;;t.~&rS,,!:;~'C, ;:~;; '~~~~~~ 1~::~~ 1;:~~~ 
i:e' " ";.,'"" 3,010 '5;000 5,000 5,000 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

6,000 
35,968 
12,600 
2,800 
5,000 

6,000 
35,968 
12,600 
2,800 
5,000 

o 
(2,012) 
(1,800) 

o 
o 

(3,812) Total 6040 Postage & Printing Costs ,{;;' ,iii 61,289 66':,1;$.0 ,/,"2 66,180 62,368 

""'~:1~i&[§;V~'5~'Jrf?J;'\'~4,$~~~~t' . 6050 Information Services 
6052 Consultants 
6052.1 Park Place Computer Solutions 
6052.2 Applied Computer Technologies 
6052.3 Website Consulting 
6053 Internet Services _---,-,.." .. ~"o-

:~;: g~~~~::; ~~~":~~e .. £t§~";:'::t"t{~~~:~?, 
6057 Computer Majntenanp~}f-'S' '~~:::;l>.'\ 

Total 6050 Infor~;;i;;:;services \;{~;h 

6060 WM Special i@.ontr~ft~ervices ~,;l) 
6061.3 Rauch -.:,~.,\ ""'\ 
6061.4 Olher Contract Services'it,·., :;SJ 
6062 Audit Services ""~,';" .• :,:~,' 

~- .".,:,.. , 0-'-" 

6063 Public Relations/Consultant '{:;f:', ",'i,,/ 
6064 CEO Recruitment Contract ~('~~~ /;""_:.:-,%,-

""\f~~;',> '2;_:i::;1r';)~'-April 26, 2012 

""' .. ! 33,423'" ";;;36,000 
10,100 10,800 
17,417 18,420 

. '. ' 16,779 9,000 
", '}, 3.1,,166 26,000 

;9»'"",,(\;7977 1,000 
'''"':''1'55 412 148 020 

(;~;:}7· , , 

15,883 
o 

9,075 
4,750 

o 

15,000 
o 

9,000 
10,000 

o 

0 
46,800 
36,000 
10,800 
18,420 
9,000 

26,000 
1,000 

148,020 

15,000 
0 

9,000 
10,000 
32,000 

DETAIL BUDGET - ORIGINAL 

0 
51,300 
36,000 

0 
18,996 
17,000 
18,000 

1,000 
142,296 

15,000 
0 

9,400 
10,000 

0 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

62,368 

o 
51,300 
36,000 

o 
18,996 
17,000 
18,000 

1,000 
142,296 

15,000 
o 

9,400 
10,000 

o 

62,368 

o 
51,300 
36,000 

o 
18,996 
17,000 
18,000 

1,000 
142,296 

o 
4,500 

o 
(10,800) 

576 
8,000 

(8,000) 
o 

(5,724) 

15,000 0 
o 0 

9,400 400 
10,000 0 

o (32,000) 
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Total 6060 WM Special Contract Services 

6070 Watermaster Legal Services 
6071 Legal Services· Court Coordination 
6072 Legal Services· Restated Judgment 
6073 Legal Services - Personnel Matters 
6074 Legal Services - Interagency Issues 
6075 Legal Services - Replenishment Water 
6076 Legal Services· Storage Agreements 
6078 Legal Services - Miscellaneous 
6079 Legal Services· Contingency 

Total 6070 Watermaster Legal Services 

6080 Insurance Expense 
6085 Business Insurance Package 
6086 Position Bond Insurance 

Total 6080 Insurance Expense 

6110 Dues and Subscriptions 
'6:111 Membership Dues 
~ 12 Subscriptions 
co Total 6110 Dues and Subscriptions 

6150 Field Supplies & Equipment 
6151 Small Tools & Equipment 
6154 Uniforms 

Total 6150 Field Supplies & Equipment 

6170 Travel & Transportation 
6170 Travel & Transportation 
6171.1 CEO Vehicle Allowance 
6171.2 Watermaster Mgmt. Staff Vehicle AllOW", 
6173 Mileage Reimbursements 
6174 Public Transportation 
6175 Vehicle Fuel 
6177 Vehicle Repairs & Maintenanpe7~'i''ii'C'-;;;"';:::,, 

Total 6170 Travel & Transiloj:t~liOn-'·--""··:O{,,;>, 
,,:<~ff.:'"·'· .",~,~:g&~~. 

6190 Conferences & Sem'kiars '~\~}'J;\ 
f.'.,·;",-,?, ".\-J'.\ 

6191 Conferences &3~1]ij,~ars . '\%\ 
6192 Training & Cor,1t!J]umg~'~ducatJon t?r,.\ 

\."",'< \,-"\;:')" Io,j", 
6193.1 Strategic Plaillling C~di~rence ("j 
6193.2 Conference· Registr~t(i:i~Eee i~i8 

Total 6190 Conferences & S~'~~.:~:;:_~ -,A~lti' 
6200 AdviSOry Committee Expense1>i,;,,'/i'Y 

. .':«~»., ,};V/ 
Apn126,2012 -'(ii):,. __ .:) 

,.·,~, .. ,,_~ ___ ,c_, __ , 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
DETAIL BUDGET FY 2012-2013 ~/'~"" 

FY 11·12 FY 12·13 .FYfi~~1~;'(" FY 12·13 FY 12·13 

.::'c/ 
<",'C" 

FY 10·11 FY 11·12 
June Approved 

Actual Budget 
29,708 34,000 

0 39,100 
0 62,400 
0 9,875 
0 34,300 
0 0 
0 0 
0 56,880 

0 

16,000 
1,500 

7,158 0 
(3,535) 0 
18,126 17,500 

Amended Original /;;0~-toposed;;:~~~~rroposed Amended 
BUdget __ .. Bu_dget .,f",Adju.stments ','2'!?udget BU_d_get 

66,000 34,400;~i~a's"_ 0 ':'~t~)J~@,4,400 34,400 

""(:1);>, ";~f~t\,c_~ 

16,000 
1,500 

0 
0 

17,500 

o 
o 

14,400 
250 

13,500 
1,500 

0 
0 

15,000 

'- - 0 35 'g'i5o>.;3ii950 
o 57:00d;i5>,~ji57:000 
o 7,625 ,,',i~' 7,625 
o 43,92Q:;',i/ 43,920 
o ~~ip/ 0 
o 0 0 
o 31,150 
o 0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

26,500 

o 
o 

13,500 
1,500 

0 
0 

15,000 

26,500 

o 
o 

14,400 
250 

13,500 
1,500 

0 
0 

15,000 

Original 
vs. 

Amended 

(31,600) 

(3,150) 
(5,400) 
(2,250) 
9,620 

o 
o 

(25,730) 
o 

(2,500) 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

(2,500) 
0 
0 
0 

(2,500) 

DETAIL BUDGET - ORIGINAL Page 3 of 9 



6201 WM Staff Salaries 
6212 Meeting Expense 
6275 Legal Services· Advisory Committee Meeting 

Total 6200 Advisory Committee Expenses 

6300 Watermaster Board Expenses 
6301 WM Staff Salaries 
6311 Board Member Compensation 
6312 Meeting Expense 
6313 Board Member Expenses 
6342 Postage and Printing 
6375 Legal Services· Board Meeting 

Total 6300 WM Board Expenses 

6500 Education Fund Expenditures 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
DETAIL BUDGET FY 2012-2013 

FY 10·11 

21,894 
24,375 
4,034 

107 
o 

375 

29,916 
20,000 
5,400 

300 

° 

375 

FY 11·12 

375 

8300 Appropriative Pool Administration _ ,.f§:~'iE.%;)~_~-, 
8301 WM Staff Salaries 25,¥1;5t~~\ "<?i;g!!l'1.~R" 28,450 
8312 Meeting Expenses ,&-'.;920 V.\',\ 50Q;%l:;",~ 500 

FY 12·13 

~67 Appropratj~e Pool - Legal Services . ~}g9~342 \'t2~~~ 0 '-'~t}::·~Z;~~'C>!;., 0 
CliI75 Legal Services· Approp, Pool Meeting 0 'j'\ 21 ,330 ,~<./<2'1,330", ",,",29,280 
o Total 8300 Appropriative Pool Administration 51,778 \t~ 50,280A:;Y' 50,280.~'!;>;t/ 59,285 

8400 Agricultural Pool Administration \~v';f~~J;i/ (fi~J5f' 
8401 WM Staff ~_ 26,134 ,24;.935 24,935 25,930 

_",~""' __ ;" __ :o-:,:;,,,,.,. ~. '1 
8411 Compensation ,,, ;:,'!:-:2:::~':~c.\ 2,250 \tWOO 2,000 0 
8412 Meeting Expenses, ••.• "~""''' -', '; 129 \~90 ,'~, 300 300 
84561EUA Readiness To Serve c<P-;7 ";d 4,812 5;~,~fr,,;;:',) 5,784 7,773 
8467 Ag·Pool Legal Service<,:~'" L-:i 116,194 100,OQg\,,;V 100,000 100,000 
8467,1 Frank B & Associates ",:").:~, ,3"} 10,792 18,,QQW" 18,000 18,000 
8467.2 Legal- Plu~es/Other Issues ,('0'""<l';)" i~JJIll';i'!'T;",9,;c"",,_ },y;iObO 93,000 93,000 
8470 Ag Pool Meeting Special Compensation "';~'}, ,,'1i!:'P:-''45:'500;'~;:;'5:;,;,1c;!',000 12,000 17,300 
8471 Ag Pool Special Projects ";'~;Ott, ,A',",'" 10,342 """c65,000 65,000 65,000 
8475 Legal Services -Ag, Pool Meeting "':~0-''':'\;?' 0 30,810 30,810 29,280 
8485 Ag Pool - Misc, Expense - Ag FUQ~0:r';i:::,. 0 0 0 400 

-if ',!, '.--- - -'~ '.',dC_!' 
Total 8400 Agricultural PooLACIministl!i(ljoh'" ·"'i". 186,152 351,829 351,829 356,983 

8500 Non-Agricultural P8o:i!}~~~nistratio:""c:1~~i"'""'Z;~~~,,,,,{!:,:'l) 
8501 WM Staff AciiF"i;i"\ ''>A/J-f4,672 14,233 14,233 14,715 
8512 Meeting Expen~;.:~~:: "'~:1\ ,,,fiF'" 2,216 3,000 3,000 3,000 
8567 Non-Ag Legal(S~niiC:~('" I,'i" b' 129,016 75,000 75,000 0 
8575 Legal Services': NO';"~9>gool Meeting V21 0 9,480 9,480 29,280 

TotalSSOO Non-Agriculfllr~I)J~ooIAdministration C;: 145,903 101,713 101,713 46,995 

9400 Depreciation Expense ":,r~l~):~,,,-t~;V 
9500 Allocated G&A Expenditures",ii,'"'"", Ayj/ 

April 26, 2012 "'-~(i1i2~,(,{;i,,:'~7 

20,699 0 0 
(393,760) (720,599) (720,599) 

DETAIL BUDGET - ORIGINAL 

o 
(732,558) 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

° 0 

0 
0 

257 

29,505 
500 

0 
29,280 
59,285 

25,930 
0 

300 
7,773 

100,000 
18,000 
93,000 
17,300 
65,000 
29,280 

400 
356,983 

14,715 
3,000 

0 
29,280 
46,995 

0 
(732,558) 

FY 12-13 

31,104 
22,250 
6,000 

300 
o 

257 

29,505 
500 

0 
29,280 
59,285 

25,930 
0 

300 
7,773 

100,000 
18,000 
93,000 
17,300 
65,000 
29,280 

400 
356,983 

14,715 
3,000 

0 
29,280 
46,995 

0 
(732,558) 

Original 
vs. 

1,188 
2,250 

600 
o 
o 

(118) 

1,055 
0 
0 

7,950 
9,005 

995 
(2,000) 

0 
1,989 

0 
0 
0 

5,300 
0 

(1,530) 
400 

5,154 

482 
0 

(75,000) 
19,800 

(54,718) 

0 
(11,959) 
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Total Administrative Expenses 

General OBMP Expenses 

6900 Optimum Basin Mgmt Program 
6901 OBMP· Staff 
6902 OBMp· Temporary Staff 
6903 OBMp· SARW Group 
6906 OBMP • Engineering 

6906.1 OBMP - Watermaster Model Update 
6907 OBMP • Legal 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
DETAIL BUDGET FY 2012·2013 

FY 10·11 
June 

Actual 

195,184 
o 

25,778 
335,904 
145,000 

FY 11·12 

216,992 
o 

11,655 
256,209 
204,010 

FY 11·12 

6907.3 WM Legal Counsel 224,048 0 
6907.30 Peace 11- CEQA 4,018 0 0 
6907.31 South Archibald Plume 28,855 24,625 24,625 
6907.32 Chino Airport Plume 62,126 .•.• 25,675 25,675 
6907.33 Desalter/Hydraulic Control Issues 178,47:)ii"~',;;;;""" 67,425 67,425 
6907.34 Santa Ana River Water Rights 16,5e2.;~j, "0.:':::325,,1.25 25,125 
6907.35 Paragraph 31 Motion 1.:'\~fijj·~'~';~ '39~2QP'.~·.,,: '" 39,200 

FY 12·13 

~907.36 Santa Ana River Habitat ,U;\l.S;208 \t.~\ 0 -, . '.""''''-", 0 
af3907.37 Storage & Recovery 1.184 "j''\ 0 . j:"c/'~:' '0." "", 0 
-'6907.38 Reg. Water Quality Control Board 3,591 \':C!" 13,750/i'j>' 13,750"-3\ Y 11.950 

6907.39 Recharge Master Plan 8,419 '~f,~,25,3§P'i~/ 25,360A,,; 44,500 
6907.40 Storage Agreements 0 \;~\ /,.1;:0" ,·,~~i7 17,800 
6907.41 Prado Basin Habitat Sustainability.~~ •• ,_ 0 ·\; .• ;j:V' 0 '0 17,800 
6907.9 WM Legal Counsel- Unanticipated •• c:c'r·~~~,:;~,;,,;, 0 \(:,~ 0 0 25,000 

6909 OBMP - Other Expense,.:;·::P·· -';~.~';\ 0 \8\ o. 0 0 
6909.1 OBMP Meetings ...• F)' W~, 1,688 \:"R •• ;i? 0 0 
6909.3 OBMP Other Expenses /::> ;I%f 0 '{!;O.,;";';· 0 1 ,977 
6909.4 OBMP Other Expenses - Other l:<A'.' .t";'W 1,692,)0'.':/ 0 0 
6909.5 Ad Hoc Litigation Committee /:f:'·'i; ).,~:;:;;(.~~_.22 (:,~i5' a a 

FY 12·13 Original 
vs. 

(0) 1;~'f.8-,-9421,078,942 (157,659) 

0 224554''''4' 224,554 7,562 
0 ' (tb~;Y' 0 0 
0 11,000 11,000 (655) 
0 344,541 344,541 120,237 
0 99,828 99,828 (254,182) 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 31,800 31,800 7,175 
0 31,800 31,800 6,125 
0 50,100 50,100 (17,325) 
0 33,250 33,250 8,125 
0 17,800 17,800 (21,400) 
0 21,150 21,150 21,150 
0 0 0 0 
0 11,950 11,950 (1,800) 
0 44,500 44,500 19,140 
0 17,800 17,800 17,800 
0 17,800 17,800 17,800 
0 25,000 25,000 25,000 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 1,977 1,977 1,977 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

0 __ -; _ "",'~ '~'" ~<'. '--",'"0 -;c_,:,,":'_ ,-"0-·'0-.. ,~). 

6909 OBMP - Other Expense "Y '\,-)"', Je;~;'p1'f6;2i'fo:·.'-:C>.A25;000 25,000 10,000 u 'u,uuu 

Total 6900 Optimum Basin Mgmt Program·"e·c~\. ",',;;Y' 1,510,065 ···'···.'935,026 1,053,121 994,850 
10.000 (15,000) 

~~,~~-::';;;:~,,_.,,:'ij':;7'" 

Total 6950 Cooperative Efforts 

.. ,~_ "<~;::~0}; -',;~~~?i~;~d3: _" 
9501 Allocated G&A Expendit~r'es ~·"~;-_1 •. " 

(;,t"- • .'. "i:;::~~:.~\ 

Total General OBMl?i;Eir#enses 'C;'fi:\, 
,,~~~?:~(,' \~:~~\ 

7000 OBMP Impl~i1>~j1talIQn Projectsl,A 
7100 OBMP Pgm Ele'meni'lic'iCpmp Monitoring Program '\:;q 

~'~-<~{:~j';~, ~:SJ 
7101 Production Monitoring "'{',};"\ _t,.~; 

7101.1 Production Monitoring -WM'St'lJf.~;Ei 
7101.2 Production Monitoring _ Tempor~_tx\?ervices :;\?I" 

April 26, 2012'i':~:::;h, __ ;:B> 

10,000 

1 0!3;~26 

::;\;1;,026,892 

85,325 
o 

10,000 

216,375 

1,161,401 

104,150 
a 

10,000 

216,375 

1,279,496 

104,150 
o 

DETAIL BUDGET· ORIGINAL 

10,000 

214,336 

1,219,186 

1 07,996 
o 

u 

0 

0 

0 

o 
o 

"" .... ,Uvv 

1 0,000 

214,336 

1,219,186 

1 07,996 
o 

994,850 (58,271) 

10,000 0 

214,336 (2,039) 

1,219,186 (60,310) 

107,996 3,846 
o 0 
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7101.3 Production Monitoring - Engineering Services 
7101.4 Production Monitoring - Computer Services 
7101.5 Production Monitoring - Supplies & Repairs 

Total 7101 Production Monitoring 

7102 In-Line Meter Installation/Maintenance 
7102.1 In-Line Meter - WM Staff 
7102.5 In-Une Meter - Repair & Maintenance 
7102.7 In-Line Meter -In-Line Meters 
7102.8 In-Line Meter - Calibration & Testing 

Total 7102 In-Line Meter Installation/Maintenance 

7103 Groundwater Quality Monitoring 
7103.1 Grdwtr Quality - WM Staff 
7103.3 Grdwtr Quality - Engineering Services 
7103.4 Grdwtr Quality - Contract Services 
7103.5 Grdwtr Quality - Laboratory Services 
7103.6 Grdwtr Quality - Supplies 
7103.7 Grdwtr Quality - Computer Services 
""C Total 7103 Groundwater Quality Monitoring ...... 
0"> 
1'$104 Groundwater Level Monitoring 
7104.1 Grdwtr Level- WM Staff 
7104.3 Grdwtr Level- Engineering Services 
7104.4 Grdwtr Level- Contract Services (CBWM Staff) 
7104.6 Grdwtr Level- Supplies 
7104.7 Grdwtr Level- Capital Equipment (CBWM StaiD 
7104.8 Grdwtr Level - Contract Services 
7104.9 Grdwtr Level- Capital Equipment 

Total 7104 Groundwater Level Monitoring 

7105 Recharge Basin Water Quality MonitO"iho 
7105.1 Recharge Basin Water Quality - WM Staff 
7105.4 Recharge Basin Water Quality - Laboratory Services-~~!:·"~~.~L,~,·~t~i: 
7105.6 Recharge Basin Water Quality - Supplies 

Total 7105 Recharge Basin VI1~ttrr:;Q!i3lity"Mpnitoring 
,A~:~'-o~'o~-Y-~ .. ~ b~", ~";~;~~7~)?~,,~~ 

7107 Ground Level Mo~itQihi'g '\\~;.'h 
7107.1 Ground Level - VY~}i3taff ··~';;0. 
7107.2 Ground Levelx§ri~lneering Services 'f0~:~\ 
7107.3 Ground Leve,I'hSY~tQ~tic Aperture Radar\~;\ 
7107.5 Ground Level - Laboratory Services r:>', 
7107.6 Ground Level - Contract,~e~ices l'/J 
7107.7 Ground Level - Extensome.tec,)nstallation I,':} 
7107.8 Ground Level- Capital EqUip[il'eQt.~~i) 

7107.9 G:~~i~ ~:~:~~~her ":~ir"$~'>,"<;4;':%'J#'V 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
DETAIL BUDGET FY 2012-2013 

FY 10-11 FY 11-12 
June Approved 

Actual 

o 
750 750 
311 0 

86,386 104,900 

64,398 
87,672 
1,425 

31 

87,722 
154,493 

o 
2,462 
9,249 
4,885 

187 

FY 11-12 

2,992 
500 500 
100 100 

3,592 3,592 

129 
95,000 

o 
189,407 

o 
23,243 

o 

1,566 
166,435 
120,000 

o 
224,735 
365,945 

25,762 
o 

1,566 
166,435 
120,000 

o 
224,735 
465,001 

25,762 
o 

DETAIL BUDGET - ORIGINAL 

FY 12-13 

3,118 
o 
o 

3,118 

1,680 
143,269 
90,000 

o 
271,806 

o 
16,046 

1,650 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

84,064 
67,056 

4,800 
38,568 
2,500 

750 

90,577 
192,396 

500 
1,500 

10,000 
10,000 

3,118 
o 
o 

3,118 

1,680 
143,269 
90,000 

o 
271,806 

o 
16,046 

1,650 

FY 12-13 Original 
Amended vs. 

Amended 

o 0 
750 0 

o 0 

84,064 
67,056 

4,800 
38,568 

2,500 
750 

197,738 

90,577 
192,396 

500 
1,500 

10,000 
10,000 

3,118 
o 
o 

3,118 

1,680 
143,269 
90,000 

o 
271,806 

o 
16.D46 

1,650 

3,846 

174 

3,869 
(19,414) 

2,675 
1,685 

(1,000) 
o 

(12,1 

714 
19,878 

o 
500 

o 
o 

126 
(500) 
(100) 
(474) 

114 
(23,166) 
(30,000) 

o 
47,071 

(465,001) 
(9,716) 
1,650 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
DETAIL BUDGET FY 2012·2013 

FY 10-11 FY 11-12 FY 11-12 FY 12-13 $(;12:13"'", FY 12-13 FY 12-13 Original 
_ ~_-/~~ti)-posed~{~~>proposed 

Actual Budget Budget Budget ,.;~;Yk'Adiustments "'i~i,~:audget l:1UUg..,L l"'\.llItHil 

Total 7107 Ground Level Monitoring 476,155 904,443 1,003,499 524,45N¢1'!, 0\:ii524.451 524.451 (47! 

J'" 
7108 Hydraulic Control Monitoring ,('0'S', 

0 7108,1 Hydraulic Control Monitoring - WM Staff 3,211 7,273 7,273 ,(t"S"'\7i48,3 
7108.2 Hydraulic Control Monitoring - Temporary Services 0 0 qA,:,_~;~;tY "~:'<~Q) 
7108.3 Hydraulic Control Monitoring - Engineering Services 234,902 279,662 246,951((/'" 131,518 

0 o\{~i~;)l~;:;';"-' 0 
131,518/9;Y 131,518 0 

7108.4 Hydraulic Control Monitoring - Laboratory Services 157,262 170,849 1'CQ;849 67,661 
7108,6 Hydraulic Control Monitoring - Supplies 0 o ";,,,;!;:;,,- 0 0 

0 67,6(i1~;;'Si" 67,661 
"iiLO"" 0 0 

7108,7 Hydraulic Control Monitoring - Prado Basin Habitat 0 0 /,t,,:K 0 2,89&Cl.00 
7108,9 Hydraulic Control Monitoring - Contract Services 4,676 2,000 !,'.!V"'CJ2)OOO ''4',50,0 

0 200,000 
0 4,500 

Total 710S Hydraulic Control Monitoring 400,051 459,784 427iQ!.~." ,4,11,-16f -') 
.~~~~> ,,<~-~ / -

7109 Recharge &, Well Monitoring "<;:d!,/ 
7109.3 Recharge & Well Monitoring - Engineering Services 9,429 11,160 6,696 -\'~?,;~,,,21 ,540 
7109.4 Recharge & Well Monitoring - Laboratory Services 0 0 o'(:;i.\,. 0 <,> 

0 411,162 

0 21,540 
0 0 

Total 7109 Recharge & Well Monitoring 9,429, 11,160 6,696 ''2n';540 ,g,,':)'" 0 21,540 

7200 OBMP Pgm Element 2 _ Comp ReCharge::;~~~f;~'0j4;i>;>, 'c;(C:~lt~;tiY 
7201 Camp Recharge - WM Staff 1 M,;S,80 ':n" 125;O~'i""'>" 125,087 131,2~Q/ 0 131,251 

-;t1!02 Camp Recharge - Engineering Services - Other 6;~:S:':i89 '~;,,'\ o"''';;i0~~t-;,~" 0 """'0 0 I 
dl'02,1 Camp Recharge - Temp Services 0 Ii:;;;' O:~,:i""'::;;:'~,Q_".,~ 0 0 
a£02,2 Camp Recharge - Engineering Services 0 \fiA~ 10,320,;cf1;!'" 10;3'20::::,::,;;'i,;) 0 0 I 
7202.3 Comp Recharge -Implementation RMPU 53,422 '{;''.l~31,OgO';'i'' 122,490<;;;;}~:~ 100,016 0 100,011 
7203 Camp Recharge - Contract Services a \~, /'i~:9'-' /:,9;'/ 0 0 I 
7204 Camp Recharge - Supplies ", , 65 \;;'2,'000 2,000 2,000 0 2.001 
7205 Comp Recharge - Other Expenses f0'?iR~",,,,,, 9,639 '-;:5;:000 5,000 7,500 0 7,501 

'. " "~ _~ ~I:., 0), ;:~." 

7206 Camp Recharge - Basin Program O&M,-{'~,;;;" '",iA, 687,001 722;.628 722,628 833,953 0 833,95: 
7207 Camp Recharge - Other ,"'i;t/ "'ii', 0 245\i50 ,.,:,j(; 245,750 0 0 I 

,_~/.; ~.-","J ". __ .,'\ _,''':~il,; 

7208 Hansen Aggregate Damages .. ~./;>~';;iJ 0 \C'O,f?"" 0 0 0 
7209 Recharge Proof of Concept ,,~;g' ''''V 0 ,5:o',,;? 0 300,000 0 300,001 

Total 7200 OBMP Pgm Element 2 - CompIW"ha,r,g~.!;i'4".88.1.,3§J6 1 ,341 ;;Las 1,233,275 1,374,719 0 1,374,71! 
i;;~,/ ';;~;$:}}:::.. _~,-,~~~;iit~::!s:~:'?~~'.:;tit~~}~0:?;:;~:):J;) 

7300 OBMP Pgm Element 3 & 5 ~ Water Supply Planl::'J)esalter"o'-'~:'3/v~ -'""'~~';;::;;'ii.h;.y 
7301 OBMP - WM Staff';"4,'j,>:;;;;Y 30,646 37,543 37,543 38 651 
7303 OBMP - Engineering Services ' ",;i" 60,744 47,840 36,221 30 

mi gi~~: ~~~~~~~::n~;tr?'ci;0Cll~:~)~~):%;;h"~~~)tl~, ",~;~8~ 8,00~ 8,00~ 7.1 

344 
) 

)00 
) 

Total 7300 OBMP P9!rfj:lement 3 & 5 - Water Sup'p&,flan "~i!Y~"98,272 93,383 81,764 75 
,,;J~~;:~- c:~~\:c ';J!t'-" 

995 

7400 OBMP Pgm'Eleme-nt 4 - Mgmt Zone Strategies i"';", \",., 
7401 OBMP - WM Sfafftf;j::~\" \~;J 
7402 OBMP - Engineering Sefl(i,,,,,s ,',"; 
7403 OBMP - Contract Services'~";~,}~U 
7404 OBMP - Supplies '~'::t~~5>', Ji~~/ 
7405 OBMP - Other Expenses'""",,, f4V 

6,299 
43,013 
5,000 

21 
2,104 

12,235 
45,732 
10,000 

0 
2,100 

12,235 12,688 
50,123 52,062 
10,000 15,000 

0 0 
2,100 2,500 

0 38,651 
0 30,344 
0 0 
0 7,000 
0 0 
0 75,995 

0 12,688 
0 52,062 
0 15,000 
0 0 
a 2,500 

200,000 
4,500 

411,162 

21,540 
0 

21,540 

131,250 
0 
0 
0 

100,016 
0 

2,000 
7,500 

833,953 
0 
0 

300,000 
1,374,719 

12,688 
52,062 
15,000 

o 
2,500 

210 
o 

(115,438) 
(103,188) 

o 
200,000 

2,500 
(15,916) 

14,844 
o 

14,844 

453 
1,939 
5,000 

o 
400 

-'~~;~ :<;..., __ ~/:ij)J" 
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Total 7400 OBMP pgm Element 4 - Mgmt Zone Strategies 

7500 OBMP pgm Element 6 & 7 - Coop Efforts/Salt Mgmt 
7501 OBMP - WM Staff 
7501.1 OBMP· WM Staff (Plume) 
7502 OBMP - Engineering Services 
7503 OBMP - Contract Services (Plume) 
7504 OBMP - Contract Services 
7505 OBMP - Other Expenses 

Total 7500 OBMP pgm Element 6 & 7 - Coop Efforts/Salt Mgm 

7600 OBMP pgm Element 8 & 9 Storage MgmtiConj Use 
7601 OBMP - WM Staff 
7602 OBMP - Engineering Services 
7604 OBMP - Supplies 
7605 OBMP - Other Expenses 

Total 7600 OBMP pgm Element 8 & 9 Storage MgmtiConj Use 

7700 Inactive Well Protection Program 
7'il01 Inactive Well Protection Program - WM Staff 
~03 Inactive Well Protection Program - Contract Services 
.j:> Total 7700 Inactive Well Protection Program 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER /\,;;;::,v 
DETAIL BUDGET FY 2012.2013,;,;~ri'/' 

. ~,~;.;B::_~~~, 
FY 10-11 FY 11-12 FY 11-12 FY 1.2-13 _:~~12'1~Ji:::\ FY 12-13 FY 12-13 

June Approved Amended Ongmal '-:f:~e.roposed'(;I~tt.f'roposed Amended 
Actual Budget Budget Budget" .~-Adjustments .", "'Budget Budget 

56,437 70,067 7 4,458 82,250+~t;;, 0 'i;li~82,250 82,250 

i;~~;)/..·'ii~~~i!' ':'~\~t~)i> ,~C:J 
2,330 2,992 2,992 .:.~~·ic;;T"ii;15g,3 0 7,52:),)::.. /;";7:523 

a a 9z{[0jY
<"' \'{~i~~ a O~~~~~.~:~~;~,V 0 

98,472 48,160 48,J~PF-' 55,868 0 55,868,,;%{\;'" 55,868 
o 37,790 37;;Q:90 0 0 Ali; 0 
a 00"·"""" a 5 088 a 5 dli8'v 5 088 
o 0 .-;:f;~'f' 0 (ft-:~~. 0 0 ' ''''·0 ' 0 

100802 88942 .,:·:,;0"'··,,88'942--- (ja-i!47Q 0 68479 68479 

, , 'r/··{;~'i~ttl~.>!,{;;g:;~~~t{;~ " 
25,767 45,423 45)423~'~~f2~:f~;~ 46,940 

o 0 0 '\fS'~,,,, 11 328 
114 350 350'{"1$~,_, ' 350 

o a a v';~0~~::~l;~ 0 

,~~~\<~,~,,,:~; "1V 
75 \~~\ 1'~::::iiP1/· 1'4~.~~~*~~Y 920 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

0 

46,940 
11,328 

350 
o 

58,618 

420 
500 
920 

46,940 
11,328 

350 
o 

58,618 

420 
500 
920 

501,055 7690 Recharge Improvement Debt Payment 
9502 Allocated G&A Expenditures 

Total OBMP Implementation Projects 

366,790 \$59;964 450,9~a/ 501,055 

.,~ffi;.i'T~i;~~~~\ 286,933 5~~i~24 .'. 504,224 518,222 

ki'-)/ \1,.3,268,577 4,627;185 ,,,,>\,600,670 4,372,073 

0 

0 

501,055 
518,222 518,222 

4,372,073 4,372,073 
,,_:"§;p~::' l:;;~·:i ~~~~'Ji;Y/ 

Total General OBMP & Implementation Proj!1"t~< ,.;~':I,895,469 5,788,§~~;}7 5,880,166 

Total Expenses 

Net Ordinary Income 

Other Income "~_'i_d2~~:)~~- ~:~~::1i~)~,,~ 
4225 Interest Income .:~; / '''''':''';'''' 

4225 Interest Income _<h'i1::~.]/" "~~~1;;~:{~_ 
4226 LAIF Fair MarketValue \i';~ 

Total 4225 Inter~i~~J~%ii~,: \t'~\ 
Water Replenishment As'sc~~wents \~:~~1 

4210 Approp Pool-ReplenisQ,ment FS'i 
4211 15% Gross Assessments '.:~~;t:·~~ /2;?J 
4212 85% Net Assessments ";~'~2~;;;,,{~~~i;! 

.£i:'{?,~.-~._ ,~~>; 

1~;"~,f!W91'3i$tll.':ig,i$~fr;;187 7,116,767 

742,575 _(215,000) (215,000) 

co";;"" 

28,164 

227,550 
1,289,450 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

5,591,259 

6,670,201 

o 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

0 

(0) 

0 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

5,591,259 

6,670,201 

0 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

5,591,259 

6,670,201 

0 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

Original 
vs. 

Amended 

7,792 

4,531 
o 

7,708 
(37,790) 

5,088 
o 

(20,463) 

1,517 
11,328 

o 
o 

12,845 

7 
(500) 
(493) 

50,091 
13,998 

(228,597) 

(288,907) 

(446,566) 

215,000 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 

April 26, 2012'\:\ .. , /~J" '.<,.>" "-'c __ f 
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4213 100% Net Assessments 
4214 Prior Year Adjustment 
4215 Prior Year Carryover 
4216 CURO Adjustment 

Total 4210 Approp Pool-Replenishment 

4220 Non-Ag Pool-Replenishment 
4223 Net Replenishment 
4224 CURO Adjustment 

Total 4220 Non-Ag Pool-Replenishment 

4600 Groundwater Sales 
4613 Stored Water Sales 
4614 MWD Direct Water Sales 

Total 4600 Groundwater Sales 

Total Other Income 

Other Expense 

:]010 Groundwater Recharge 
/ijl11.4 Replenishment Water 
§U11.6 MWD Replenishment - Direct Water 
5011 Replenishment Water - Other 
50171EUA Surcharges 

Total 5010 Groundwater Recharge 

5105 Purchase of Non-Ag Pool Water 

Total other Expense 

9900 To I (From) Reserves 

Net Other Income 

Net Income 

April 26, 2012 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
DETAIL BUDGET FY 2012-2013 

FY 10-11 

o 
o 

24,518 

2,244,496 

FY 11-12 

o 
o 

0 

FY 11-12 

0 

($215,000) 

DETAIL BUDGET - ORIGINAL 

0 0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

o 
o 

o 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

FY 12-13 

o 

o 

o 
o 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

Original 
vs, 

Page 9 of 9 

o 
o 
o 

o 

o 
o 

o 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
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Budget Account 
Account Description 
Number 

ORDINARY INCOMEIEXPENSE 

4000 MUTUAL AGENCY REVENUE 

4013 Local Agency Contr - OBMP 

4030 Basin Management Assistance 

4040 Cooperative Agreement 

4110 APPROPRIATIVE POOL ASSESSMENTS 

4111 Administrative Assessment 

411U OBMP Assessment 

4111.3 Appropriative Pool" Special Assessment 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
ACCOUNT NUMBER JUSTIFICATION 

BUDGET FY 2012-2013 

Comments and Information J>'<1. 
. Ji~?t,.":ri~~~~i~) ";~Jt~~s!c." ."" 

This account represents reimbursement funds from Hanson Aggregates for damag5l_1~y)W~{:~efY Basin. Annual payments of $11 i";-qpqtt,? sta~~W~p __ 1"09 and end on 
07101/11. r/l:;;~~'; ~'~;~::)i) ',o:Z::t~:p",,<?~~;>~ 
This account represents the one-time contribution amount of $300,000 from TN(i~Nalleys Mun'icipal Water District according to the PeacEt~H~greement, Section 9, Article 

9. 1. 4~f§r" _,c~'i.~~~;1,7 
Per section VI.D,S of the Groundwater Storage Program Funding Agreemet)t'No. 49960 in the Chino Basin, the MWD pays Waterm~5tepan annual administrative fee of 
$132,000 due July 1st, with a CPl escalation not to exceed 2.5% eaq~~~~i3:r. <~';"~ l,i'~); 

,:4{f-~~~4~~~" \r~~~~~~o:, 
Appropriative Pool Assessments equal the Pool's share of all G~fi'~;al A~l~16'i,~~(8tive EXp,e,8$~~sti;Mle.d to the Appropriators on a per acre-foot basis levied based on the 
prior year's production. '\:;::':~~~~~, _,"8~:;:)Y <-?;-ji·" 

Appropriative Pool Assessments equal the Pool's share of all Optimum Mana~~:~~,'bt~;6g~~ levied to the Appropriators on a per acre-foot basis based on the prior year's 
production -";,f~};"" 

Appropriat;ve Pool Special Assessment for legal services or other expenses such ~'~i~~;~VYide Objectives .. ,1$pecial Assessment levied to the Appropriators on a formula 
based upon 50% Operating Safe Yield and 50% Averaged Production and Exchanges, aS~~8ep<.ved by ~~,~,'b:ppropriative Pool. 

,1>", , '<,i"-"~'_', ,'-;-:--':"'7 
Agricultural Pool Reallocation-Administrative The Appropriative Pool and the OverIYJ~f{~ghc(J[t.ur~1 Pool agreed that the unproduced Porti~g{df;f\W#s~rs annual share of safe yield (82,800 acre-feet) would be 
Assessment immediately reallocated to the Appr9prJ~tive pBol;W:~oop,e:.rs provided the Appropriative Pool woulct(~,wthe Agricultural Pool's share of Administrative and Special Project 

4112 

>1!1113 .... 
ZjJs 
4117 

4120 

4123 

4123.3 

Agricultural Pool Reallocation- QBMP 
Assessment 

Recharge Improvement Revenue 

pfY Adjustments 

~ON-AG8(cULrJ/RAL POOL ASSESSMENTS 

Administrative Assessment 

Non-Agricultural Pool· Special Assessment 

expenses. ,<~~S>';y~\, .. '"::';~~?~t~~~~~,-~_" /,~;~YJ;7" 
With separate assessments 1~\fiS~;for Geni3~Elit AdministratiOh';~-dBiOptjl]um Basin Manageme'hf'Plan and Implementation Costs, the Agricultural Pool costs charged 
through the reallocation levy h8:~'e been sep~ra);ed to differenliate~~tlieen~the revenues from the two levies . 

\-..,~:,:\. ,,<,,,·,,'.7 "-~~~';-:'?£-~~C"'" ,'7,':':) 
This account covers funds required to pay the':bl!ldgeted debt ,s~rYice paym-eribiil7la:;thelqperating and maintenance expenses. 

\-<;-"\ "."~,~"-'" ~"'~'"~""7 
Consists of adjustments related to prior years, i('il:ny. ",f.;f,:P·-' f~';~~}:;C; 

'\V~~~\ ,,6j:tl,i/' ,~~~g.:-~" 
Non-Agricultu~€lJ.J.qo,Lt-ssessments equal the poohiii~~bar~ of all General Adrtiihistrative Expenses levied to the Non-Agricultural Pool based on the prior year's production. 

.,~~;",>-, ,. ,":':~; -'''-, \- ,:"'" 
Non-Ag~iqlj!~a-I~F-!ool~~~~ssment for legal services~.~:S'pecial Assessment levied to the Non-Agricultural Pool members based upon prior yearTs actual production, 

,.:'j7"" "t:,} 'i;,~\ 
4124 OBMP Assessment NOn~~~ricultural Pool Ass~#lTIents equal the Pool's sHBfe. of alliQP,timum Basin Management costs levied to the Pool members based on the prior year's production, 

4127 PlY Adjustments ,,_ .. ~:~~i~ts of adjustments r~l~~d to prior years, if any. \~~'~)1~~tl 
4730 PRORATED INTEREST INCOME ,/"',~l·,,,~,~~,erest is prorated betw~~9:~the Pools and the EducatioW~,9.tld' using formula approved by the Advisory Committee and Pools several years ago. 

6010 SALARY COSTS _ {.-tfP~~;{~:k~~~ A~~~~;>?:?r:;~-;;-,;~q:,,~>_ ,,(G~\~kf;? 
6011 WM Staff Salaries & Payroll Burden Expl;ln~~~ related :?-i"~~~mlmlstrative"staff~:Qq8.ts~~~~f9,sts not related to a particular project. 

6012 Payroll Services Expe~s~~~Eel~t<;l,q;~~9;~~~cessing of bi-weekly'p~y~~Yli~nd preparation of quarterly and annual tax returns, including calendar year-end W-2 processing. 

6013 Human Resources Services Expense~Y~~te'a~tb processing of flexible spending medical and dependent care accounts, along with personnel consulting services. 

6016 New Employee Search costs<:", __ '" ~~,;,~"'.:,?;::~:, '" Expenses rei·~t~~)~,hiring of new staff, (I.e. employment postings with Monster.com, CareerBuHder, local newspapers, etc.). 

6017 Temporary Services _,,6\i~;::-,23{~ . .z::: ':'£t:~;~::~,Expenses relat~d"i~};!tjng tempor~rY staff from an Employment Agency (I.e. special projects, maternity leaves, extended sick leaves, etc.). 
",,<.:,._;_' ~,;»,~,'\. ''c,;,:'-'',~ ,,"~'5',\ 

6018 Fringe Benefits " __ ,ci:;;',:'';' ''';;,'''BsJ;)efrts paid to empJciyee's:,such~~~"employer and employee portions of CalPERS retirement, Medicare payroll taxes, medical, dental, vision, vacation, sick leave, 
,(,:~~;if;" Ild~~~.¥s, workers competi.i~)f~,~:-;insurance premiums, life insurance premiums, short and long term disability premiums, state unemployment insurance. 

60199 
6020 

6021 
6022 

6024 

PayroJl Burden~A:ljocated Fring~benefits allocated>fo~s~fary costs. 

OffICE BUlLD/~~~~~~ENSE \;~:~\ ('~1-:!7~' 
Office Lea~"~'~ .{~';~~~'" Lease fdr,:Watermaster office. 

Telephone ','';'~<~~>::--",. TelePhJ~.~1expense includes office telephone system, cellular phones for management and field staff along with conference call service. 
'-<:""-;,,, ::';;,j 

Building Repairs & Janitci~t~~~ This ag~PHnt covers monthly janitorial and housekeeping service, along with repairs and maintenance requests for the office, 

i~';~;~)" ,jJft~!;' 
April 26, 2012 ":~>:0' ,'i5~~"" DETAIL BUDGET - ORIGINAL 
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Budget Account 
Account Description 
Number 

6026 

6027 

6030 

6031.1 

6031.7 

6141 

6141.1 
6141.3 

Security Services 

Other Expense 

OFFICE SUPPLIES & EQUIPMENT 

Copy Paper 

Other Office Supplies 

Meeting Expenses 

Meeting Supplies 

Admin Meetings 
6147 Other Admin Expenses 
6040 POSTAGE & PRINTING COSTS 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
ACCOUNT NUMBER JUSTIFICATION 

BUDGET FY 2012-2013 

Comments and Information 

After business hours and weekend building alarm monitoring services for the office building. 

Expenses to this category include office building improvements. '<;'~" 

.. !.~~~~ii~~.~~".:~.'. 

'{"3~"i/ 

This budget item covers the cost of copy paper for the printers, copy machines, ~lS;'j:.~/ .;.~::~_~~) 

This budget item covers the cost office supplies which includes: stationary, er1y~i~p-~s, checks ~'n'B other miscellaneous office supplies. 

Expenses charged to this category include administrative meeting expens_e_$:if6~d, refreshments, etc. 
Expenses charged to this category include administrative meeting suppt(~~~:Y' 
Expenses charged to this category include administrative meeting c'e:~f~t(§es1 conference ~~.~, etc. 
This budget item covers the cost of administrative meeting experi~'~~;;'nQrlhcluded in other'C'~{Jg[lries of 6141 listed above. 

r6~?-' '{~~~J~'~~~,~ J,~.t~!~t~-;;~~;it) 
The postage account covers the cost of mailing or shipping all meeting noticS's::-_~nd a~t:iI1'C!as; corre'spondence; Annual Reports; outgoing bills and payments, etc. Charges 
also include Fed Ex, United Parcel Service costs as well as US postage. "'l0,t,!?fi!tP/' 

6042 Postage 

"""-' •. ~-" 
This account covers the cost of leasing copy machines as well as the costs for cOPie~;_~:x-¥eeding the minimum number per month/year as stipulated in the lease 

agreements. ~.~~:~~~!' .6i';{~ 
6043.1 Ricoh Lease Fee This account covers the cost of leasing the Ricoh copy machines from Imaging Plus. .'.-~~\~}~:"~ _,/~~~.v 
6043.2 Ricoh Usage & Maintenance Fee This account covers the usage Charge~,-:@$(~:~~.:.;.p_~~rge) and any maintenance fees for th;~i'~~~~~~Y,:~;Chines from Imaging Plus. 

6044 Postage Meter Lease Postage meter costs includes the aQr16?I!Elase~fe~e~iaOar;t~rjy reset fees and postage meter ink ~!it.Bdge replacements. 

6045 Outside Printing Printing jobs done by outside P~n\~~:~~ndz0~tude th~:i:}]~8¢~i~R,:~~p~~ blueprints, special area ~!~~~f maps, color prints and emergency printing when our in~house copiers 
""'C are down for repairs, etc. Als~?i,~'pIUdes prlntU}9 of color brochtlreS}:~~~;h~~!l_Ual financial statements. 

:ti50 INFORMATION SERVICES ,-" "I':~;~h _1~,{:~~:;·~2fj~i·~g~"'~;:C:;~71'~/~;:Y 
Gfd52 Computer Consultant Support Services Watermaster uses IT consultants to maintain t~~I~?mputer ~~ef~9ik and workst'af~~9~~~~as weI! as to develop and maintain databases. 

6052.1 Park Place Computer Solutions Watermaster's IT consultant who maintains theC'~~;~u~1r~:~~tWork and works~1}~R9>~'rensUring proper backups, and recommends s~stem improvements. 

6052.2 Applied Computer Technologies Watermaster's database consultant who maintain~'m,~tn?,merous databases.":':':;'} 

6052.3 Website Consulting Watermast~r~'we_pS1t~pnsultant who maintains, Jp~_ates and ensures the website www.cbwm.org is operational and maintained with current information. 
~~,',,~\._,~,-";-, .• -"" .. -"'lc",", ~0'-'\ 

6053 Internet Services Misce;1~.q~9u~fwebsite'fJ:)~I~J~nance costs & T~1 inte'rf:tb~onnectjons. 
6054 Computer Software C~~~.:iOG:!ude new softwar.&!;;~oftware upgrades and anrw,~l sotty.r,~!:~ licenses. 

6055 Computer Hardware ,-9.~~Js~i'nclude new comput~r;ffiardware, upgraded compD!~~,b?iia.Wa;'e, servers, printers, back up power supplies, monitors, etc. 
6057 Computer Maintenance .~/[;;tCosts include the mainten~~~e and repair of computer hdj;Ciwtac(e, servers, printers, etc. 

6060 WATERMASTER SPECIAL CONTRACT SERV!f~sA~if:!\,.. .ii!.&~"C7""':'-~-"~_ _ _" (§3S;! 
6061.3 Rauch . r;;:~::;.'" E~P-~g¥"1,,category ~1:r¥~!~£~'prl;lf:'ej~~~tr~~~~~~~;~Q'nsu!tant who specializes in :he Annual Repo~ creation, development and sUbmissi~n. 
6061.4 Other Contract Services Expens-e~q<'ltegory,Ai~t?a to capture the Watern'iaster-consultants who develop and Implement strategic plans, develop brochures, and design reports. 

6062 Audit Services service~;WE~'\Iidaa~'b;the audit firm to ensure compliance and field work related for the annual financial statement audit. 

6063 Public Relations 'Consultant Watermast~t~;;~t~ins outside consultants on a per contract basis as our Public Relations Consultant, to keep us up to date regarding relevant legislative issues. 
<" '0_:::~;';'~':c--",-< '<j"'i;l", 

6064 CEO Recruitment Contract~b'i" ,-:\.~~.~",~;;.. .5''''::.,,,, Services providecC15}Hhe recruiting firm to hire a new CEO for Watermaster. 

6070 WATERMASTER LEGAL:S'&iiM;;; ~"<~<~:{:tjJ:'~'" '·\0~f9~. ./~; 
6071 Legal Services ~ ,~~~rt"i::oordinatjOn \v.,li~gnaster legal cou~:i~~.9~A~~s for the regular court hearings with Judge Reichert. 

6072 Legal Services::;~Re'itated Judgment Wa'fermr;tsier legal coun:;;elfe*penses for the Resiated Judgment. 
,{'.,,>-\_ \t~:~.\ ,.;,-;"<,y 

Legal Serv!<?E!l}:l<pe,r,;onnel Matters WaterlJ'la~ter legal expe,Oses related to personnel issues and/or other HR matters. 
\-~~:;" \'-~:".'h.. \::.'.;'.\ 

Legal Services -Inte:r;fgency Issues Waterma-s,ter legal expenses related to Interagency matters and issues. 
,.~._-,~:_ :':~ ::)'<;1 

Legal Services - Repliirii~hJJlent Water Waterm~_sJ'er legal expenses related to the purchase of ReplenIshment Water. 

Legal Services - Storag;"A~!~~;:ts wat:~~fjjer legal expenses related to Storage Agreements. 

';'(~t;fI%i,:Ii!:j" 

6043 Copy Machine Lease - Other 

6073 

6074 

6075 

6076 
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Budget 
Account 
Number 

Account 
Description 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
ACCOUNT NUMBER JUSTIFICATION 

BUDGET FY 2012-2013 

Comments and Information 

6078 

6079 

6080 

6085 

6086 

Legal SelVices ~ Miscellaneous 

Legal Services ~ Contingency 

INSURANCES 

Business Insurance Package 

Position Bond Insurance 

Watermaster legal expenses related to miscellaneous items not listed in any category above. -\<t~?~~,\ 
'<"- "~,.,,~, 

Watermaster legal expenses related to the administration/G&A contingency. <:r~', "-;:S;->l:,,,. __ 

__ ,s~J}~~~7~:~~6~~\ \<~~;:~~d~'~~. .i ~~~f~i;; 
All insurance policies are now included under Business Insurance Package, in~!~gipg:r auto & ge8~:/Falliability. '1\8~;.~',{t:~;~;~· 
Insures key positions for risk of misappropriation and/or fraud. ..,\'(~.:V~ ,o::,<:;"?-

6110 DUES & SUBSCRIPTIONS ,.d~{fffF- j~:'f~>';' 
6111 Membership Dues Watermaster memberships include: American Water Works Assoc ~,~~~~-:arCh Foundation(b~socjation of California Water Agencies,t-A1rsociation of Ground Water 

Agencies, California Groundwater Coalition, American Groundwater;~17~l:f~t., Southern Califorora,Water Committee, Water Education Foundation and the Groundwater 

6112 
6150 

6151 

6154 

6170 
6170 

6171.1 

]171.2 
~73 

'tI?74 
6175 

6177 

6190 

6191 

6192 
6193.1 

Subscriptions 

FIELD_SUI'I'J.I~S_& EQUIPMENT 

Small Tools & Equipment 

Uniforms 

TRAVEL & TRANSPORTATION 
Travel & Transportation 

CEO Vehicle Allowance 

Watermaster Mgmt. Staff Vehicle Allowance 

Mileage Reimbursements 

Public Transportation 

Vehicle Fuel 

Vehicle Repairs & Maintenance 

C_ONFERENCES & SEMINARS 

Conferences & Seminars 

Training & Continuing Education 

Strategic Planning Conference 

Resources Association. a~t;f;'-':~BJ{~\~" )~;3*~~:\, 
Watermaster subscribes to several trade journals and the local iiewspapei:::,1;~;?~ d~{.t:J':V~>'~:.~:.*:~) 

"~~~:~!,,~"£:;;:gP~'- ~>W 
Small tools and equipment includes any tool which might be required while workin9~\jfj~ttle field. 

","':~'0. 
T-shirts, polo shirts, hats and jackets are provided to staff with Watermaster's logo to:W.e'ar while in the field and while representing Watermaster. This line item also 

includes work boots for the field staff. _"'- ·';;~';4't;",.. ,s:;~~;~\ 
Travel and transportation costs related to:W,afer,master business, not related to conferences and,seminar.s: 

.,;,':.-:.:?";"::.:.-,:r-;">:"f~~"t? '-"'i~;;~~;.J' 
Employment agreement provides t~f3fe;~.!~J\~et:uti~~~Ji.Q~er a vehicle allowance of $750 per m?J!t~;~For FY 201212013, the vehicle allowance is included as part of the 

overall CEO's salary. . ,~21J{~'7 \\~~f\ ~"<:?3¥~~?~f-:':-.. \f£,.f9'J/ 
Employment agreement provlqe:~~trie WaterrTIl3..ster management:-staffl.r.epeive $400 per month. 

',,-,,,'" \;~.\,~ '~';' ~~., ',-;,""'c 
Reimbursements paid to Watermaster emplo:y.e.es' for use of pers.on"E!IAjet;ilcfes-:;fpr Wate.master business at the federally approved rate per mile. 

\";;":~:\ ..-:-"'-'.::'i,.I- '-""";,';",;i::,;" "" .. ,,-;';~,",-d 
Cost of tolls and transponders for waterma~te\t~icles on}~~~;:~~Wroads (TranSP;~~f,}!9n'Corridor Agency and 91 Express lanes) in Orange County. 

Fuel expenses for Watermaster owned vehlcles~';::~i\ _,."1 ~4""" ,".'1;,~}!.-' 
''''..'''\ /::;':~~j' "~~:' __ ~""'r-

Covers repairs and maintenance to Watermaster'$NehrC!es~ {.:,::3-"ci' 

Costs c'1~~5§~~3'03~~~~~ttending conferences ~'\~inars for information',~:aining, or making presentations regarding the Chino Basin Watermaster activities. 

AttelJ:da.Dce at training ancfcontinuing education for Water.master"stfil,ff. 
.. ,'~?k.;- ~;;:?!! ':.:, c,\ ,""';"'.00'-1 

6193.2 Conference - Registration Fee 
_,.9g~Js"associated with the ,~rnual Strategic Planning Co~'f~r~~8~_~~(s'lte location fee, catering, supplies, brochures, etc.). 

.,,~+J~,egistration fees for the ~t~,tegic Planning Conference, >~))~~'t.,,,, 
6200 ADVISORY COMMITTEE EXPENSES A~~~Rt%~!,:~,. /#'~~:«'~~Tlc-,r<... 0.;;~:~<' 
6201 

6211 
6212 

6275 

6300 
6301 

6311 

6312 

6313 

\~~y Sal~tv.,~nd burden CO __ f3!~J2EY"{ML~!~~~tt.~r,£!iJ1g_aJrfIJ;lreparing for Advisol)' Committee meetings. 
-~.;.j;',~, ,"""".-"'>""- .< ... ,;' .. "._-.",\",~-',," ""T.,'-

Comp~~r~tion for,A.G]-pool members is pard-tli'ro\J"g_h';accounts 8470. 

WM Staff Salaries 

Compensation ~ AG Pool Members 

Meeting Expense 
>0;" '~,'\. ~ •. :~-",," 

AdvisorY'{C-ammittee"meetings are normally scheduled to cover the lunch hour so that members are absent from their normal jobs the least amount of time possible. To 
accommod"ai~~;tH~/ members, a luncheon and/or refreshments are served. Those related costs are reflected in this account. 

Legal Services ~ Advisory,Comrilitlee::' 7,"-:...- " Brownstein le~~t~~ices directly allocated to the preparation and attendance at the Advisory Committee meetings. 

WATERMASTER B?ARD,~~eENSES - "- "«('~(~~~~;.,., '''~;~(i~" , __ {:~(~\. 
WM Staff Salaries Q~'''''::'j' "~:,Salary and burden costs':oJ"WM,st?ff In preparing for and attending Watermaster Board Meetings. 

,<~:'i',!'.F .<~,.,):-::1, >":r:.7',"''''''~~~~'''' 
Board Member Q~'npensation BO~(9N'Vlembers are entitl.e§1R,i}:but may waive, compensation for each day of service. Those who have not waived, receive $125 per day served at various meetIngs 

~.;;%~,.;.:;Y inclu~i~9. Board meetings;'q,bmmittee meetings and other water agency meetings, including conference calls. 

Meeting E~.~~~~~;,~)" Board~~~~ Committee rir~~tings may be scheduled to cover the lunch hour so that attendees are absent from their normal jobs the least amount of time possible. If this 
'{;~'~';:1'" occurs,'\a-;l~Incheon and/or refreshments are served. Those related costs are reflected in this account. 

--,. \*i':;:~''''. l;;·.Ji:[ -
Board Member's Expei1s:~s., Board ~el:fyibers are entitled to receIve reimbursement for expenses incurred on behalf of Watermaster business. Upon request, mileage is reimbursed to any Board 

'\:;,.[,~t'\ MembeiYqsing a personal vehicle for Watermaster business. 

'\'~~~~t~lii;j>, ",:1;.$t1t
fi1 
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Budget Account 
Account Description 
Number 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
ACCOUNT NUMBER JUSTIFICATION 

BUDGET FY 2012-2013 

Comments and Information 

6375 Legal Services ~ Board Meeting Brownstein legal services directly allocated to the preparation and attendance at the Board ;;;;~ii;j~~;:--------- "~~ 

6500 EDUCATfON FUND EXPENDITURES This account disburses funds from the educational account as directed. '<;:" 

8300 APPROPRIATIVE POOL ADMINISTRATION AND SPECIAL PROJECTS ,_ ~{;~ii.",i'~ •. 
8301 WM Staff Salaries Salary and burden costs of WM staff in attending and preparing for Pool Meetingst~~({~n;<i;flj~(~ppropriative Pool administrative "O'.""Y,CO, /.-, C' 

. ..~-'-i" .:./ " ~~,J 
8312 Meeting Expenses This item covers meeting expenses, including the cost of refreshments. ~1;;G<:,~?·' ~-

8367 Legal Services ThIs Item covers the legal services for the Appropriative Poot legal counse1.~~rf,:;f 
8375 Legal Services- Appropriative Pool Meeting Brownstein legal services directly allocated to the preparation and atteDd~Q~'8 at the Appropriative Pool meetings. 

8400 AGRICULTURAL POOL ADMINISTRATION AND SPECIAL PROJECTS ,.:/;/#.7 ~f2::-\ 
8401 WM Staff Salaries Salary and burden costs of WM staff in attending and preparingjcit~·tid1il;Meetings, along vJibij_by other Agricultural Pool administrative activity. 

Compensation ~ AG Pool Members Ag Pool Members are reimbursed $125 for each Pool, committ~ci";~r B~~~~~M~eting attenc!gdi~$2~fthe $125 is coded to this category with the additional $100 coded to 
account #8470. ""'~~~\\ A~W~7 -'to 

8411 

Meeting Expenses 8412 
8456 IEUA Readiness To Serve 

This account covers meeting expenses, including the cost of refreshments. <"\~ii.7:;.:'/ 
Inland Empire Utilities Agency implemented a 'Readiness To Serve' charge agains(~atermaster for future provision of service to the land in the AgriCUltural preserve. 

'';;,:;:i_£('~, __ ,-:" 
8467 Agricultural Pool Legal Services The Agricultural Pool retains its own legal council to represent them in all Watermaster'matters. ~;:':~ 

"'-i.'~:'-:~' t_:o'?;·::::-}' 
The Agricultural Pool has contracted with §......water management consultant to assist them In;fol(pwing Wat¢rrn'aster activities important to the Agricultural Pool. 

'''::''-'''''''' '''-o}f;';~_''' .~h'~----
8467.1 Frank B & Associates 

8467.2 

8470 
.8(171 
.... 75 

Ss5 

Legal ~ Plumes/Other Issues 

Ag Pool Meeting Special Compensation 
Ag Pool Special Projects 

Legal Services - Agricultural Pool Meeting 

This budget category covers the legal oci~ts1e:s'scr9.l~ted with the Plumes and other legal issues~~'f~f~~~~--£{i'0~,F 

See account #8411 for details of ~!.si6~lik:i~<~:~tsr~:·~S:~~':-;;;~'''-' .-<?!~:t~~¥/ 
This item covers any special prpji;l9ts::'thaf\ttte\.AgrlcuJtural·PQpl~:a·RRroves funds to be expende~~toWards. 

BrOWnstein legal services dire5tl~;~llocated~o;).~e preparation""~CI~~ft;q-:qan~~e at the Agricutu~"" Pool meetings. 
"-(;'/i .;::::~,,\;:~r-:'"':~~;!i- -_:i:~,:_ '.::<'~ 

Ag Pool - Misc. Expense ~ Ag Fund The Ag Pool approved an annual amount of $40.0 for mlscellaneoUsjexpense$:by/iA,g'p9.oJ members to be deducted from the Ag Pool Fund. 
\''-':.:;, ,.·:,t:~·:\,." -"<:",,,_+:} -c::':"',I 

8500 NON~AGRfCULTURAL POOL ADMINfSTRATION AND SPECIAL PROJECTS ~,!;:~;~; ,~,:;-:t.:i/ ;~f.:5Y· 
8501 WM Staff Salaries Salary and burden costs of WM staff in attendin;%~~d p.r.e·p;iAh9 for Pool Mee.tin'ti~Yalong with any other Non~Agrjcultural Pool administrative activity. 

\'~"~"c: ,-:...-",~}-" 'i<~ 
This item cover§_m~?Jing expenses, including the -Co.sf,pfrefreshments. "'-' 

J;S";'-_<:,"':;'_~ '-,."" ,,~~~"'~ 
The Non~A'j;rdcu.ltutafPQd"retains its own legal counbil::to represent them in aU Watermaster matters. 

<":'f".~>-':-;';'- - ~:"~:;::" \:,:~t'" 
8575 Legal Services ~ Non~Agricultural Pool Bro~Qf,~.9-Jh'legal services\~ectly aUocated to the prep~~~~ion an~;::;~~tendance at the Non~Agrjcutural Pool meetings. 

9500 ALLOCATED G&A EXPENDITURES A9mlristrative overhead t~at~\s allocated to OBMP and';~r-pjec~ __ jQ,~l>}as a percentage of total Watermaster salaries. 

8512 

8567 

Meeting Expense 

Non-Ag Legal Service 

6900 OPTIMUM BASIN MANAGEMENT PROGRAM <"f(~~~~J-·': 1/11 :~~0~';Y..'" . 
OPTIMUM BASIN MANAGEMENT'PROGRAM~~;':';'l:lji§ work includes gen~r~[[engineering services reque~~E¥q;by Watermaster to support implementation of the OBMP. The current budget request Includes general, non~ 
GENERAL ENGINEERING ~. pr~~~!.,specific as we~!(~~:~@],g}?i;(~g~$.~\~.j~J;~ervi9_~~an·d data requests promoting the ongoing efforts to implement the OBMP. Items include all aspects of preparing 

6900 

repoq~~):!"~_ required ,1:l~fi1Je~OBll7lp~irlcri:idingiJh!:{S~al~J)f the Basin Report and the conditions subsequent pursuant to Judge Gunn's December 21, 2007 court order 

6901 

6903 

6906 

6906.1 

6907.3 

6907.30 

approving~Reace,U~.j=;:..' "~~',~~,' 
'-,,_:1; "~~\. _,:i:,_, (J;el ' 

DBMP ~ WM Staff Salary anctbwoeb'costs of WM staff in performance of OBMP actiVities and projects. 

OBMP ~ SAWPA Group .--:;:,,:"":=-'l,::-O:'>,_. Basin Moni~~'~~J~P'Jan TaskForce with SAWPA 

OBMP M Engineering 4E;<Z,:~~~;~,~s:,;'t::2.S~~;~~t~osts associat~d'~1~:~:~,e OBMP pJ;?ject by Wildermuth Environmental. Inc. 

DBMP ~ Watermast~.f:~iriel Update ~'::;'~Re.R~ associated Witll":,y&~:~~_in~:~9:~:PBMP model by Wildermuth EnvIronmental, Inc. 

WM Legal COU~--,~_~:~;t;;";' VI.l~!~g~aster legal counS~~~~i;!r(ses for the three Pools, the Advisory Committee and the Board meetings, projects, activities. etc. 

Peace II M C~~~;8"._ wate~.~~ter legal exp~g~;~;TeIated to the Peace JI - CEQA. 

6907.31 S. ArChiba!~-;f,lu~:7;;{ormerly OIA Wateri1J:~~~er legal expanses related to the S. Archibald Plume, formerly known as the Ontario Airport Plume. 

6907.32 Chino Airport Plum~;.~.'~:!:, Waterm?.l>.ter legal expenses related to the Chino Airport Plume. 

6907.33 

6907.34 

"';"~-";"_ r"~'.) 
Desalter/Hydraulic cci·rit~p11.,1ssues Waterm~t~r legal expenses related to the Desalter/Hydraulic Control Issues and Court proceedings. 

, .. __ .,<''\. ,;',,'. 

Santa Ana RiVer Water Ri9'lj~~." Watsrl"l!aster legal expenses related to the Santa Ana River Water Rights. 

';i~'i~%:;~~~,:,,_,,:~~;,W$,J/ 
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Budget 
Account 
Number 

6907.35 

6907.36 

6907.37 
6907.38 
6907,39 

6907.4 

6907.41 

6907.9 

6909 

Account 
Description 

Paragraph 31 Motion 

Santa Ana River Habitat 

Storage and Recovery 

Regional Water Quality Control Board 

Recharge Master Plan 

Storage Agreements 

Prado Basin Habitat Sustainability 

WM Legal Counsel - Contingency 

OBMP ~ Other Expenses 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
ACCOUNT NUMBER JUSTIFICATION 

BUDGET FY 2012-2013 

Comments and Information 

Watermaster legal expenses related to the Paragraph 31 Motion and Appeal. 

Watermaster legal expenses related to the Santa Ana River Habitat. ,..{h 

Watermaster legal expenses related to Storage & Recovery issues, Ai~l1~i~, 
, ~';\~;'<:>" '-'~::~,'",:~;" 

Watermaster legal expenses related to the Regional Water Quality Control Board/;:~kv ",\~_:/~", 
Watermaster legal expenses related to the Recharge Master Plan. ,,<r~~Y '·c:::-v 
Watermaster legal expenses related to Storage Agreements and related is,s'Q~;~'~;"· 
Watermaster legal expenses related to the Prado Basin Habitat sustajn"fl'Jlt9':~nd other related issues. 

.~~~,;~;i>' ,~'i.",. 
Watermaster legal expense contingency. Can only be allocated tQ,th~~¢Llrrent fiscal yeaf1b.\ld_get by submitting a budget transfer request through the three Pools, the 

Advisory Committee and the Board for approval. ($;:~~l;,·~,~~t'\, '-:'~~fi~0" 
Expense category to capture other expenses related to the OBMP projecf\nf~;:,~gionaJlj@fEffii:t~,3rd additional costs related to the water softener exchange program 
through IEUA). . ·".t!ji';~h_-/}J;;'7' ~ 

6950 COOPERATIVE EFFORTS On an ad hoc basis, Watermaster and other agencies agree to share the costs Cif~vario1is projects that will benefit both parties. 

9501 ALLOCATED G&A EXPENDITURES Administrative overhead that is allocated to OBMP and Project jobs as a percenta~~~~1toti31 Watermaster salaries. 

7000 OPTIMUM BASIN MANAGEMENT PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION PROJECTS ''';~~B~~:t~:\ .,,~?~~~>7 
7101.1 PRODUCTION MONITORING Watermaster staff collects and processe§tPtod,\Jction information for the approximately 580 weJlshvithin~th~'Basin, induding approximately 200 Appropriator wells, 16 Non~ 
7101.2 Ag wells, and approximately 370.privi:J:te~-'e1J~g-:¥V~t,~rrnaster staff read the meters for the privale~WftJls·~\Zhile the Appropriators and Non-Ag parties report their meter 
7101.3 readings to Watermastef. The da!~,;!,~jfl~~~ed'intbi~~iB9hl~ion database that is updated quartr.~JY,f;,aJid is used at the end of the fiscal year to provide essential data for 

~01.4 
~02.1 

"'02.5 
7102.7 
7102.8 

7103.1 
7103.3 
7103.5 

7103.4 

7103.6 
7103.7 

7104.1 
7104.3 

7104.6 

Production Monitoring ~ Computer Services 

IN·LlNE METER INSTALLATION 

GROUNDWATER QUALITY MONITORING 

the Assessment Package. :<;~'~;;'j~.' la~, ~";"':;'~;';;;":~)'~~"":: (;;;,¥_;/ 
Computer services are for the~Hb'scriPtion\tpgparce! lot informatidD]~l!!-.~~!50 with account 71"03 - Groundwater Quality Monitoring). 

Approximately 270 in-line flow meters are nowJh:stalied on the Pf~.YJ9U~Iy;:oitn~s~,r.~.d pJ;.iXEJ-te weJls. Approximately half of all Ag and Non-Ag meters must be calibrated 
each year and other maintenance and repairs'<{?r~; required. E~p_tiJcalibration ·-rs'-e~p~Gtep'to cost $200. Approximately 50 broken meters are expected to be replaced this 

fiscal year, as these wells are expected to rema\~~~ a:;ifr~~~j;C;ther 12 mon~~J§;!;/ 

Pursuant to the 5~~MP & Peace Agreement, Progi~~:f!~Jement 1 includes the\:ievelopment and implementation of a comprehensive groundwater quality monitoring 
program .• _B.::eX~g!9~1Y:;}W<3<termaster annually collect~g~~ater quality data from approximately 200 private wells and obtained other water quality data from other cooperators 
so that.,'?RrA6Xirifately'-ciQ@~t~ird of the active wells wet~_:_s,ampled every third year. Other cooperators include members of the appropriative and overlying non~agficultural 
pooLs/~he')-Regional Wateri,zgWality Control Board, the Q~i?9rtment,,qfToxic Substances Control, the United States Geological Survey, the Orange County Water District 
a-!1,~~<e.t~'ers. The key well ~..g~itoring program has now 'q~~~ ~ry;!gl~~ented .. Approxif!1~te!y 125 w~lIs are included w~thin th~ water q~ality key well p.r0gram, w!th . 

",Japproxlmately 60 wells bel[)_gt:sampJed and analyzed each"<'year;;: __ ;-Thls monltormg activity IS a reqUirement for the Chmo Basin to receIVe TDS and Nitrogen objectives 
<,(~b~'sed on maximum benefipi~J use. The ad hoc Water Clu:a:lilY"'committee oversees the surface water and groundwater quality programs to ensure that necessary data are 

,{Xf{~;:<~Rl!,~fted to effectively ~~b~~~~~~~~~~~. ,~_ i;,2~:~;' 
Groundwater Quality Monitoring ~ Contracf' Coqtr.act services for,tliis"-cate..9Q!Y~ibclua~UIT)pj[1g;,of;);nonitorjng wells, the installation of aCcess spigots on wells as necessary, and highway signs. 
Services '\~~J:~,. /",~ri~f/p'>"< - ~---'<,c,"";'~~~~~j~~i~'~/ 
Groundwater Quality Monitoring - Supplies Requjred{~:~Pc~!j:~_~_~9nhis line item include sampling equipment such as piping and valving, and well as the rental of equipment for monitoring well testing. 
Groundwater Quality Monitoring ~ Computer Computer sEt/fj9~s are for the subscription for parcel lot information (split 50150 with account 7101 ~ Production Monitoring). 

Services ",.:r;='(~Y,>:'t+f?J-~;') '\~~~~\, 
GROUNDWATER LEV~~,~,9r\iITb-RiNG;':"":::i;~::i~::~ursuant to the 6B~,r~~~d ~e~c~k.greement, Program E!~ment 1 includes the development and implementation of a comprehensive groundwater-level monitoring 
PROJECT .-,-,~:;,:).,;"' "'-"0;Rr-;9wam. The key well:'P:'.q.nlto_l}f;lg~program has now been Implemented. For the key we!! program, about 75 wells are measured monthly, about 70 wells are measured by 

.. ::.;~.t-0'· "tr~tWQucers, about 210'·~~~'dite)measured by municipal well owners (which are col!ected by Watermaster staff), and about 100 wells are measured by cooperators. 
'-" _. Coo,~~'~tors include merr:t~er§rofthe appropriative and overlying non-ag pools, RWQCB, DTSC, USGS, OCWD, and others. All data is checked for reasonableness with 

rega'f~*~>historical data-,cat,.t,h~e well, converted from depth-to~water to groundwater-level elevation, and compiled into a centralized database. The majority of this effort is 
conce'fl'tr,~ted in the soM:ie'rn half of the basin to support Desalter/HCMP monitoring programs. This data is analyzed in time series charts and maps annually to support 
the anri'~al\HCMP report and the semi-annual State ofthe Basin Report. 

,,:,".:1 

Requireci;;SUpplies for this category include sounder replacement lines, rubber gloves, distilled water, and fittings for installing transducers. 
)tt:i 

Groundwater Level"'M'bilrto.ring ~ Supplies 
"-,tr,:;\ ... 

"'.\;~~\" ;~: :-:j 

,"'0,';-' 
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Budget 
Account 
Number 

7104.7 

7104.4 
7104.8 

7104.9 

7105.1 
7105.4 

7105.6 

7107.1 
7107.2 
7107.3 
7107.5 
7107.6 

7107.8 

7107.9 

7108.1 
'"/:l08.2 
7108.3 
r<j08.4 
7108.6 

7108.7 

7108.9 

7109.3 
7109.4 

7201 
7202 
7202.1 
7202.2 
7202.3 
7203 
7204 
7205 

7206 

7207 

7209 

7301 
7303 
7304 
7305 
7306 

Account 
Description 

Groundwater Level Monitoring - Capital 
Equipment 
Groundwater Level Monitoring - Contract 
Services 

Groundwater Level Monitoring ~ Capital 
Equipment 

BASIN WATER QUALITY MONITORING 

Basin Water Quality Monitoring - Supplies 

GROUND LEVEL MONITORING 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
ACCOUNT NUMBER JUSTIFICATION 

BUDGET FY 2012-2013 

Comments and Information 

Capital equipment for this category include transducers and transducer download cables purchased:;pyZYV.atermaste-r staff. '''~t~~~'';,~ 
,,;:: ~"~~~~l~~ ":~,t;:,~:\ 

Contract services for this category include the construction of aluminum covers for tran~~q&e~l> (not otheN/i~~enclosed in struct~'t~~)~atld ground-h:;l.ll.!?l surveys of well 
reference points. ,i~~?;?'··;·:~~~ib,~,. '- '·';;~i~l~:i'>" ,,-!/i~':Fo! 
Capital equipment purchased by the Wildermuth Environmental, Inc. staff. _.~_'c~~ _'f.:f "'1~>~~:':; '<~;;:'~:':'_1~\5~~:;:-

<:,,<,:- ," - ",:-~~;;,t-;::;:;;~ 

<'_,)fJi' ,r:l.i:~{f'" 
Pursuant to the OBMP & Peace Agreement, Program Element 1 also incl\id~s'fhe surface water quality monitoring program. Work in,tffi~)ffne item previously included 
measuring water quality at recharge and flood retention basins within $~~,~fjnino Basin. T~l~ was typically done during the rainy SeaS8??only; approximately 3-4 samplings 
per basin per year. Enough data has now been collected and cataJ9~lt~~ for this activity ~n~,only minor amounts of money are now budgeted for use on an as-needed 

basis. ,dr~'f¢;~~~~~, ':~~;;~;~\" 
Required supplies for this line item include rubber gloves, sample bags, to·ciJ.~r~Qd field !~_~l;qbipi(!~9t. 

Pursuant to the OBMP and Peace Agreement, Program Element 1 also inclua~~~:~~~A~V~!6pment ~nd implementation of a ground-level monitoring and testing program. 
Watermaster is interested in determining how much, if any, subsidence has occ~rt~~_:;if:rthe Basin and in monitoring the effectiveness of the OBMP in minimizing it Data 
is collected from a network of ground elevation stations (surveys), from a multi-piezoiji~t€;l.r and from a dual borehole extensometer in the subsidence-prone area (mainly 
Management Zone 1). Satellite imagery (InSAR) wl][ also be collected and analyzed foi{iA_Rsidence. Waterrn~ster is implementing these efforts as part of the MZ1 
Subsidence Management Plan. " , ,.~;t.2:~~ _ t/;:~J;..i~2.1 

Ground Level Monitoring - Capital Equipment Capital equipment purchased by the W!I~,i;}frp:qJ:h"Environmental, Inc. staff. ~,(t~~~\,. ' __ ,,::~~~r/ 
Ground Level Monitoring ~ Supplies Miscellaneous supplies for this line ;jl~~~a~~~t~:f~iJ~~~:5;_""", ,.:~~~~p __ :r 
HYDRAULIC CONTROL MONITORING As part of the Basin Plan, a mo~l~~rlllg pla.n~1p evaluatel'.tJj~j;t!~te,.of hydraultc control in the so,~thEj:rfi end of the basin has been developed. Hydraulic control will be used 
PROGRAM to maximize the safe yield of t~~{:!tas1n. W~f~.\master, OCWD\lQ.Q~!~:e~~egiOnal Board have developed a monitoring plan to assess the state of hydraUlic control to provide 

information to Watermaster to 'manage futuf!3~production and recl-ii;:O".9~·r{&~_pJ.ples are collected from stations along the SAR every-other-week for water quality analyses. 
Stream flow measurements are also cOllecte'cffr'qm stations aJol1g~tbtsAR'%F:Oel1:-,nea.rfffv,er wells are monitored monthly and 21 HCMP SAR wells are monitored annually. 

~--~". , .. ~---' ',<".: ',--' ",-, •.. -. \," 
Water discharge and quality data area COl!ectea\f(,~m all POJ::\N~:and other noh~tr.[RJlro/Y' dischargers between the Riverside Narrows and below Prado dam. This 
monitoring activity is a requirement for the Chirrq-:~'Elasin to-!~e~,~lve TDS and Nitrp9:en;"objectives based on maximum beneficial use. 

Wildermuth Environmental and other outside encitW~riif&~6"g~~s for the prado~~{Thi~c Habitat project, split three ways between Watermaster, lEUA and OCWD. PRADO BASIN HABITAT 
_.'~_ \;~);~~~r.-:/ .~ 

A 2012 ae.(jaJJ~i!;iRtpg~'pI),ofthe Chino Basin will alsp_;'t)·e purchased. 
~:"S-'>;!l;>--'''"-': -.:",~~,~2'" ~l5t 

RECHARGE AND WELL MONITORING Engine'~dngCservices to'---r~Vjew quarterly and annual repdrts for Chino Basin Recycled Water Groundwater Recharge Program. 

PROGRAM -.,'f~J~~>" \5t~\ \{~\ /r{;;~t\ 
OBMP PROGRAM ELEMENT 2 -- /*I~[S"budget category inclu,W? the start of the Recharge ~:?1;~~~'r,,;Plan implementation, GRCG participation and recharge basin O&M (a shared cost with lEVA). 
COMPREHENSIVE RECHARGE PROGRAM /_:i_.;:~;;- P',~:J .~~::;?--/ 

."~,oo"'JP"'tf!!fl5'~1f;r;;J!;l" 
OBMP Program Eleme~,--~_fi:;1tajrnJ?tQg,t~_t~~0;~,}".Basin O&M Charg'~,~!~~~ct from lEUA 
OBMP Program Elem~1f.tr7~~ Recharge - Otne'f%:F::;~n Sevaine channel;r.~e<i1ir - cO~KiS1)aring agreement with San Bernardino County Flood Control District and Inland Empire Utilities Agency completed in FY 2011/2012. 

.,;"'.:f_'S~,_'--~ ";:,'_i~~:'~" "'i;~:.~~·), "'.' ,,:.~;r-
Recharge Proof o.f,Cqncept 'R.~i;h~rge Proof Of Con'6e'p,h,,,;:~;,~:;,~" 

,: ~'_:3_~~ ".i'_::.,~~ -'., '"~:''':J-Y 
OBMP PROG~M;ELEMENTS 3 & 5,... WATER The\~~.enses in this buq9~t]ln'e item includes engineering services for the technical review of non-Watermaster consultant work products for consistency with OBMP, 
SUPPLY PL,~;~Y~~Q§SALTER Basinf?~§n and other ~Wr'master interests. Work in this category also includes the design support for the proposed Chino Creek Desalter well field. 

;"("~l:~~", '~i\" 

HYDRAULIC CONTROL MONITORING 
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Budget Account 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
ACCOUNT NUMBER JUSTIFICATION 

BUDGET FY 2012·2013 
Account Description 
Number Comments and Information 

7401 
7402 
7403 
7404 
7405 
7501 
7502 
7503 
7505 

7503 

7601 
7602 
7604 

7701 
7703 

7690 

DBMP PROGRAM ELEMENT 4 -
MANAGEMENT ZONE MANAGEMENT 
STRATEGIES 

OBMP PROGRAM ELEMENTS 6 & 7 -
COOPERATIVE EFFORTS AND SALT 
MANAGEMENT 

OBMP PROGRAM ELEMENTS 8 & 9 -
STORAGE MANAGEMENT AND 
CONJUNCTIVE USE PROGRAMS 

INACTIVE WELL PROTECTION PROGRAM 

Pursuant to the OBMP and Peace Aareement. Watermaster 
Subsidence Management Plan in 2007. Watermaster began 
adapting the plan as new data and understanding dictates. Data coIlected and 

Pursuant to the OBMP and Peace Agreement, Watermaster will complete sp~f:.rfi(f~ctivities to 
OBMP to accomplish its goals. The work in this line item includes coordinat!J:ig::'the Water QUE 

groundwater plumes - including VOC plumes potentially emanating frot1},-tIi~fS'outh Archibald F 
plume, which has now reached the Santa Ana River, the Basin u~~:.~.:f;;::.r.'r~~", J::~~ .... ", ... ,,~ ... ,,~. 
TMDL process for Santa Ana River. Chino and Mill Creeks. 

This budget categol)' includes laboratory costs for split"sample S:(~o't~::Archiba)d Plume. 
/~. "·:>i::;'i:i:;,.. 

new groundwater storage programs. 

MZ1 

several 

Pursuant to the OBMP and Peace Agreement, Watermaster is responsible for inacti\i'~!:W)ll? that have not be.e.[1 properly abandoned. Watermaster equips inactive wells 
with devices that meet the requirement of weI! abandonment to protect the integrity of thelt'9t£,~.mdwater. ~~§~~)deVices also allow for access to the well for monitoring 
purposes, if necessal)'. This fiscal year, aperoximately two or three inactive wells will need';toJJe equippeq;with such devices. 

""?;~~:;:,:"", ""':-:'-'- '- '.",", 
RECHARGE IMPROVEMENT DEBT PAYMENT Repayment.of debt as agreed to in c01~y;~~qt~!):l1!~l~d Empire Utilities Agency for improveme basins within the Chino Basin. This expense is to be paid by 

the Appropriators. ~;;:.~&~{>¢~:t\ ~-::'@::~~"':"~,C:"> > . .".>" 

9502 ALLOCATED G&A EXPENDfTURES Administrative overhead that is}l1ti:[9ated W:qBMP and PfoJe:etl~b::;.~?ls a percentage oftota! w~termaster salaries. 

~ ~S~r \~~ ';'''::;~ls?t\~. 
Sk/PPLEMENTAL & REPLENISHMENT WATER INCOME AND EXPENSES ~4~~~ .. l.tf~t$J."",--::~~,t~~,:~,~,,,,.<~t-;V 

Water rights were assigned in the Judgment efut?~ed in 197El{¥(established tne'l'dr'ms""and conditions regarding replenishment water and how the assessments would be 
levied t? cover the wa~er for each pool. No am~~'&.~. are_-;9B~.9~(ed in this categ.9.9t~sWatermaster is ~nable to determine what the overproduction will be at year, if any. 
Replenishment water IS a "pass-thru" expense me...,aD.lng:~~lkamounts overprod\JcEjff by an agency are bl[led to them at the rate Watermaster pays for the cost of the water, 

4210 

4211 

4212 

4213 
4216 

4220 
4613 

4614 

5010 
5011 
5011.6 

5017 

App Pool Replenishment Assessments 

15% Gross Assessments 

85% Gross Assessments 

100% Net Assessments 

CURO Adjustment 

Non"Ag Pool Replenishment 

Stored Water Sales 

MWD Direct Water Sales 

plus fees. ,,'" ',' \;',~~~)~Y' \ ' . 
Certain A,p.er~pi~@~f1~~ the Judgment have 15~~A\the cost of replenishment water required by their group and 85% of the cost is paid by the appropriator 
over~d'~~~9jn~rw~ter in"'t~.fl~{ior year. Other Appro.pri~3~s have ~.~~ obligation to pay 100% of the costs of replacing any overproduced water. 

C~$~~':,levled agamst the 15.~q.1.85% group for replaCing wEir.sf. .. ~: ~:::~\ ~ 
,~:"~g~~t~'levied against the 1.~:~185% group for replacing ~~i~{{g;>'/ 

.... y,,.;.,;§,9..Qsts levied against thos.§lj:Jbject to 1 00% assessment~j:.!o[;ireplacing water. 
,,,:";;!'.;:-,,..,,:,-.:'.',;-. "2_~jf f-""",~ 

;:r2:V 'CoUiTl,l;,!latlve Unmet ReRI~Jst:!l:Pt~qt-.GRli.ggl!ion (GURQ}., ,~"~.~ 
',..;:'"' ';:0'r", /·</~"!:'-';;·;'""~.":'c;·;";!';"·r""",~",. p' ':"1 

Non:Ag'imembers (prfm~~"rlIY'lncf[istiial~pfdat1_q~.r.~)i:areyequired to replace any water produced which exceeds their assigned water rights. 
"';"--;<~'''' . .',," .;<cy • ",-<' ,",,';."0' 

Sale of's~8t~9, f\j.9.h~6\g water to the Appropriators:~' 

Purchase 'bt:~~~t~ydirectIY from MWD. 

.... ,~'f,.>~.:',:.:.~.- ~ 2.""'- Costs of Repleht~h~ent or Supplementa! Water. 

qJ~rJ·'.-":'':'7--'-·;~J:!ti~~~~·.:\~~osts of RePleni~;~·~.i~.h,~r SUPP.:7t;n,:~ental Water. 

line covers;!hEhcOJ~tsCof;'purchasing replenishment water from MWD. 
',>' ,. , "~;;;:''''~:>''.'''''''.~.';/ 
lri!a:rfaj>~mpire Utilities Agenqie§;'charges a fee for water delivered. 

'."~'-" (~~)':},' 
IEUA Surcharg~,§,\i~}., 
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CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 

Tef: 909.484.3888 Fax: 909.484.3890 www.cbwm.org 

STAFF REPORT 

DATE: May 17, 2012 

TO: Committee Members 

SUBJECT: Recharge Master Plan Update 

SUMMARY 

Issue - Consider Approval of Final Draft of Sections 1-4 of the 2012 Recharge Master Plan Update 
and Status Report to the Court 

Recommendation - Approve Recommendation to the Advisory Committee and Watermaster 
Board that They: 1. Approve the Final Draft of Sections 1-4 of the 2012 Chino Basin Recharge 
Master Plan Update; 2. Authorize Filing the Recharge Master Plan Status Report With the Court; 3. 
Direct Staff to Continue Working the Stakeholders and Recharge Master Plan Update Steering 
Committee on Completing the Remaining Sections of the Update; 

Financial Impact - None at This Time. Update Preparation Costs are Included in the Current and 
Proposed Budgets. 

Backg round 

In its October 2010 Court order, the Court accepted the 2010 RMPU as satisfying Condition Subsequent 
Number 8 to The Peace II Agreement and ordered that certain recommendations of the 2010 RMPU be 
implemented . Specifically, the Court ordered: 

(3) Watermaster is hereby ordered to convene the committee described in item 3 of section 7.1 of the 
updated RMP to develop the monitoring, reporting, and accounting practices that will be required to 
estimate local project stormwater recharge and new yield . 

(4) Watermaster is hereby ordered to conduct further analyses as described in section 7.2 of the 
updated RMP of the Phase I through II I projects to refine the projects, to develop a financing plan, 
and to develop an implementation plan. 

(5) By December 17, 2011, six months following completion of the parties UWMPs, Watermaster will 
report to the Court on any changes to the 2010 RMP necessitated by information received through 
the UWMPs. In this report Watermaster will also report on progress made under items (3) and (4) 
above, and will report on the status of IEUA's approval of the RMP. 
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Item 3 of Section 7.1 of the 2010 RMPU reads as follows: 

3. In implementing the above, Watermaster should form a committee-consisting of itself, the land 
use control entities, the County Flood Control Districts, the CBWCD, the IEUA, and others-to 
develop the monitoring, reporting, and accounting practices that will be required to estimate local 
project stormwater recharge and new yield. This committee should be formed immediately, and the 
monitoring, reporting! and accounting practices should be developed as soon as possible. 

The operable section of Section 7.2 of the 2010 RMPU reads as follows: 

Watermaster should conduct further analyses of the Phase I through III projects to refine the projects, 
to develop a financing plan, and to develop an implementation plan. This planning work should begin 
as soon as practical and could be accomplished within three years. The schedule to implement the 
Phase I through III projects would be developed during the proposed planning work, and the 
construction of these projects could be completed within five years of completing the proposed 
planning work. 

Interpreted literally, the Court currently expects that the Planning for the Phase I through III projects to be 
done by October 2013 and that construction be completed by October 2018. This does not mean that all 
the projects contained within the 2010 RMPU will be constructed by October 2018. Watermaster needs 
to determine which of the recharge projects identified in the 2010 RMPU, and perhaps other recharge 
projects, need to be implemented based on current projected needs and have the planning for these 
projects done at an appropriate level that they may be constructed by October 2018. 

In November 2011, Watermaster reported its progress pursuant to the October 2010 Court Order; after 
which, in December 2011, the Court issued an order directing Watermaster to continue with its 
implementation of the 2010 RMPU per its October 201 0 order but with a revised schedule. 

On December 15, 2011, the Watermaster Board: 

"Moved to approve that within the next year there will be the completion of Recharge Master Plan 
Update, there will be the development of an Implementation Plan to address balance issues within 
the Chino Basin subzones, and the development of a Funding Plan, as presented." 

Watermaster staff convened a Recharge Master Plan Update Steering Committee (Steering Committee) 
last fall. The Steering Committee was reformed in January 2012 to include all stakeholders and has met 
twice per month since February. The Steering Committee developed and approved a scope of work and 
report outline and commenced with the execution of the work. The scope of work is responsive to the 
October 2010 and December 2011 Court Orders and the December 2011 Board direction. The Steering 
Committee's report will include nine sections with technical appendices. 

The Steering Committee's report is organized around a set of questions that were developed to respond 
to the Court, the Watermaster Board, and the Parties. The table below lists these questions, the order in 
which they are answered, and the sections in which the answers are provided. 

Section Questions Addressed 
Section 1 Introduction 

Section 2 Changed Conditions 

1. What were the requirements of the 2010 Recharge 
Master Plan Update? 

2. What implementation actions did the Court order? 
3. What implementation actions did the Watermaster 

Board direct? 
4. What are the regulatory and institutional issues that 

have occurred since the 2010 RMPU was prepared? 
5. How have groundwater levels changed since the 

OBMP was approved in 2000? 
6. How have groundwater and replenishment 

projections changed since the 2010 RMPU was 
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Section Questions Addressed 

-

prepared? 
7. How much water has been stored by the Parties and 

what is the potential for additional storage in the 
future? 

8. What are the replenishment sources available to the 
Watermaster and what are their reliability and cost? 

Section 3 Impacts of Revised 1. How are groundwater levels projected to decline with 
Groundwater Production and the revised projections? 
Replenishment Projections 2. What areas in the basin are facing sustainability 

challenges? 
Section 4 Inventory of Existing 1. What are the existing recharge facilities and what is 
Recharge Facilities and Their their ability to recharge storm and supplemental 
Capabilities waters? 

2. What physically/institutionally limits the ability to 
recharge storm water at existing facilities and what 
improvements could be made to these facilities to 
capture more stormwater? 

3. What physically/institutionally limits the supplemental 
water recharge capacity of the existing recharge 
facilities? 

4. What are the implications of the most recent draft 
recycled water recharge regulations for the Chino 
Basin? 

5. What is the recharge capacity of existing ASR 
facilities in the Chino Basin? 

6. What is the projected in-lieu recharge capacity in the 
Basin and what limits it? 

Section 5 Recharge Resulting 1. Who owns the new yield created by the 
from MS4 Permits implementation of new recharge projects constructed 

to comply with MS4 permits? 
2. What policies and accounting procedures need to be 

developed to account for the new yield created by 
MS4 compliance? 

Section 6 Recharge Options to 1. What areas in the basin are likely to have future 
Improve Yield and Assure sustainability issues that can be addressed by 
Sustainability increasing physical recharge? 

2. What operational changes should be implemented to 
increase the recharge of storm and supplemental 
waters at existing basins to increase yield or to 
assure production sustainability? What are the costs 
and impediments to implementations? 

3. What new recharge facilities should be constructed 
to increase yield or to assure production 
sustainability? What are the costs and impediments 
to implementation? 

4. What changes in production patterns (location and 
magnitude) could be implemented to increase yield 
or to assure production sustainability? What are the 
costs and impediments to implementations? 

Section 7 Evaluation Criteria 1. What criteria should be used to evaluate the 
recharge options identified in Section 6? 

2. What are the criteria for rankinq the options? 
Section 8 Recommended 1 . Applying the criteria and ranking scheme from 
Recharge Master Plan Update Section 7, what operational and facili ties 
Options improvements should be implemented to increase 
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Attached hereto is the Final Draft of the first four sections of this report. These sections fulfil l the 
requirements for the June Status Report filing with the Court. The contents of these draft sections were 
developed and vetted by the Steering Committee and are recommended for approval by the Pools, 
Advisory Committee and Board. 

Appendices A and B to the Final Draft are the Tables and Figures for sections 1-4. The files are very 
large and therefore are not included herein but can be downloaded from the Watermaster's ftp site. 
These appendices have also been fully reviewed by the Steering Committee. 

Also attached hereto is Appendix C, Response to Comments, which are the comments received to the 
earlier Administrative Draft and responses thereto which are included in the final draft as noted. 

Finally, attached hereto is the Recharge Master Plan Status Report which will be filed with the Court. At 
this time, because of the full review process of the Steering Committee, staff does not anticipate any 
objections to this Status Report and requests that the Court's receipt of the Report not require a hearing. 
However, if any party should file an objection, Counsel and staff will present the Report and respond to 
any questions the Court may have. The Status Report has also been reviewed by the Steering 
Committee. 

Actions: 
May 10, 2012 Appropriative Pool - Approved unanimously Draft Sections 1-4 and to remove ambitions 
goal and make it constant with the Board motion from the December 15, 2011 meeting on the pleading 
May 10, 2012 Non-Agricultural Pool - Approved unanimously with the language change from the 
Appropriative Pool, and to direct the Pool representatives to support at the Advisory Committee and 
Watermaster Board meetings subject to changes which they determine to be appropriate 
May 10, 2012 Agricultural Pool- Approved unanimously Draft Sections 1-4 and file the revised pleading 
with the court 
May 17, 2012 Advisory Committee
May 24, 2012 Watermaster Board-
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Section 1 - Introduction 

This report documents the investigation that was conducted pursuant to the direction of the 
Court and the Chino Basin Waterrnaster (Waterrnaster) to revise its 2010 Recharge Master 
Plan Update (RMPU). The 2010 RMPU was prepared consistent with the requirements of the 
Peace II Agreement and the December 2007 Court Order' that approved and directed 
Waterrnaster to implement the Peace II Agreement. The 2010 RMPU was a condition 
subsequent to the December 2007 Court order that mandated completion of the 2010 RMPU 
and submittal to the Court by July 1, 2010. The 2010 RMPU was completed on time and 
submitted to the Court in June 2010. 

1.1 Scope and Content of the 2010 RMPU 

The minimum scope and content of the 2010 RMPU work was contained in the December 
2007 Court Order and included the following. 

1.1.1 Peace Agreement 

Section 5.1 (e) of the Peace Agreement contains Watennaster's commitments regarding the 
recharge of supplemental water in the Chino Basin. The 2010 RMPU focused on 
Watennaster's implementation of Peace Agreement Section 5.1 (e) items (i), (iii), (v), (vii), and 
(viii), which are stated as follows (see Peace Agreement, pages 20 and 21): 

Waterrnaster shall exercise Best Efforts to: 

(i) protect and enhance the safe yield of the Chino Basin through Replenishment 
and Recharge; [ ... J 

(iii) direct Recharge relative to Production in each area and sub-area of the Basin 
to achieve long term balance and to promote the goal of equal access to 
groundwater in all areas and sub-areas of the Chino Basin; [ ... J 

(v) establish and periodically update criteria for the use of water from different 
sources for Replenishment purposes; [ ... J 

(vii) recharge the Chino Basin with water in any area where groundwater levels 
have declined to such an extent that there is an imminent threat of Material 
Physical Injury to any party to the Judgment; 

(viii) maintain long-term hydrologic balance between total Recharge and discharge 
in all areas and sub-areas; [ .. . J. 

The OBMP Implementation Plan (Exhibit B of the Peace Agreement) contains language 
identical to that in Peace Agreement Section 5.1 (e), but it is mostly silent as to the schedule 
for implementing the specific commitments listed above (see OBMP Exhibit B, paragraph 11 
on page 20 and the implementation schedule on pages 22 and 23). Paragraph 9 of page 20 of 
the Implementation Plan includes additional recharge guidelines that Watermaster must 
consider: 

1 The Court orders discussed in this section are available on Watermaster's ftp site. 
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9. When locating and directing physical recharge, Watermaster shall consider the 
following guidelines: 

(i) provide long-tel= hydrologic balance within the areas and sub-areas of the 
basin 

(ti) protect and enhance water quality 
(iii) improve water levels 
(iv) the cost of recharge water 
(v) any other relevant factors 

Section 7 of the Rules and Regulations repeats the commitments of Section 5.1 (e) of the 
Peace Agreement and adds (see Rules and Regulations, page 37, 7.1 [bJ [iv]): 

(b) Watel=aster shall exercise Best Efforts to: [ ... J 
(iv) Make its initial report on the then existing state of Hydrologic Balance by July 1, 2003, 
including any recommendations on Recharge actions which may be necessai)' under the 
OBMP. Thereafter, Watermaster shall make written reports on the long term Balance in the 
Chino Basin every two years; [ ... J. 

1.1.2 Peace II Agreement 

The Peace II Agreement states that Watermaster will update the Recharge Master Plan and 
obtain Court approval of that update to address how the Chino Basin will be managed to 
secure and maintain hydraulic control and operated at a new equilibrium at the conclusion of 
the period of reoperation. This plan must reflect an appropriate schedule for planning, design, 
and physical improvements-as required-to provide reasonable assurance that, following the 
full beneficial use of groundwater ,vithdrawn in accordance with basin reopetation and 
authorized controlled overdraft, sufficient replenishment capability exists to meet the 
reasonable projections of the Desalter replenishment obligations. With the concurrence of the 
IEUA and Watermaster, the Recharge Master Plan is to be updated and amended as 
frequently as necessary with Court approval and no less tllan every five (5) years. 

Peace II Article 8.4 summarizes recharge in Management Zone 1 (MZl)- specifically the 
6,500 acre-ft/yr supplemental recharge to MZ1. Moreover, the Parties make the following 
acknowledgments regarding the 6,500 acre-ft/yr supplemental recharge: 

(a) A fundamental premise of the Physical Solution is that all water users dependent 
upon Chino Basin will be allowed to pump sufficient waters from the Basin to 
meet their requirements. To promote the goal of equal access to groundwater 
witllin all areas and sub-areas of the Chino Basin, Watermaster has committed to 
use its best efforts to direct recharge relative to production in each area and 
subarea of tl,e Basin and to achieve long-term balance between total recharge and 
discharge. The Parties acknowledge that to assist Watermaster in providing for 
recharge, the Peace Agreement sets forth a requirement for Appropriative Pool 
purchase of 6,500 acre-ft/yr of Supplemental Water for recharge in Management 
Zone 1 (MZl). The purchases have been credited as an addition to Appropriative 
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Pool storage accounts. The water recharged under this program has not been 
accounted for as Replenishment water. 

(b) Watermaster was required to evaluate the contiuuance of this requirement in 2005 
by taking into account provisions of the Judgment, Peace Agreement and OBMP, 
among all other relevant factors. It has been determined that other obligations in 
the Judgment and Peace Agreement, including the requirement of hydrologic 
balance and projected replenishment obligations, will provide for sufficient wet 
water recharge to make the separate corumitment of Appropriative Pool purchase 
of 6,500 acre-ft unnecessary. Therefore, because the recharge target as described in 
the Peace Agreement has been achieved, further purchases under the program will 
cease and Watermaster will proceed with operations in accordance with the 
provisions of paragraphs (c), (d) and (e) below. 

(c) The parties acknowledge that, regardless of Replenishment obligations, 
Watermaster will independently determine whether to require wet-water recharge 
witloin MZ 1 to maintain hydrologic balance and to provide equal access to 
groundwater in accordance with the provisions of this Section 8.4 and in a manner 
consistent with the Peace Agreement, OBMP and the Long Term Plan for 
Subsidence." Watermaster will conduct its recharge in a manner to provide 
hydrologic balance within, and will emphasize recharge in MZl. Accordingly, the 
Parties acknowledge and agree that each year Watermaster shall contiuue to be 
guided in the exercise of its discretion concerning recharge by the principles of 
hydrologic balance. (d) Consistent with its overall obligations to manage the Chino 
Basin to ensure hydrologic balance within each management zone, for the duration 
of the Peace Agreement (until June of 2030), Watermaster will ensure that a 
minimum of 6,500 acre-ft of wet water recharge occurs within MZ1 on an annual 
basis. However, to the extent that water is unavailable for recharge or there is no 
replenishment obligation in any year, the obligation to recharge 6,500 acre-ft will 
accrue and be satisfied in subsequent years . 

1. Watermaster will implement this measure in a coordinated manner so as to 
facilitate compliance with other agreements among the parties, including 
but not limited to the Dty-Year Yield Agreements. 

2. In preparation of the Recharge Master Plan, Watermaster will consider 
whether existiug groundwater production facilities owned or controlled by 
producers within MZ1 may be used in connection with an aquifer storage 
and recovety ("ASR") project so as to enhance recharge in specific 
locations and to otherwise meet the objectives of the Recharge Master 
Plan. 

(e) Five years from tl,e effective date of the Peace II Measures, Watermaster will cause an 
evaluation of the minimum recharge quantity for MZl. After consideration of the information 
developed in accordance with the studies conducted pursuant to paragraph 3 below, the 
observed experiences in complying with the Dry Year Yield Agreements as well as any other 
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pertinent info=ation, Watermaster may increase the minimum requirement for MZl to 
quantities greater than 6,500 acre-ft/yr. In no circumstance will the commitment to recharge 
6,500 acre-ft be reduced for the duration of the Peace Agreement. 

1.1.3 Special Referee's December 2007 Report, Sections VI 
(Assurances Regarding Recharge), VII (Declining Safe Yield), 
and VIII (New Equilibrium) 

In the Final Report and Recommendations on Motion for Approval of Peace II Documents, 
the Special Referee stated that "A key element of the proposed Peace II Measures is that 
Watermaster must develop recharge capability throughout the Basin Reoperation period, to 
ensure that sufficient recharge capability exists at the end of the period" (Final Report, page 
25, [Schneider, 2007]). The Special Referee recommended and the Court ultimately ordered 
that several elements be included within the updated Plan (Motion to Approve Watermaster's 
Filing in Satisfaction of Condition Subsequent 5; Watermaster Compliance with Condition 
Subsequent 6, August 21, 2008): 

1. Baseline conditions must be clearly defined and supported by technical analysis. The 
baseline definition should encompass factors such as pumping, demand, recharge 
capacity, total Basin water demand, and availability of replenishment water. 

2. Safe Yield should be estimated annually, dlough it is recognized that it is not to be 
formally recalculated until 2011. Watermaster should develop a technically defensible 
approach to estimating Safe Yield annually. 

3. Measures should be evaluated to lessen or stop the projected Safe Yield decline. All 
practical measures should be evaluated in terms of their potential benefits and 
feasibility. 

4. Evaluations and reporting of the inlpact of Basin Re-Operation on groundwater 
storage and water levels should be done on an annual basis. 

5. Total demand for groundwater should be forecast for 2015, 2020, 2025, and 2030. The 
availability of inlported water for supply and replenishment, and the availability of 
recycled water should be forecast on the same schedule. The schedules should be 
refined in each Recharge Master Plan update. Projections should be supported by 
thorough technical analysis. 

6. T he Recharge Master Plan must include a detailed technical comparison of current and 
projected groundwater recharge capabilities and current and projected demands for 
groundwater. The Recharge Master Plan should provide guidance as to what should be 
done if recharge capacity cannot meet or is projected not to be able to meet 
replenishment needs. This guidance should detail how Watermaster will provide 
sufficient recharge capacity or undertake alternative measures so that Basin operation 
in accordance with the Judgment and the Physical Solution can be resumed at any 
time. 

May 2012 

007-009-055 



Chino Basin Recharge Master Plan Update - Steering Committee Report 1 - Introduction 

These recommendations are a reflection of the requirements described in the Peace II 
Measures. Peace Agreement II section 8.1 and the Amendment to Judgment Exhibit 
"I" section 2(b)(5) require that the updated Recharge Master Plan must: 

• Address how the Basin will be contemporaneously managed to secure and 
maintain Hydraulic Control and subsequently operated at a new equilibrium at the 
conclusion of the period of Re-Operation. 

• Contain recharge estimations and summaries of the projected water supply 
availability as well as the physical means to accomplish the recharge projections. 

• Reflect an appropriate schedule for planning, design, and physical improvements 
as may be required to provide reasonable assurance that sufficient Replenishment 
capacity exists to meet the reasonable projections of Desalter Replenishment 
obligations following the implementation of Basin Re-Operation. 

Peace Agreement II section 8.4(d)(2) further requires that the Recharge Master Plan: 

Consider whether existing groundwater production facilities owned or controlled by 
producers within MZ 1 may be used in connection with an aquifer storage and recovery 
("ASR") project so as to furtller enhance recharge in specific locations and to otherwise 
meet the objectives of the Recharge Master Plan. 

The Outline of the Recharge Master Plan Update report and the scope of work were designed 
to respond to the Special Referee's report, as ordered by the Court on December 21 , 2007. 
The Court subsequently approved the outline, and the stakeholders reviewed and approved 
the scope of work. 

1.2 2010 RMPU Implementation 

In its October 2010 Court order, the Court accepted the 2010 RMPU as satisfying Condition 
Subsequent Number 8 and ordered that certain recommendations of the 2010 RMPU be 
implemented. Specifically, the Court ordered: 

(3) Watermaster is hereby ordered to convene the committee described in item 3 of 
section 7.1 of the updated RMP to develop the monitoring, reporting, and accounting 
practices that will be required to estimate local project stonnwater recharge and new yield. 

(4) Watennaster is hereby ordered to conduct further analyses as described in section 7.2 
of the updated RMP of the Phase I through III projects to refine the projects, to develop 
a financing plan, and to develop an implementation plan. 

(5) By December 17, 2011, six months following completion of the parties UWMPs, 
Watennaster will report to the Court on any changes to the 2010 RMP necessitated by 
information received through the UWMPs. In this report Watennaster will also report on 
progress made under items (3) and (4) above, and will report on the status of IEUA's 
approval of the RMP. 
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Item 3 of Section 7.1 of the 2010 RMPU reads as follows: 

3. In implementing the above, Watermaster should form a committee-consisting of 
itself, the landuse control entities, the County Flood Control Districts, d,e CBWCD, the 
IEUA, and others-to develop the monitoring, reporting, and accounting practices iliat 
will be required to estimate local project stormwater recharge and new yield. This 
committee should be formed immediately, and the monitoring, reporting, and accounting 
practices should be developed as soon as possible. 

The operable section of Section 7.2 of the 2010 RMPU reads as follows: 

Watermaster should conduct further analyses of the Phase I duough III projects to refine 
the projects, to develop a financing plan, and to develop an implementation plan. This 
planning work should begin as soon as practical and could be accomplished wiiliin three 
years. The schedule to implement the Phase I duough III projects would be developed 
during the proposed planning work, and d,e constmction of iliese projects could be 
completed wiiliin five years of completing the proposed planning work. 

Interpreted literally, the Court currendy expects that the Planning for the Phase I dlrough III 
projects to be done by October 2013 and iliat construction be completed by October 2018. 
This does not mean that all the projects contained wiiliin the 2010 RMPU will be constructed 
by October 2018. Watermaster needs to determine which of ilie recharge projects identified 
in ilie 2010 RMPU, and perhaps oilier recharge projects, need to be implemented based on 
current projected needs and have the planning for these projects done at an appropriate level 
iliat they may be constructed by October 2018. 

In November 2011, Watermaster reported its progress pursuant to the October 2010 Court 
Order; after which, in December 2011, the Court issued an order directing Watermaster to 
continue with its implementation of the 2010 RMPU per its October 2010 order but with a 
revised schedule. 

And, on December 15, 2011, the \'V'atermaster Board: 

"Moved to approve that wiiliin d,e next year there will be the completion of Recharge 
Master Plan Update, there will be the development of an Implementation Plan to address 
balance issues wiiliin ilie Chino Basin subzones, and the development of a Funding Plan, 

d ,,2 as presente . 

This report is in response to the October 2010 and December 2011 Court Orders and the 
December 2011 Board direction. 

2 From the minutes of the December 15, 2011 Watermaster Board meeting 
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1.3 Production Sustainability 

The term sustainability is used throughout this report and refers specifically to the ability to 
produce water from a specific well at a desired production rate, given the groundwater level at 
that well and its specific well construction and equipment details. It has no nexus to the 
Judgment or Peace Agreements. Groundwater production at a well is presumed to be 
sustainable if the groundwater level at that well is greater than the sustainability metric. 
Sustainability metrics are defined for each well by well owner. If the groundwater level falls 
below the sustainability metric, the owner will either lower their pumping equipment in their 
well or have to reduce production. 

1.4 Organization of this Report 

This report is organized around a set of questions that were developed to respond to the 
Court, the Watermaster Board, and the Parties. The table below lists these questions, the 
order in which they are answered, and the sections in which the answers are provided. 

Section 

Section 2 - Changed Conditions 

Section 3 - Impacts of Revised 
Groundwater Production and 

Replenishment Projections 

Section 4 - Inventory of 

Existing Recharge Facilities and 
Their Capabilities 
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l. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

l. 

2. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

QuesQons Addressed 
What are the regulatolY and institutional issues that 
have occurred since the 2010 RMPU was prepared? 
How have groundwater levels changed since the 
OBMP was approved in 2000? 
How have groundwater and replenishment projections 
changed since the 2010 RMPU was prepared? 
How much water has been stored by the Parties and 
what is the potential for additional storage in the 
future? 
What are the replenishment sources available to the 
Watermaster and what are their reliability and cost? 

How are ground\.vater levels projected to decline 'W1.th 
the revised projections? 
What areas in the basin are facing sustainability 
challenges? 
What are the existing recharge facilities and what is 
their ability to recharge storm and supplemental 
waters? 
\\lhat physically/institutionally limits the ability to 
recharge stonn water at existing facilities and what 
improvements could be made to these facilities to 
capture more stormwater? 
'X'hat physically/institutionally limits the supplemental 
water recharge capacity of the existing recharge 
facilities? 
\'\'hat are the implications of the most recent draft 
recycled water recharge regulations for the Chino 
Basin? 
What is the recharge capacity of existing ASR facilities 
.in the Chino Basin? 

----...... 
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SectIon 

Section 5 - Recharge Resulting 

from MS4 Permits 

Section 6 - Recharge Options 
to Improve Yield and Assure 

Sustainability 

Section 7 - Evaluation Criteria 

Section 8 - Recommended 

Recharge Master Plan Update 

Options 

Section - 9 Recommended 

Schedule and Financing Plan 
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6. 

1. 

2. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

1. 

2. 

1. 

QUC5uon~ .. :\ddrcssed 
What is the projected i.n~lieu recharge capacity in the 
Basin and what limits it? 
\V'ho owns the new yield created by the 
implementation of new recharge projects constructed 
to comply with MS4 permits? 
What policies and accounting procedures need to be 
developed to account for the new yield created by MS4 
compliance? 
What areas in the basin are likely to have future 
sustainability issues that can be addressed by increasing 
physical recharge? 
What operational changes should be implemented to 
increase the recharge of storm and supplemental waters 
at existing basins to increase yield or to assure 
production sustainability? \V'hat are the costs and 
itnpediments to implementations? 
What new recharge facilities should be constructed to 
increase yield or to assure production sustainability? 
What are the costs and impediments to 
implementation? 
What changes in production patterns O-ocation and 
magnitude) could be implemented to increase yield or 
to assure production sustainability? \\1hat are the costs 
and impediments to implementations? 

\V'hat criteria should be used to evaluate the recharge 
options identified in Section 6? 
\V'hat are the criteria for ranking the options? 
Applying the criteria and ranking scheme from Section 
7, what operational and facilities improvements should 
be implemented to increase yield and assure sustainable 
production? 



Section 2 - Changed Conditions 

The objectives of this section are to describe changed conditions from what was assumed in 
the 2010 RMPU and to update information that was included in the 2010 RMPu. Specifically 
this section answers the following questions: 

• What are the regulatory and institutional issues that have occurred since the 2010 
RMPU was prepared? 

• How have groundwater levels changed since the OBMP was approved in 2000? 

• How have groundwater and replenishment projections changed since the 2010 RMPU 
was prepared? 

• How much water has been stored by the Parties and what is the potential for 
additional storage in the future? 

What are the replenishment sources available to the Watermaster and what is their reliability 
and cost? 

2.1 Legislative and Regulatory 

There has been one significant legislative change and one regulatoty change since the 2010 
RMPU. The legislative change is the implementation of SBX7-7, the so-called "20 percent by 
2020 law." Under tlus legislation, potable water demands are to be reduced by 10 percent by 
2015 and 20 percent by 20203 The municipal water suppliers have incorporated this 
requirement into their 2010 Urban \V'ater Management Plans. This information was not 
available during the preparation of the 2010 RMPU. The implications of the implementation 
of this law on groundwater production and replenishment are discussed in further detail in the 
section below entitled Revised Groundwater Production and Replenishment Projections. 

Currently, Watermaster and the IEUA recharge recycled water in the Chino Basin under a 
penuit issued by the Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board). The California 
Department of Public Health (DPH) has draft regulations for the planned recharge of 
recycled water into a potable water supply aquifer. The DPH recently updated its draft 
regulations. The DPH uses the draft regulations as guidance in the regulation of recycled 
water recharge and issues permit conditions that are incorporated by the Regional Board into 
permits for planned recycled water recharge projects. The implications of the new draft 
regulations on recycled water are discussed in Section 4 of this report. 

2.2 Groundwater Level Changes 

This section analyzes groundwater level changes in the Basin and groundwater level changes at 
representative wells since the implementation of the OBMP in 2000. Groundwater level 
changes are characterized in groundwater level contour maps, a groundwater level change 

3 The actual law and implementation are more complicated than just the stated reductions in potable water 

demand. The law also has an agricultural water demand reduction mandate. For more informacion, go to 

http: //www.water.ca.gov Iwa tem~eefficiency Ish7 / docs/20x2020pian.pdf. 
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contour map, cross-sections that illustrate changes in saturated thickness, and time histories of 
groundwater levels at selected wells duough 2011. The data used in the subsequent figures 
are contained in a relational database and were accessed thiough HydroDaVE'". 

2.2.1 Groundwater Level Changes Across the Basin 

Figures 2-1a and 2-1 b are groundwater elevation contour maps for spring of 2000 and the 
spring of 2010. These maps were included in the recent 2010 State of the Basin Report (WEI, 
2012). The following procedures were used in the creation of these maps: 

• Extract the entire time history of groundwater level data from Watennaster's 
groundwater level database for all wells in the Chino Basin. 

• Plot and explore groundwater elevation time histories for all wells. 

• Choose one "static" groundwater level elevation data point per well that is 
representative of the spring 2000 and spring 2010 periods. 

• Plot groundwater level elevation data on maps with background geologic/hydrologic 
features. 

• Contour and digitize groundwater elevation data. 

The direction of groundwater flow is pe1pendicular to these contours in the direction of 
decreasiog elevation. These maps show that groundwater generally flows in a south-southwest 
direction from the primary areas of recharge in the northern parts of the basin toward the 
Prado Flood Control Basin in the south. There are notable pumping depressions in the 
groundwater level surface that interrupt the general flow patterns in the northern portion of 
MZl (Montclair and Pomona areas) and direcdy southwest of the Jurupa Hills . There is an 
extensive groundwater level depression surrounding the Chino I and Chino II Desalter well 
fields in the spring of 20104 

Figure 2-2 shows the difference in groundwater elevation between the spring of 2010 and the 
spriog of 2000. This map was composed by subtracting the groundwater elevations for the 
year 2000 from the groundwater elevations for 2010. The change in groundwater elevation is 
shown by contours of equal change and by a color ramp of yellow-to-green for iocreasing 
groundwater elevations and yellow-to-red for decreasing groundwater elevations. These 
groundwater-level changes are for the shallow unconfined aquifer, where most of the storage 
change occurs. 

Groundwater levels have declioed across the central and eastern portions of the Basin. This 
declioe is attributed to groundwater production in MZ2 and MZ3 during the period and the 
implementation of "basin re-operation." Groundwater levels declioed significantly in most of 
the areas around the Chino Desalter well fields. Pumping began in 2001 and progressively 

4 The Chino I desalter started producing groundwater in 2001, and the groundwater depression surroilllding wells 

CDA 1-5 through CDA 1-12 quickly developed. TIle Chino I desalter expansion and the Chino Desalter II 

started up in 2007, and the groundwater depression surrounding CDA 1-13 through CDA 1-15 and the Chino 

Desalter II wells quickly developed. 
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increased as the well field and the desalter facilities expanded. The drawdown associated with 
the desalter well field has achieved hydraulic control in most of this area and has increased the 
hydraulic gradient from the Santa Ana River toward the desalter well field. Hydraulic Control 
is one of several commitments made by the IEUA and Watermaster to the Regional Board 
(RWQCB) as part of the maximum benefit commitments incorporated in the Santa Ana 
Regional Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan) in 2004 and the Peace II Agreement in 
2007. Watermaster conducts monitoring and prepares an annual report to the RWQCB to 
document the state of hydraulic control. 
Groundwater levels have risen in the western part of the Basin. In the northwest part of the 
Basin this is attributed to a decrease in production associated with in-lieu and wet water 
recharge for the MWDSC Dry Year Yield program. In the southwest, water levels have 
increased where there is decreased pumping associated with the land subsidence investigation 
and the resulting MZl Subsidence Management Plan (\XlEI, 2007b). In the south near Prado 
Basin, water levels have risen due to decreased agricultural pumping and, more recently, tl,e 
agricultural use of recycled water in lieu of groundwater production. 

Figure 2-3 illustrates the groundwater production time history for fiscal years 1999-2000 
through 2010-11 5 by pool, Dry-year Yield program take, and for the Chino Desalter Authority. 
During this period total groundwater production oscillated between 160,000 to 180,000 acre
ft/yr except for 2006 and 2011. Aggregate production by the overlying agricultural and 
overlying non-agricultural pools declined from about 50,000 acre-ft/yr to about 22,000 acre
ft/yr. These declines were offset by production from the appropl-iative pool, Dry-year Yield 
program takes in 2008, 2009, and 2010, and by increases in production from the Chino Basin 
desalters. Production by the appropriative pool generally increased through 2007 and then 
declined to less than 100,000 acre-ft/yr after 2007. 

2.2.2 Changes In Saturated Thickness 

Figure 2-4 shows the locations of flow-lined based cross-section profiles through each of the 
management zones, through a part of the Chino II Desalter well field, and tlltough part of the 
]CSD well field. These flow-line based cross-sections are shown in figures 2-5a through 2-5f. 
The intent of these cross-sections is to show the saturated tluckness through these cross
sections for 2000 and 2010 and wells located on or near these cross-sections. The horizontal 
red bar shown at most wells are sustainability metrics that have been provided by the well 
owners. Groundwater production at wells is presumed to be sustainable if the groundwater 
level at the well is greater than ti,e sustainability metric. If the groundwater level falls below 
the sustainability metric, the owner will either lower tl,eir pumping equipment in their well or 
will have to reduce production. These metrics will be described in more detail in Section 3. 

Cross-sections A-A' (Figure 2-5a), B-B' (Figure 2-5b), and C-C' (Figure 2-5c) are laid out in a 
generally north to south alignment through MZ1, MZ2, and MZ3, respectively. TI,e saturated 
thickness through most of these cross-sections ranges from about 400 feet to over 1,000 feet 
with two notable exceptions: the northern end of A-A' and the ]CSD well field in cross-

5 Hereafter, all years in which production, replenishment, and recharge are discussed will be fiscal years, and they 

will be referred to as the trail year. For example, fiscal 1999-2000 will be referred to as 2000. 
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section C-C'. Groundwater levels are seen to be slighdy higher in MZl in 2010 relative to 
2000, and this increase is relatively small compared the saturated thickness and the depth of 
wells. Groundwater levels are generally 20 to 50 feet lower in MZ2 and MZ3 in 2010 relative 
to 2000; as with MZ 1, this change is relatively small compared to the saturated thickness and 
depth of wells except where cross-section C-C' passes through the JCSD well field and the 
Chino desalter wells, where the saturated thickness is much smaller due to an increase in the 
elevation of the effective base of the aquifer. 

Cross-sections D-D' (Figure 2-4d) and E-E' (Figure 2-4e) are laid out in a generally east to 
west alignment through MZ4 and MZ5, respectively. The saturated thickness throughout 
most of these cross-sections ranges from about 100 feet to 300 feet and in some places less. 
The saturated thickness near JCSD well 24 appears to be slighdy greater than 100 feet in 2010. 
Groundwater levels are generally 0 to 30 feet lower in MZ4 and MZ5 in 2010 relative to 2000 
with the decrease in MZ5 less than MZ4. 

2.2.3 Historical Groundwater Level Trends 

Figure 2-1a shows the locations of wells with groundwater level time histories discussed 
herein and the Chino Basin management zone boundaries. Wells were selected based on 
length of record, density of data points, quality of data, geographical distribution, and aquifer 
system. Wells are identified by their local name (usually owner abbreviation and well number) 
or their Watermaster identification number (Watermaster ID) if privately owned. 

Figures 2-6a through 2-6e are groundwater level time history charts for the wells shown in 
Figure 2-l a, for MZl through MZ5, respectively. Some of the short-term groundwater level 
fluctuations shown in these figures result from the inclusion of static and dynamic 
observations. Below, by management zone, the behavior of groundwater levels at specific 
wells is compared to climate, groundwater production, wet water recharge activities, and other 
factors as appropriate. 

To compare groundwater levels to climate, a cumulative departure from mean precipitation 
(CDFM) CU1've has been plotted on the groundwater level time history charts . Positive sloping 
lines on the CDFM curve show wet years or wet periods, whereas negatively sloping lines 
show chy years or dry periods . For example, the period from 1978 to 1983 was an extremely 
wet period, and it is represented by a positively sloping line. To compare groundwater levels 
to pumping and recharge activities, bar charts that show groundwater production and wet 
water recllarge by management zone have been superimposed on the groundwater level time 
history charts. These charts are detailed and somewhat complicated tools that provide insight 
into the complicated response of groundwater levels to several stressors. 

2.2.3.1 Management Zone 1 

MZl is an elongate region, mnning generally north-south, and comprises d,e westermuost 
area of the Chino Basin. It is bounded by MZ2 to the east, various basin-boundary faults to 
the north, and sedimentary bedrock outcrops to the west and south. 
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Figure 2-6a shows groundwater level time histories for the followiog wells: Monte Vista Water 
District Well 10 (MVWD-10), City of Pomona Well 11 (P-11), City of Chino Well 10 (C-10) , 
and Chino Hills Wells 15A and 16 (CH-15A and CH-16). The Montclair, College Heights, 
Upland, and Brooks Street Basins are located in the northern portion of MZ1 and are the 
primary sites for artificial recharge. Careful iospection of Figure 2-6a ioillcates that the 
groundwater level response to precipitation is minimal, as evidenced by comparison of the 
CDFM to groundwater level time series, and that groundwater levels are most significandy 
influenced by groundwater production and artificial recharge. 

Wells lYfVWD-10 and P-11 exhibit representative groundwater levels for the northern portion 
of MZ1. An analysis of static groundwater levels at these wells shows a decline from 1995 to 
2001, a period of iocreased groundwater production io MZ1. Sioce 2001, water levels have 
risen by about 100 feet at MVWD-10 and by about 45 feet at P -11. This iocrease is attributed 
to a decrease in local production and an iocrease io wet water recharge in MZ1 sioce 2001. 

Well C-10 is located in central MZ1. Water levels at C-10 peaked in the mid-1990s and 
declined by about 20 feet from 1995 to 2000. Unlike other wells io MZ1 that experienced 
significant water level recove1Y from 2000 to 2006, the water levels at C-10 remaioed 
essentially unchanged. Since 2006, water levels have risen by approxttuately 20 feet. This 
increase is due to a decrease in local production and an increase in wet water recharge. 

Water levels measured at CH-15A are representative of the shallow aquifer system in the 
southern portion of MZl. The recent land subsidence iovestigation has shown that in 
southern MZ1, the aquifer system is hydrologically stratified. The shallow aquifer system is 
unconfined to semi-confined while the deep aquifer system is confined. Water levels io CH-
15A have historically been stable at around 80-90 ft-bgs and have experienced small variations 
in response to nearby pumpiog. Sioce 2000, water levels have risen by about 10 feet. This is 
primarily due to the decrease io local production associated with the MZ1 Interiru 
Management Plan. 

CH -16 is perforated io the confined deep aquifer system, which is characterized by large 
changes in piezometric pressure due to nearby pumpiog. In 2003 and 2004, during a series of 
pumpiog tests conducted by Watermaster in southern MZ1, water levels io CH-16 dropped by 
approxttuately 100 feet, and the period of recovety lasted several months. These tests 
demonstrated that piezometric levels in CH-16 (and the deep aquifer system io general) are 
heavily influenced by changes in pumping from local wells screened within the deep aquifer 
system. The static water levels at CH-16 declined by about 100 feet from 1995 to 2000 and 
subsequently recovered by about 140 feet from 2000 to 2006. At the end of 2008, static water 
levels had declined by about 30 feet from the 2006 highs with a maxttuum drawdown of about 
60 feet observed io the summer of 2008. 

2.2.3.2 Management Zone 2 

Management Zone 2 (MZ2) is a large, central, elongate area of the Chioo Basin. Figure 2-6b 
shows groundwater level time histories for Cucamonga Valley Water District (Cv\VD) Wells 
CB-3 and CB-5 (CVWD CB-3 and CVWD CB-5), City of Ontario Well 16 (0-16), 
Watermaster ID 600394, and Hydraulic Control Morutoriog Program Wells 2/1 and 2/2 
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(HCMP-2/1 , and HCMP-2/2). These wells are aligned north to south, approximately along a 
groundwater flow line. The San Sevaine, Etiwanda, Lower Day, Victoria, Turner, and Ely 
Basins are located in the northern and central regions of MZ2 and are the primary sites for 
artificial recharge. Careful inspection of Figure 2-6b indicates that the groundwater level 
response to precipitation and artificial recharge is minimal, as evidenced by comparison of the 
CDFM and artificial recharge time history to groundwater level time histories, and that 
groundwater level time histories are most significandy influenced by groundwater production. 

The groundwater level time histories for the northernmost wells-CVWD CB-3 and CB-5 
and 0-16-show a general water level increase following 1978, which is likely due to a 
combination of the 1978 to 1983 wet period, the reduction in overdraft following the 
implementation of the Chino Basin Judgment, and the start of artificial replenishment with 
imported water in the San Sevaine and Etiwanda Basins. Following the early 1990s, water 
levels at these wells began to decrease and have continued to decrease to present. The static 
water levels at CB-3 and CB-5 decreased by approximately 30 feet between 2003 and 2006. 
Long-term water level decreases in this area of MZ2 are likely due to decreased wet water 
recharge from 1996 to 2003 and increased groundwater production from 1995 to present. 

Well Watermaster ID X-Ref 404 is located in the central portion of MZ2, north of the Chino 
I Desalter well field. Water levels at this well have decreased by about 15 feet since 2000. 

Wells HCMP 2/1 and HCMP 2/2 are located at the southern end of MZ2 near the Chino I 
Desalter well field. These wells were completed and the first measurements were recorded in 
early 2005. HCMP 2/1 is perforated in the shallow aquifer system, and HCMP 2/2 is 
perforated in d,e deep aquifer system. Contrary to that of MZ 1, d,e deeper aquifer in this MZ 
behaves much more like d,e shallow, unconfined aquifer, which is indicative of a greater 
degree of hydraulic communication between d,e two aquifer systems. Both wells exhibited 
similar groundwater level increases (15-20 feet) from 2005 to 2006. It is likely that this was due 
to changes in local production-especially at some of the nearby Chino I Desalter wells, 
which exper~enced production decreases in 2005 and 2006. Since 2006, water levels have 
decreased by 5-10 feet in both wells. 

2.2.3.3 Management Zone 3 

Management Zone 3 (MZ3) consists of the area along the eastern boundary of the Chino 
Basin. It is bounded by MZ2 to the west, Chino-East (MZ4) and Chino-South (MZ5) to d,e 
south, and the Rialto-Colton Fault to d,e east. Figure 2-6c shows water level time histories for 
Fontana Water Company Wells F30A and F35A (F30A and F35A), Milliken Landfill Well M-3 
(M-3), County of San Bernardino MIL M-06B, Watermaster ID 3602468, and HCMP Well 
7/1 (HCMP 7/1). These wells are aligned northeast to southwest, approximately along a 
groundwater flow line. The RP-3 and Declez Basins are located in the central region of MZ3 
and are the prinlary sites for artificial recharge. Careful inspection of Figure 2-6c indicates that, 
like MZ2, the groundwater level response to precipitation and artificial recharge is minimal, as 
evidenced by comparison of the CDFM and artificial recharge time history to groundwater 
level time histories, and that groundwater level time histories are most significandy influenced 
by groundwater production. 
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Wells F30A and F35A are located in the northeastern portion ofMZ3. The groundwater level 
time histories of these two wells show relatively stable water levels from 1978 until the late 
1990s. From 2000 to 2006, the wells experienced a progressive decline in water levels of about 
25 feet. This decline is due to increased production in MZ3. Since 2006, water levels at F35A 
have remained relatively unchanged, and water levels at F30A have fluctuated ±5 to 10 feet. 

Wells M-3, M-06B, and Watermaster ID Xref 425 are located in the central portion of MZ3. 
From 2000 to 2006, a groundwater decline of about 30 feet was observed at these wells . 

The southernmost well, HCMP-7/1, experienced a groundwater level decline of about 20 feet 
from 2005 to the end of 2008. Similar water level declines can be observed in most wells 
tlttoughout MZ3. This regional drawdown in MZ3 is due to the steady increase in production 
within MZ3 over the past 20 years and a lack of artificial recharge. 

2.2.3.4 Management Zone 4 

MZ4, also known as Chino-East, is bounded by the Jumpa Hills to the north, the Pedley Hills 
to the east, MZ5 to the south, and MZ3 to the west. Figure 2-6d shows groundwater level 
time histories for HCMP Well 9 /1 (HCMP-9 / 1), Jumpa Community Services District Well 10 
aCSD-l0), Watermaster ID 4503, and FC932A2. There are no recharge basins in MZ4, and 
very little groundwater production occurs in this area. 

Groundwater levels at these wells decreased by about 20 to 40 feet between 2000 and 2008. 
These declines are due to groundwater production at wells in the management zone and at 
nearby wells in MZ3, including the Chino II desalter well field, which is located near the 
western boundary of the MZ4. 

2.2.3.5 Management Zone 5 

MZ5, also known as Chino-South, is bounded by MZ4 to the north, MZ3 to the west, the 
Riverside Narrows to the east, and various unoamed hills to the south. Figure 2-6e shows 
groundwater level time histories for USGS Well Archibald-l, HCMP Well 8/1 (HCMP 8/1), 
and Santa Ana River Water Company Well 07 (SARWC-07). There are no groundwater 
recharge basins in MZS, but the Santa Ana River is a major source of groundwater recharge. 
In place of artificial recharge, Figure 2-6e shows the total Santa Ana River discharge measured 
at the MWD crossing where the Santa Ana River enters the Chino Basin. Santa Ana River 
discharge in the lower Chino Basin is the source of recharge to wells producing in that area, 
including the Chino desalters. 

These wells exhibit very little groundwater level variation due to the stabilizing effects of Santa 
Ana River discharge and, more particularly, chT-weather discharge that consists of recycled 
water and rising water discharge, originating above the l'vIWD crossing and the City of 
Riverside recycled water discharge just downstream of the MWD crossing. Production in 
MZ5 decreased steadily from 1978 to 2008 due to a reduction in agricultural production, as 
the overlying land was converted from agricultural to urban uses. Groundwater levels in 
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HCMP-8/1 and SARWC-07 have declined about 10 to 15 feet since 2006. This decline is due 
to the onset of pumping at nearby Chino II Desalter wells . 

2.2.4 Focused Groundwater Level Time Histories in the Southern End 
ofMZ3 

The discussion of Figures 2-5a through 2-5g indicated that groundwater levels were close or 
had fallen below sustainability metrics for the some wells in the southern end of MZ3. In this 
section, we examine the time history of selected wells in this part of the Basin. Figures 2-7 a 
and 2-7b are groundwater level time history charts for the wells shown in Figure 2-1a: for the 
eastern Desalter II well field and for selected JCSD wells in the JCSD well field, respectively. 
Static and dynamic water level observations have been included to show the trend in 
groundwater levels in these areas and the amount of drawdown incurred at these wells when 
operating. Below, the behavior of groundwater levels at specific wells is compared to climate, 
groundwater production, wet water recharge activities, and other factors as appropriate. 

Figure 2-7a illustrates the groundwater level time histories and stressors for the eastern wells 
of the Desalter II well field. The water level time history starts in 2007 and continues into 
2012, a period of just under five years. These data are collected at high frequency using 
integrated pressure transducers with data loggers. The static and dynamic levels are easily 
identifiable. Static groundwater levels at wells CDA II-7 and CDA II-8 decreased about 20 
feet by mid-2009 and have remained steady since that time. Static groundwater levels at wells 
CDA II-6 and CDA II-9a decreased about 30 feet by mid-2009 and have remained steady 
since that time. Desalter II production declined after 2009, and artificial recharge in MZ3 at 
the RP3 and Declez Basins increased. Based on the groundwater modeling work discussed in 
Section 3, it is likely that the reduction in Desalter II production contributed to the 
stabilization of groundwater levels at these wells. 

Figure 2-7b illustrates the groundwater level time histories and stressors for selected JCSD 
wells. The locations of these wells are shown in Figure 2-la. The water level time histories 
for JCSD 12 and JCSD 17 start before 2000. The itregularity of the data makes the 
interpretation of the water level time histories less clear than that of the desalter wells 
discussed above. Water levels at JCSD 12 appear to decline about 10 feet through 2005, 
decrease another 30 feet after Desalter II started up in 2007, and stabilize in 2009. The water 
level time history for J CSD 17 is more difficult to interpret, but the trend in the data suggests 
that the static level may have decreased 10 feet. 

The water level record at JCSD 22 starts in 2004 with irregular observations through 2008 and 
more frequent obse1vations thereafter. Static groundwater levels at JCSD 22 vary somewhat 
between 2004 and 2007 with no discernible trend. After the startup of Desalter II, 
groundwater levels appear to decrease about 20 feet by mid-2009, remaining steady since that 
time. Static groundwater levels at wells CDA II-6 and CDA II-9a appear to decrease about 30 
feet by mid-2009, remaining steady since that time. Desalter II production declined after 2009 
and artificial recharge in MZ3 at the RP3 and Declez Basins increased. Based on the 
groundwater modeling work discussed in Section 3, it is likely that the reduction in Desalter II 
production contributed to the stabilization of groundwater levels at these wells. 

May 20 12 

007-009-055 



Chino Basin Recharge Master Plan Update - Steeri ng Committee Report 2 - Changed Conditions 

2.3 Water Stored in the Basin 

Members of the overlying non-agricultural and appropriative pools can store water in the 
Chino Basin for subsequent use and transfer among parties to Judgment. Storage is regulated 
pursuant to the Judgment and Watermaster rules and regulations. Classifications of water in 
storage include: 

• Carryover water - unproduced water in any year that may accrue to a member of the 
overlying non-agricultural and appropriative pools and that is produced first each 
subsequent fiscal year or accounted for as excess carryover water; 

• Excess can-yover water - carryover \vater which in aggregate quantities exceeds a 
party's share of the safe yield in the case of the overlying non-agricultural pool or the 
assigned share of operating safe yield in the case of the appropriative pool in any year; 
and 

• Supplemental water - water imported to the Chino Basin from outside of the Chino 
Basin watershed and recycled water. 

Table 2-1 shows the time histot-y of the aggregate water in storage for all parties in the 
overlying non-agricultural and appropriative pools by storage type for d,e period July 1, 2001 
through June 30, 2011. This time histot-y is shown graphically in Figure 2-8. Aggregate 
storage by the overlying non-agricultural pool increased from about 38,000 acre-ft in July of 
2001 to about 56,000 acre-ft in July of 2011. Aggregate storage by the appropriative pool 
increased from about 154,000 acre-ft in July of 2001 to about 286,000 acre-ft in July of 2011. 
In total, storage increased from about 192,000 acre-ft in 2001 to about 342,000 acre-ft by July 
2011, with most of the increase occurring after 2004. Table 2-2 shows d,e distribution of 
storage by individual members of the overlying non-agricultural and appropriative pools. 

2.4 Revised Groundwater Production and Replenishment 
Projections 

The 2010 RMPU (WEI, et aI., 2010) contained a recommendation to update the groundwater 
production and replenishment obligations to reflect the water purveyor plans being developed 
to comply with SBX7-7 (20 percent reduction in per capita potable demands by 2020) and the 
2010 Urban Water Management Plans (UWMPs) that were due in June 2011. Some 
stakeholders in the 2010 RMPU process noted that water purveyors may have overestimated 
groundwater production projections, which would lead to an overestimate of future 
replenishment obligations and potentially investments in new recharge facilities that may not 
be required if more recent future groundwater production estimates were used. 

The Court accepted dus recommendation and included it in its October 8, 2010 Court Order, 
directing Watermaster and the IEUA to prepare updated groundwater production and 
replenishment obligation projections and to submit them to the Court by December 17, 2011. 
This section complies ,vith the October 8, 2010 Court Order and to support the ongoing 
Watermaster planning process, wherein Watermaster is updating and using its groundwater 
models to predict basin responses to future planning scenarios. One of the goals of modeling 
d,e future planning scenarios is to estimate the safe yield of the Chino Basin. 
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It is important to note that this report is focused on production and replenishment. The term 
replenishment, as used herein, refers to the mitigation of overproduction pursuant to the 
physical solution specified in the Judgment through either wet-water or in-lieu means. 
Recharge and replenishment water are defined in the Peace Agreement as: "[ ... J the 
introduction of water into the Basin, directly or indirectly, through injection, percolation, 
delivering water for use in- lieu of Production or other method. Recharge references the 
physical act of introducing water into the Basin. Recharge includes Replenishment Water but 
not all Recharge is Replenishment Water." 

The distinction between recharge and replenishment is important. There may be reasons to 
recharge other than replenishment, such as mitigating excessive groundwater level declines. 
Watermaster's recharge obligations related to excessive groundwater level decline andlor the 
need to balance recharge and discharge are contained in 5.1 (e) of the Peace Agreement. 

2.4.1 Groundwater Production Projections 

WEI collected available UWMPs from the Chino Basin Parties, including the Cities of Chino, 
Ontario, Pomona, and Upland; the Golden State Water Company; the San Antonio Water 
Company; tl,e Monte Vista Water District; the Cucamonga Valley Water Disu:ict; the Fontana 
Water Company; the Jumpa Community Services District; the Chino Desalter Authority; the 
Inland Empire Utilities Agency; the Three Valleys Municipal Water District; the Western 
Municipal Water District; and the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California. In 
addition to these plans, WEI contacted the City of Chino Hills to informally obtain their water 
demands and supply plans. For those retail water agencies that are not required to prepare 
UWMPs, WEI conducted interviews or reviewed other planning information to estimate 
water demands and to establish water supply plans. 

WEI reviewed this planning information, and where parties' water supply plans showed more 
water supply than demand, WEI conducted additional discussions to distinguish their Chino 
Basin groundwater production projections and was able to establish priorities of the various 
supplies and adjust their water supply plans. 

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) has indicated that it 
will discontinue Replenishment Service water deliveries and replace those deliveries with some 
other program that will be developed in the future. Seemingly, Watermaster \vill likely be 
required to purchase untreated water from Metropolitan at Tier 1, Tier 2, or melded Tier 
llTier 2 rates for future replenishment. Several appropriators have demonstrated that, given 
increased replenislunent, power, and assessment costs, it is currently or will soon be more 
economical to purchase Metropolitan water directly than to produce groundwater in excess of 
their production rights. 

The production projection for agricultural producers has not changed in concept from the 
2010 RMPU. Agricultural groundwater production was assumed to decrease linearly from 
about 21,000 acre-ft/yt in 2009-10 to about 5,000 acre-ft/yr by 2019-20. The sensitivity of this 
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assumption on projected production and replenishment will be described later in this report. 
In the last few years, recycled water has been supplied for agt-icultural uses and has resulted in 
a decline in agricultural groundwater use. The land remaining in agricultural land use is mostly 
witllin the sphere of influence of the Cities of Chino and Ontario. The decline in agricultural 
groundwater use, as shown in Table 2-3, is consistent with the growth in water demand by the 
Cities of Chino and Ontario. 

The production projections for individual overlying non-agricultural producers were based on 
the following: 

• For active producers where planning information was unavailable, production was 
assumed to be their maximum annual production from the five prior years (2006-07 
through 2010-11). 

• For General Electric (GE), production was assumed to be zero; GE now injects all of 
its produced groundwater back into the Chino Basin. 

• For all other producers, planning estimates were provided . . 

Table 2-3 shows the projected time history of groundwater production for the 2010 through 
2035 period, based on the information collected from the water supply agencies. "Normal" 
water supply conditions were used when the 2010 UWMPs were available. Under normal 
supply conditions, total annual groundwater production is projected to decrease from about 
162,000 acre-ft /yr in 2010 to about 159,000 acre-ft/yr by 2020 and then gradually increase to 
about 191,000 acre-ft/yr by 2035. Projected annual groundwater production (in acre-ft/yr) is 
shown below. 

Planning Year 

2010 

2015 

2020 

2025 

2030 

2035 

Summary of Groundwater Production by Pool and the CDA 
(acre-ftlyr) 

Agricultural Overlying Non- Appropriative 
Pool Production Agricultural Pool andCDA 

Pool Production Projection 
21,000 2,343 138,320 

13,000 3,387 142,987 

5,000 3,667 150,356 

5,000 3,667 161,356 

5,000 3,667 171,969 

5,000 3,667 181,875 

Total 
Production 

161,662 

159,374 

159,023 

170,023 

180,636 

190,542 

Municipal and private water purveyors as well as private users in the Chino Basin area depend 
in part or completely on Chino Basin groundwater. The table below contains aggregate water 
supply projections (in acre-ft/yr), based on the UWMPs and other information obtained for 
this investigation. 
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Macro Water Supply Plan for Watermaster Parties and the CDA 
(acre-ftlyr) 

Water Source 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Chino Basin Groundwater 161,662 159,374 159,023 170,023 180,636 

Non-Chino Basin Groundwater 49,718 57,463 57,463 57,463 57,463 

Local Surface Water 26,017 18,869 18,869 18,869 18,869 

Imported Water From 
87,558 95,521 101,327 

Metropolitan 
57,434 98,448 

Other Imported Water 766 3,500 3,500 3,500 3,500 

Recycled Water for Direct 
13,516 26,393 30,993 35,593 

Reuse 
21,393 

Total 309,113 348,157 360,769 379,296 397,388 

2035 

190,542 

57,463 

18,869 

105,768 

3,500 

40,694 

416,836 

The total water demand is projected to grow from about 309,000 acre-ft/yr in 2010 to about 
417,000 acre-ft/yr by 2035. As stated above, Chino Basin groundwater production is projected 
to decrease from about 162,000 acre-ft/yr in 2010 to about 159,000 acre-ft/yr by 2020 and 
then increase gradually to about 191,000 acre-ft/yr in 2035. Recycled water for direct reuse is 
projected to increase from about 14,000 acre-ft/yr in 2010 to about 41,000 acre-ft/yr by 2035. 
The amount of imported water supplied by Metropolitan is projected to increase from about 
57,000 acre-ft/yr in 2010 to about 106,000 acre-ft/yr by 2035, an increase of 86 percent. 

2 .4 .2 Replenishment Obligation Projections 

Watermaster recharges supplemental water into the Chino Basin pursuant to the Judgment 
and the Peace Agreement. Total annual replenishment is calculated herein based on projected 
groundwater production and production rights. Production rights are based on the following 
assumptions: 

• The safe yield is 140,000 acre-ft/yr through 2011 and, thereafter, the safe yield 
estimate presented in 2009 Production Optimization and Evaluation of the Peace II 
Project Description (\V'EI, 2009). The safe yield is projected to decline to about 
129,000 acre-ft/yr by 2035. 

• The Judgment allows 5,000 acre-ft/yr of controlled overdraft of the Chino Basin 
through 2017. 

• Reoperation water is allocated to the replenishment of CDA desalter production, as 
provided for in the Peace II Agreement, updated in the report prepared to satisry 
Condition Subsequent No.7 (WE I, 2008), and updated thereafter based on actual 
CDA production. Reoperation water is completely used up by 2030. 

• The 6,500 acre-fl/yr supplemental water recharge commitment to Management Zone 
1 (MZ1) pursuant to the Peace II Agreement. 

• Recycled water recharge was assumed to occur as projected by the IEUA in its 
Febmary 10, 2012 email to Ken Jeske. 
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Recycled water recharge is used in MZl to partially meet the 6,500 acre-ft/yr supplemental 
water recharge obligation. Therefore, some of the recycled water recharge that has historically 
occurred in MZl and is planned to occur in the future is credited to meet the 6,500 acre-ft/yr 
supplemental water recharge obligation. 

2.4.3 Groundwater Production and Replenishment Scenarios 

Four groundwater production and replenishment scenarios were developed in this 
investigation. 

2.4.3.1 Scenario 1 - Baseline Scenario - Projected Groundwater Production and 
Production Rights and Efficient Market Assumption 

Table 2-4 contains the projected groundwater production from Table 2-3, the various 
components of production rights and total production rights, the projected replenishment 
obligation, and the cumulative replenishment obligation (the baseline projection). The sudden 
decrease in production rights in 2014 is caused by the exhaustion of the first tranche of 
reoperation water by the existing desalters. The increase in production rights in 2015 is caused 
by the startup in use of the second tranche of reoperation water by the CDA expansion and 
the projected increase in recycled water recharge. The decrease in production rights over the 
period of 2019 through 2030 is due to the elimination of 5,000 acre-ft/yr of controlled 
overdraft after 2017 and the gradual decrease of safe yield. The sudden decrease in production 
rights that occurs in 2031 is due to the assumed ending of the 6,500 acre-ft/yr recharge 
obligation in MZl and the exhaustion of the second tranche of reoperation water. 

Watermaster's replenishment obligation was estimated using the following assumptions: 

• The water in storage accounts at the start of fiscal year 2010 is not used to meet £Uhlre 
replenishment obligations. This is a conservative assumption that reserves discretion 
regarding the use of this water to individual storing parties. 

• On a go-forward basis, under-producers will transfer un-pumped rights to 
overproducers each year; that is, there is an efficient market that moves unused 
production rights from under-producers to overproducers (hereafter, the efficient 
market assumption). 

For this investigation, the net annual replenishment obligation was assumed to be equal to the 
greater of zero and the difference between actual production and production rights. The net 
replenishment obligation- assuming normal water supply years and the adjusted groundwater 
production projection from the UWMPs scenario- is projected to be zero in 2010 through 
2023 (with a one-year exception in 2014), increase to about 1,600 acre-ft/yr in 2024, increase 
gradually to about 25,000 acre-ft/yr in 2030, jump to about 34,000 acre-fl/yr by 2031, and 
increase gradually thereafter to 43,000 acre-ft/yr in 2035. As noted above, this assumes that 
under-producers will transfer un-used production rights to overproducers each year; that is, 
there is an efficient market that moves unexercised rights from under-producers to 
overproducers. This assumption may underestimate the replenishment obligation for some 
years if water cannot be acquired in those years. Though, over the long tenu, this assumption 
is valid because the appropriator parties cannot store unused production rights indefinitely, 
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and the demand for replenishment water will provide financial incentives for unused 
production rights to be sold to overproducers. The efficient market assumption has been 
vetted with the Watermaster and the Judgment parties throughout the post Peace Agreement 
period and more recently in the RMPU Steering Committee process in 2012. 

The last column in Table 2-4 shows the cumulative replenishment obligation from July 1, 
2009 forward . Negative values indicate that cumulative production rights through that year 
exceed the cumulative production and that the volume of water in storage accounts will have 
increased by the negative of that value. For example, by the end of 2023, the cumulative 
replenishment obligation is estimated to be about -144,000 acre-ft. During the period of 2010 
through 2023, the cumulative production rights are about 144,000 acre-ft greater tl1an the 
cumulative production, and the volume of water in storage accounts will have increased by 
about 144,000 acre-ft. 

After 2023, the net replenishment obligation becomes posluve and grows as the annual 
production rights are less than the annual production. That said, the volume of water 
accumulating in storage acconnts through 2023 is greater than the cumulative positive net 
replenishment obligation projected to occur from 2024 through 2032. In the01'Y, this means 
that Watermaster may not have to purchase water from Metropolitan for replenishment until 
2033. Though, Watermaster will still need to acquire and recharge supplemental water to meet 
its 6,500 acre-ft/yr MZ1 recharge obligation through 2030. There may also be a need to 
recharge imported water to dilute recycled water recharge. The maximum replenishment 
obligation would reach about 43,000 acre-ft/yr in 2035 which is substantially less than tl,e 
projected supplemental recharge capacity available to Watermaster. 

2 .4.3.2 Scenario 2 - Projected Groundwater Production and Production Rights per Table 
2-4 with a Delay in the Decline of Agricultural Pool Production, and Efficient 
Market Assumption 

Table 2-5 is identical to Table 2-4 except that the projected decline in agricultural pool 
production is deferred until after 2020 and is assumed to decline to 5,000 acre-ft/yr by 2025 
(hereafter Scenario 2). This was done to test the sensitivity of the projected replenishment 
obligation to the projected overlying agricultural pool production shown in Table 2-3. T his 
results in greater projected groundwater production through 2024 than the production 
projection used in Scenario 1, the Baseline Scenario. The resulting net replenishment 
obligation projection with this assumed, delayed decline in agricultural production looks 
sinlliar to the prior projection with the cumulative replenishment obligation being negative 
through 2026, reaching a value of about -65,000 acre-ft in 2016, and gradually increasing 
thereafter to about +240,000 by 2035. The maximum replenishment obligation would reach 
about 43,000 acre-ft/yr in 2035 which is substantially less than the projected supplemental 
recharge capacity available to Watermaster. 
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2.4.3.3 Scenario 3 - Projected Groundwater Production and Production Rights per Table 
2-4 with Appropriative Pool Production Increased by 10 Percent, and Efficient 
Market Assumption 

Table 2-6 is identical to Table 2-4 except that the appropnauve pool contribution to 
groundwater production was increased by ten percent (hereafter Scenario 3). This was done 
to test the sensitivity of the projected replenisbrnent obligation to the projected appropriative 
pool production shown in Tables 2-3 and 2-4. This results in greater projected groundwater 
production throughout the planning period than was seen in Scenarios 1 and 2. The resulting 
net replenisbrnent obligation projection with this assumed increase in appropriative pool 
production looks similar to the prior projections with the cumulative replenisbrnent obligation 
being negative through 2022, reaching a value of -39,000 acre-ft in 2013 and gradually 
increasing thereafter to about +430,000 by 2035. The maximum replenisbrnent obligation 
would reach about 57,000 acre-ft/yr in 2035, which is substantially less than the projected 
supplemental recharge capacity available to Watermaster. 

2.4.3.4 Scenario 4 - Projected Groundwater Production and Production Rights per Table 
2-4 with Appropriative Pool Production Increased by 10 Percent, with a Delay in 
the Decline of Agricultural Pool Production, and Efficient Market Assumption 

Table 2-7 is identical to Table 2-4 except that the appropriative pool contribution to 
groundwater production was increased by ten percent, and the projected decline in agricultural 
pool production is deferred until after 2020 and is assumed to decline to 5,000 acre-ft/yr by 
2024-25 (hereafter Scenario 4). This was done to test the sensitivity of the projected 
replenisbrnent obligation to the projected overlying agricultural and appropriative pools 
production shown in Table 2-3. This results in greater projected groundwater production 
throughout the planning period than was seen in Scenarios 1, 2, and 3. The resulting net 
replenishment obligation projection with this assumed increase in appropriative pool 
production looks similar to the prior projections with the cumulative replenishment obligation 
being negative for most of the planning period, reaching a value of -78,000 acre-ft in 2021-22 
and gradually increasing thereafter to about +228,000 by 2034-35. The maximum 
replenishment ohligation would reach about 46,000 acre-ft/yr in 2034-35, which is 
substantially less than the projected supplemental recharge capacity available to WatermasteL 

2.4.4 Projected Time History of Water in Storage 

Figure 2-9 shows the projected time history of water in storage accounts and, more 
specifically, the buildup in storage due to production rights exceeding groundwater production 
throughout most of the planoing period for the four planning scenarios shown in Tables 2-4, 
2-5,2-6, and 2-7. The amount of water in storage includes 283,000 acre-ft of water, which is in 
storage as of July 1, 2009, plus the projected increase in storage for each planning scenario. 
The projected time history shown in Figure 2-9 assumes that replenishment ,vill come from 
storage when the production exceeds production rights. The intent of this figure is to illustrate 
the impact of the groundwater production projections on storage and to illustrate the amount 
of water in storage that could be available to offset future replenisbrnent obligations. For 
Scenario 1, the volume of water in storage is projected to reach about 427,000 acre-ft in 2023 
and declines thereafter but never reaches zero. This means dlat in the01Y, Watermaster could 

May 2012 

007-009-055 



Chino Basin Recharge Master Plan Update - Steering Committee Report 2 - Changed Conditions 

purchase replenishment water from storing parties (provided that there are willing sellers) and 
never have to purchase water from Metropolitan for replenishment. This holds true for 
Scenario 2. Watermaster would have to purchase replenishment water from Metropolitan for 
replenishment by 2033 for Scenario 3 and 2030 for Scenario 4. 

2.4.5 Supplemental Water Recharge Capacity and Requirements to 
Meet Replenishment Obligations 

The 2010 RMPU stated that: "The supplemental water recharge capacity of the spreading 
basins available to Watermaster and the existiog ASR wells is about 88,700 acre-ft/yr. With in
lieu recharge, the supplemental water recharge capacity ranges from 113,700 to 128,700 acre
ft/yr." The supplemental water recharge capacity dedicated to recycled water recharge and 
the 6,500 acre-ft/yr MZl obligation is about 25,200 acre-ft/ /yr. This leaves about 89,000 to 
103,000 acre-ft/yr of supplemental water recharge capacity for replenishment purposes.' The 
maximum supplemental water recharge requirement estimated in the production scenarios 
described above was 46,000 acre-ft/yr and assumes that the replenishment obligation will be 
met with imported water recharge and not storage. Given what is known today and 
anticipated groundwater production, there is no need to constmct additional supplemental 
water recharge capacity to meet future replenishment obligations through 2035. 

2.4.6 Conclusions Regarding Groundwater Production and 
Replenishment Projections 

The following conclusions are evident from the discussion above: 

• The groundwater production projections for 2012 are substantially less than assumed 
in the 2010 RMPU. The groundwater production projections presented herein are 
based, in part, on the 2010 UWMPs and a projected decline in agricultural water use. 
The reduction in projected groundwater production has been largely offset by an 
increase in the direct use of imported water, which appears to be driven, in part, by the 
changing economics of groundwater production. The Watermaster parties 
participatiog in the RJvIPU Steering Committee have reviewed the production 
projections and have accepted them as the best current estimates 

• No new recharge facilities or new sources of replenishment water will be required to 
meet future replenishment obligations, as required by the Judgment. There may be 
other reasons to construct new recharge facilities, such as to mitigate excessive 
groundwater level declines. Watermaster's recharge obligations related to excessive 
groundwater level decline and/or the need to balance recharge and discharge are 
contained in Section 5.1 (e) of the Peace Agreement. 

• Wate=aster and the parties should consider reviewing the storage management plan 
currently in use to determine if changes should be made to improve storage 

G As pad of the current IU.1PU steering committee process, the supplemental water recharge capacity was 

reduced about 2,000 acre-ft/yr (see Section 4) however there is more than adequate supplemental water recharge 

capacity to meet future replenishment obligations. 
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management in general and more specifically to accommodate the probable increases 
in storage that will occur in the future. 

2.5 Replenishment Sources, Availability and Cost 

Watermaster has historically met its replenishment obligations through the purchase of State 
Water Project (SWP) water from the IEUA who in turn obtains this water from the 
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) and through the purchase 
of water from members of the appropriative pool. The 2010 RMPU contains a detailed 
description of sources of supplemental water that could be used for replenishment or other 
recharge programs. These sources include: 

• Metropolitan's SWP and Colorado River Aqueduct supplies delivered through 
Metropolitan facilities; 

• groundwater and surface water supplies in the Santa Ana Watershed that can be 
supplied to the Chino Basin directly through existing or new conveyance facilities or 
by exchange; 

• surplus groundwater from the Six Basins area; 

• recycled water from tlle Western Riverside County Regional Wastewater Authority 
Plant located in the Chino Basin; 

• recycled water from the Rapid Infiltration Extraction Treatment Plant (RIX) in 
Colton, from the City of Rialto, from the City of Riverside, and from others; 

• groundwater and surface water supplies from the Central Valley, conveyed to the 
Chino Basin through SWP and Metropolitan facilities, San Bernardino Valley 
Municipal Water District facilities, and San Gabriel Municipal Water District facilities; 
and 

• groundwater and surface water supplies from the Colorado River Basin conveyed to 
the Chino Basin through Metropolitan facilities. 

The 2010 RMPU report documents the availability of these sources and includes cost 
estimates for some. Witll the exception of the Metropolitan's SWP water, the availability and 
cost of all other supplemental water sources are unknown at this time. 

2.5.1 SWP Water Supplied by Metropolitan 

T he 2010 RMPU contained an analysis of the availability of Metropolitan's SWP water. Since 
the 2010 RMPU was completed, Metropolitan has completed its 2010 Integrated Resources 
Plan (IRP) Update (Metropolitan, 2010). Metropolitan's core resources strategy, if 
implemented, will result in Metropolitan being able to meet all its demands at all times with 
the exceptions of potential shortages as the strategy is being implemented in the current 
decade. ' Metropolitan is currently implementing its core resource strategy. Based on this 
froding, it is assumed herein that Watermaster will be able to purchase SWP water from 
Metropolitan when needed. 

7 Based on the 2010 Update, Integrated Regional Plan (1ietropolitan, 2010) and personal discussion with 

Brandon Goshi of Metropolitan 
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Historically, Watermaster has purchased almost all of its replenishment water at rates that 
were discounted relative to water served by Metropolitan for direct use. Metropolitan is 
considering the elimination of its replenishment service this year, which means that 
Waterruaster will be required to purchase more expensive untreated Tier 1 and Tier 2 water. 
Table 2-8a shows the historical recharge of Metropolitan SWP water in the Chino Basin. 
Figure 2-10 shows the location of Metropolitans pipelines and turnouts and the recharge 
basins imported is recharge into the Basin. 

Since 2002, Metropolitan's average water rates have increased about 6 percent per year, and 
since 2007, rates have increased about 10 percent per year. Currently, Metropolitan provides 
replenishinent service water at $442 per acre-ft which is $118 less than the full-sel"Vice 
untreated Tier 1 tate. The Metropolitan Board recently approved its fiscal 2012/13 and 
2013/14 budgets and water sales rates. Metropolitan's average water rates will increase 5 
percent in 2012/13 and 5 percent in 2013/14. Table 2-9 lists the historical water rates for 
replenishinent, untreated Tier 1 and untreated Tier 2 services, and a tange of future rate 
projections based on sustained rate increases of 6.75 percent (compound rate 2002 through 
2012) and high projection increases at 10.92 percent (compound tate 2007 through 2012). 

2.5.2 Recycled Water for Recharge and Its Availability and Cost (to 
be Insert on 4-18-12) 

In the last decade IEUA has constmcted improvements at its treatment plants and 
conveyance facilities that have made recycled water available for direct reuse and groundwater 
recharge. The conveyance improvements and recharge basins use to recharge recycled water 
are shown in Figure 2-11. IEUA has conducted planning investigations to project the amount 
of recycled water available for recharge'. The key factors used to develop the recycled water 
recharge projections below are: basin/turnout capacities, infiltration rates, basin maintenance, 
recycled water contribution limitations, dry vs. wet year, capital projects and annual O&M. 
The specific assumptions for the recycled water recharge projections are listed below. The 
projections are included in Table 2-10. 

• Mid-Range (Average Year) Recycled Water Recharge Assumptions: 
1. Recycled water recharge occurs 7 months of the year fot Basins with infiltration 

rates ~ 0.5 ft/ day. 
2. Recycled water recharge occurs 5 months of the year for Basins with infiltration 

rates S 0.5 ft/ day. 
3. Recycled water turnout capacity limitations were considered. 
4. Recycled water contribution (R WC) limitations were considered. 
5. Basin maintenance is assumed to be at a frequency tl,at would ensure that 

50percent of post cleaning infiltration rate' at all times. 

8 lEUA Memorandum, Groundwater Recharge 11aster Plan Update, Recycled Water Assumptions, February 14, 

2012 

9 The "post-cleaning infiltration rate" is the maximum infIltration rate achievable in the basin. 
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6. Basin maintenance occurs every two-to three years for each basin. 
7. Includes approved projects from the 2012/13 Ten-Year Capital Improvement 

Program: 
a. Turner Basin - Recycled water conveyance enhancements completed by 

October 2013, and beneficial use is realized in FY 2013/14. Assumes 
permitting of Turner Basin 5 and 8 are completed and operational to maximize 
use. 

b. RP-3 & Declez Basin - Recycled water conveyance enhancements completed 
by December 2013, and beneficial use is realized in FY 2014/15. 

c. Lower Day, Etiwanda Debris Basin & Etiwanda Conservation Basin 
Currently, these projects are not in in the TYCIP; however, Lower Day can be 
implemented by FY 2017 /18 and Etiwanda Debris Basin by FY 2021/22. 

d. Infiltration rates based on historical storm flow and imported water flow to 
these basins. Actual infiltration rates may be lower when the basin is used on a 
long term basis . 

e. No RWC limitations, since there is no history of underflow / storm flow 
diluent calculations or basin performance history. 

• Low-Range (Wet Year) Recycled Water Recharge Assumptions, same as Mid-Range 
except: 
1. Recycled water recharge occurs 4 months of the year for Basins with infiltration 

rates 2: 0.5 ft/ day. 
2. Recycled water recharge occurs 2 months of the year for Basins with infiltration 

rates:::; 0.5 ft/ day. 
3. Imported water is not competing with recycled water for groundwater recharge. 

• High-Range (Dry Year) Recycled Water Recharge Assumptions, same as Mid-Range 
except: 
1. Recycled water recharge occurs 10 months of the year due to limited storm water 

recharge for Basins with infiltration rates 2: 0.5 ft/ day. 
2. Recycled water recharge occurs 7 months of the year due to limited storm water 

recharge for Basins with infiltration rates:::; 0.5 ft/ day. 

The IEUA has also prepared cost projections for recycled water recharge. These go through 
2015 and included in Table 2-9. The historical and projected recycled water recharge rate 
ranges about $200 to $300 per acre-ft less than the replenishment water service cost from 
Metropolitan over the 2011 through 2015 period. 
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Section 3 - Impacts of Revised Groundwater Production 
and Replenishment Projections 

The objectives of this section are to describe changed conditions from what was assutned in 
the 2010 RMPU and to update the information included in the 2010 RMPD. Specifically this 
section answers the following questions: 

1. How are groundwater levels projected to change with the revised projections? 

2. What areas in the basin are facing sustainability challenges? 

In 2006 and 2007, Watermaster conducted extensive hydrologic and modeling investigations 
in support of the development of the Peace II Agreement and the facilities and basin 
operating strategies that are contained in the Peace II Agreement. And, Watermaster 
developed a sophisticated suite of computer simulation tools that are collectively referred to as 
the 2007 Watermaster Model. Based on these investigations, Wildermuth Environtnental Inc. 
(WEI), \'V'atennaster's consultant, concluded that: 

• the safe yield of the Basin would likely decline from about 140,000 acre-ft/yr in 2006 

to about 130,000 acre-ft/yr in 2030; 

• projected future production may not be sustainable for some Appropriators due to 

excessive drawdown; and 

• given Watermaster's traditional approach to replenishment operations, future 

production may have to be limited by Watermaster's existing replenishment 

capacity (WEI, 2007). 

In 2008, Watermaster conducted a material physical injUlY analysis of the proposed Dry-Year 
Yield Expansion- using updated groundwater production projections provided by the 
lEUA-and reached identical conclusions regarding production sustainability and 
replenishment limitations (WEI, 2008a). However, in this analysis, WEI recommended 
additional work to optimize the location and magnitude of groundwater production and 
replenishment in order to maximize groundwater production capabilities. 

The sustainability issue identified in these reports occurs because the municipal groundwater 
producers had not coordinated their future groundwater production plans that include new 
wells and increased production. In early 2009, the preparation of an environmental impact 
report PEIR for the Peace II Agreement commenced. Prior to evaluating the hydrologic 
changes that are expected to occur through the implementation of the Peace II Project 
Description, Watermaster conducted an analysis of existing and future projected groundwater 
production patterns and developed new groundwater production patterns and supplemental 
water recharge plans that ensure sustainability. These new groundwater production and 
replenishment patterns are based on optimization studies that were constrained to meet 
projected production requirements, to use existing and master-planned well locations, to use 
existing spreading basins and planned injection wells, and to balance recharge and discharge in 
every area and subarea (a Peace Agreement requirement). Watermaster requested that each 
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appropriator party provide an elevation at each well for which if the model-projected 
groundwater elevation remained above that elevation, groundwater production sustainability at 
that well would be assured. These elevations were referred to as sustainability metrics . The 
groundwater production patterns developed in this investigation are voluntary. This work was 
documented in 2009 Pt7Jduction Optimization and Evaluation of the Peace II Project Descnption (WEI, 
2009). 

This section describes the results of an analysis similar to the 2009 investigation that uses the 
2007 Watermaster Model with: 

• updated groundwater production and replenishment projections for Scenario 1 and 3 

(described in Section 2 herein), 

• updated recycled water recharge projections, 

• management zone specific supplemental water recharge plans, and 

• updated sustainability metrics. 

The Steering Committee stakeholders reviewed Scenarios 1 through 4 that are described in 
Section 2 and subsequendy selected Scenarios 1 and 3 as the most representative scenarios to 
bookend the range of future groundwater production and replenishment. 

Table 3-1 lists the location and magnitude of projected recycled water recharge, as provided by 
the IEUA10 Given the IEUA's recycled water recharge projection, supplemental water 
recharge was progranuned for Scenarios 1 and 3 as follows: 

• First priority - recycled water recharge in amounts and basins as projected by IEUA. 

• Second priority - recycled and imported water were recharged in MZ1 at 6,500 acre
ft/yr. 

• Third priority - if there was still a replenishment obligation after the recharge of 
imported water in MZ1, then imported water was recharged in the MZ3 spreading 
basins at a rate equal to the minimum of either the imported water recharge capacity 
or the remaining replenishment obligation. 

• Forth priority - if there was still a replenishment obligation after the recharge capacity 
of the first three priorities has been exhausted, then imported water was recharged in 
the MZ2 spreading basins at a rate equal to the minimum of either the imported water 
recharge capacity or the remaining replenishment obligation. 

• Fifth priority - if there was still a replenishment obligation after dle recharge capacity 
of the first four priorities has been exhausted, then imported water was recharged in 
the MZ1 spreading basins at a rate equal to the minimum of either the remaining 
imported water recharge capacity or the remaining replenishment obligation. 

10 Mid-range estimate, email from Chris Berch, dated Pebruary 14, 20 12 
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3.1 Summary of 2009 Peace II Modeling Results 

Figure 3-1 illustrates the estimated groundwater elevation contours for July 2005 for model 
layer 1. This map shows the initial groundwater elevations throughout the basin and illustrates 
the initial groundwater levels for d,e planning period. Figures 3-2a and 3-2b show the 
projected groundwater elevations in June 2030, the end of the planning period, for model 
layer 111 for the Baseline (non-Peace II) alternative and the Peace II alternative respectively. 
And, Figures 3-3a and 3b show the change in groundwater levels across the basin for June 
2030 for model layer 1 for the Baseline and Peace II alternatives. Figures 3-3a and 3-3b also 
show the appropriators' water service area boundaries. 

Review of Figures 3-1 , 3-2a, and 3-2b indicates that the direction of groundwater flow in the 
Chino Basin is generally the same in 2005 and 2030 with groundwater flowing from the 
northeast and north to the southwest and south. A small area in the western part of the basin 
experiences slight groundwater elevation increases while the rest of the basin experiences 
declines. The 2030 groundwater level projections for both alternatives show a significant 
pumping depression around the desalter well field area. The 2009 report included 
comparisons of projected groundwater level time histories at selected wells to their respective 
sustainability constraints in an appendix and based on a review of iliese time-history charts 
concluded iliat: 

"The groundwater elevation projections in Appendix B and in Figures 4-13a through 4-13j 
show iliat groundwater production is sustainable for ilie Baseline and Peace II Alternatives . At 
some wells, the groundwater elevation falls below constraints prescribed by the appropriators. 
For these cases, it was assumed dlat d,e pumps would be lowered to maintain production." 

3.2 Basin Response to Updated Groundwater Production and 
Replenishment 

Figure 3-4 illustrates ilie estimated groundwater elevation contours for July 2010 for model 
layer 1. This map shows the initial groundwater elevations throughout the basin and illustrates 
ilie initial groundwater levels for the planning period used to evaluate Scenarios 1 and 3. 
Figures 3-5a and 3-5b show the projected groundwater elevations in June 2030 (the end of the 
planning period) for model layer 1 for Scenarios 1 and 3, respectively. And, Figures 3-6a and 
3-6b show the change in groundwater levels across ilie basin in June 2030 for model layer 1 
for Scenarios 1 and 3, respectively. Figures 3-6a and 3-6b also show the appropl~ators' water 
service area boundaries. 

The direction of groundwater flow in ilie Chino Basin in 2010 and 2030 is generally the same 
with groundwater flowing from the norilieast and norili to the southwest and south. 
Appendix A contains charts that illustrate the projected groundwater level time series for all 
the wells shown in Figures 3-6a and 3-6b along mth ilieir sustainability metrics. Appendix A 

11 The model consists of three layers with layer 1 being the uppermost layer. With the exception of the western part of the 

basin, the piezometric head in layers 2 and 3 correlate and lag slighdy compared to the head changes in layer 1; as such, only 

layer 1 is discussed herein. 
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also includes a table that lists these wells and their respective sustainability metrics. Table 3-2 
characterizes the average, maximum, and minimum changes in groundwater elevations across 
the water service areas of appropriators that overlie the Chino Basin for Scenario 1 and 3 from 
2010 through 2030. 

T he groundwater elevation projections shown in Appendix A indicate that production will be 
sustainable for most wells. At some wells, the groundwater elevation falls below the 
sustainability metric prescribed by the appropriators. For most of these cases, it was assumed 
that the pumps would be lowered to maintain production. The exception is the JCSD well 
field area. At some J CSD wells, the groundwater elevation falls below the sustainability metric 
provided by the JCSD, and the pumps cannot be lowered further because they are aheady in 
the well bottoms. 

The maximum, minimum and average groundwater elevation changes, depicted in Table 3-2 
for each municipal service area, were computed from all of the computed groundwater 
elevations at 200-foot by 200-foot model cells within each service area. 

• Average change in groundwater level 

o For Scenario 1, the water service area average change groundwater level ranges 

from -11 feet for the Upland service area to -35 feet for the Ontario service 

area. Relative to the Peace II alternative, in 2030, the average change in 

groundwater elevation ranges from a low of +12 feet for the Upland sel-vice 

area to +34 feet for the Pomona service area. 

o For Scenario 3, the water sel-vice area average change groundwater level ranges 

from + 3 feet for the Upland service area to -36 feet for the Ontario sel'Vice 

area. Relative to the Peace II alternative, in 2030, the average change in 

groundwater elevation ranges from a low of +12 feet for the Upland sel-vice 

area to +34 feet for the Pomona service area. 

o The difference in the water service area average change groundwater level 

between Scenario 3 and Scenario 1 ranges from +4 feet for the Fontana Water 

Company service area to -14 feet for the City of Upland and Monte Vista 

Water District senTice areas. 

• Maximum change in groundwater level 

o For Scenario 1, the maximum change in groundwater level at a model cell in a 

water sel-vice area" ranges from +4 feet for the City of Upland service area to -

17 feet for the City of Pomona service area. Relative to the Peace II 

alternative, in 2030, the maximum change in groundwater elevation ranges 

12 TIle maximum change is computed as the maximum change at a model cell and is not equal to the difference 

between the maX1rrlUffi elevations at a cell across scenarios unless the maximum occurs at the same model cell 

across the scenarios. 
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from a low of +21 feet for the City of Upland service area to +44 feet for the 

Cities of Ontatio and Pomona service areas. 

o For Scenario 3, the maximum change in groundwater level at a model cell in a 

water service area ranges from -6 feet for the Fontana Water Company service 

area to 39 feet for the City of Upland service area. Relative to the Peace II 

alternative, in 2030, the maximum change in groundwater elevation ranges 

from a low of + 15 feet for the City of Upland service area to +49 feet for the 

City of Ontario service area. 

o The difference in the maximum change in groundwater level in a water service 

area average between Scenario 3 and Scenario 1 ranges from +2 feet for the 

City of Upland service area to + 11 feet for the] CSD service area. 

• Minimum change in groundwater level 

o For Scenario 1, the minimum change in groundwater level at a model cell in a 

water se1vice area13 ranges from -25 feet for the City of Upland service area to 

-54 feet for the City of Ontario service area. Relative to the Peace II 

alternative, in 2030, the minimum change in groundwater elevation ranges 

from a low of + 7 feet for the Cucamonga Valley Water District service area to 

-24 feet for the City of Upland and Monte Vista Water District service areas. 

o For Scenario 3, the minimum change in groundwater level at a model cell in a 

water service area ranges from -25 feet for the City of Upland service area to -

54 feet for the City of Ontario service area. Relative to the Peace II alternative, 

in 2030, the minimum change in groundwater elevation ranges from a low of -

18 feet for the City of Upland service area to -61 feet for the ]CSD service 

area. 

o The difference in the minimum change in groundwater level in a water service 

area average between Scenario 3 and Scenario 1 ranges from + 2 feet for the 

Fontana Water Company service area to -36 feet for the City of Upland service 

area. 

Figure 2-4 shows the locations of flow-line based cross-section profiles through each of the 
management zones, through a part of the Chino II Desalter well field, and through part of the 
]CSD well field. These flow-line based cross-sections are shown in Figures 3-7a through 3-7e 
for MZl through MZ5, respectively. These figures are identical to Figures 2-5a through 2-5e 
except that 3-7a through 3-7e contain the model-estimated groundwater levels for Scenarios 1 
and 3. The intent of these cross-sections is to show the saturated thickness through these 
cross-sections for 2010, 2020 and 2030, and wells located on or near these cross-sections. The 
horizontal red bars shown at most wells are the sustainability metr';cs provided by the well 

13 The minimum change is computed as the minimum change at a model cell and is not equal to the difference 

between the mirllmum elevations at a cell across scenarios Wlless the minimum occurs at the same model cell 

across the scenarios. 
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owners. Groundwater production at wells is presumed to be sustainable if the groundwater 
level at the well is greater than the sustainability metric. If the groundwater level falls below 
the sustainability metric, the owner will either lower their pumping equipment in their well or 
will have to reduce production. Careful review of Appendix A and these cross-sections 
indicates that groundwater levels for some FWC wells and a CVWD well come close falling 
below their respective sustainability metrics (see Figures 3-7b and 3-7c) . The pumping 
equipment in these wells will likely have to be lowered at some time in the future. Wells 
where pumping equipment may have to be lowered include the following: 

• City of Chino - Well No.5 

• CVWD - Well No. CB-5 

• FWC - Well Nos. F2A, F44A, F44B, F44C, 

• City of Ontario - Well Nos. No. 24, 27, 31, 37, 38, 39, 44, 50 

• CDA - Well Nos. CDA 1-9, 1-10, 1-14, 1-15, II-l 

The groundwater levels at several JCSD wells are projected to be close to or fall below their 
respective sustainability metrics. Because the saturated thickness is thin in the JCSD well field 
and many of their pumps are already near the well bottoms, it would be difficult, and in some 
cases impossible, to lower the pumping equipment to assure sustainable production. This 
includes most of the wells used by the J CSD for potable water supply: 

• JCSD - Well Nos. 6, 8, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,17, 18,20,22,25 

3.3 Recharge and/or Forbearance Required to Achieve 
Sustainable Production 

The sustainability challenge for the JCSD wells was hydrologically evaluated by conducting a 
sensitivity analysis to determine how sensitive groundwater levels at the J CSD wells were to 
new recharge at facilities near the JCSD wells and to reductions in production by the JCSD. 
The following scenarios were evaluated: 

• Scenario lA - Same as Scenario 1 except that the planned JCSD production was 

reduced by 20 percent starting in 2017 ,vith the reductions spread among the JCSD 

wells on a pro rata basis. 

• Scenario lB - Same as Scenario 1 except that recharge totaling 20 percent of the JCSD 

annual. production is assumed to occur starting in 2017. 

• Scena1~o lC - Same as Scenario 1 except that the planned JCSD production was 

reduced by 50 percent starting in 2017 with the reductions spread among the JCSD 

wells on a pro rata basis. 

• Scenario lD - Same as Scenario 1 except that recharge totaling SO percent of the 

JCSD annual production is assumed to occur starting in 2017. 
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• Scenario 3A - Same as Scenario 3 except that the planned JCSD production was 

reduced by 20 percent starting in 2017 with the reductions spread among the JCSD 

wells on a pro rata basis. 

• Scenario 3B - Same as Scenario 3 except that recharge totaling 20 percent of the JCSD 

annual production is assumed to occur starting in 2017. 

• Scenario 3C - Same as Scenario 3 except that the planned JCSD production was 

reduced by 50 percent starting in 2017 with the reductions spread among the JCSD 

wells on a pro rata basis. 

• Scenario 3D - Same as Scenario 3 except that recharge totaling 50 percent of the 

JCSD annual production is assumed to occur starting in 2017. 

Table 3-3 lists the assumed JCSD production and recharge for each scenario. The intent of 
these scenarios is determine whether a reduction in JCSD production, an increase in near-field 
recharge, or both activities will ensure sustainable production in the JCSD well field. For 
scenarios with reduced groundwater production, the reduced production would be offset 
through either imported water selved to the J CSD or by groundwater produced elsewhere in 
the Basin and conveyed to the JCSD. New recharge for Scenarios IB, ID, 3B, and 3D was 
assumed to occur at the Wineville Basin. The storm and supplemental water recharge capacity 
of the Wineville Basin is unknown. Recharge could be also be done by injection at JCSD 
wells. 

These scenatlos were simulated with the 2007 Watermaster model, and the results are 
summarized as time history charts in Appendix B and in tabular form in Table A-I in 
Appendix A. Review of these charts indicates the following: 

• Most of the JCSD wells that failed the sustainability test in Scenarios 1 and 3 failed the 

test for some or most the scenarios investigated above; although, the failures that did 

occur occurred later for some of the wells, and some failures were marginal. 

• Production from three of the twelve wells that failed the sustainability tests for 

Scenario 1 and production from two of the thirteen wells that failed the sustainability 

tests for Scenario 3 was projected to be sustainable with a reduction in JCSD 

production of twenty percent. 

• Production from two of the twelve wells that failed the sustainability tests for Scenario 

1 and production from one of the thirteen wells that failed the sustainability tests for 

Scenario 3 was projected to be sustainable with an increase in recharge at the \'Vineville 

Basin equal to twenty percent of the JCSD's annual production. 

• Production from four of the twelve wells that failed the sustainability tests for 

Scenario 1 and production from four of the thirteen wells that failed the sustainability 

tests for Scenario 3 was projected to be sustainable with a reduction in production of 

fifty percent. 

• Production from four of the twelve wells that failed the sustainability tests for 

Scenario 1 and production from four of the thirteen wells that failed the sustainability 
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tests for Scenario 3 was projected to be sustainable with an increase in recharge at the 

Wineville Basin equal to fifty percent of JCSD's annual production. 

• Several wells that failed the sustainability test had projected groundwater levels from 

either decreased production or increased recharge that were close to passing the 

sustainability test. 

• A twenty-percent and fifty-percent reduction ill JCSD production are more 

hydraulically efficient at ensuring sustainability than increasing recharge at the 

Wineville Basin and not reducing production. In fact after 2017, the year that 

reductions in J CSD production was assumed to occur, production at almost all the 

wells that failed the sustainability test was projected to be sustainable or to marginally 

fail the test. 

This sensitivity analysis suggests that reducing production or relocating production away from 
the J CSD well field is more hydraulically efficient than recharge. There are a lot of unknowns 
that will need to be resolved before imported water can be recharged at the Wineville Basin or 
other stormwater management facilities in the area. Watermaster and the IEUA are 
developing a proof-of-concept project to test the feasibility of large scale recharge in the 
Wineville Basin and exploring interagency agreements to relocate JCSD and CDA 
groundwater production to areas with greater production potential. 

The sensitivity analysis also suggests that aquifer storage and recovery with injection totals up 
to fifty percent of JCSD production could ensure sustainability. Conceptual production and 
recharge alternatives are discussed in Section 6 and subsequent sections of this report. 
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Section 4 - Inventory of Existing Recharge Facilities and 
Their Capabilities 

The objectives of this section are to describe existing recharge facilities and their capabilities 
and some new recharge concepts that were not included in the 2010 RMPU. Specifically this 
section answers the following questions: 

1. What are the existing recharge facilities and what is their ability to recharge storm and 
supplemental waters? 

2. What physically/institutionally limits the ability to recharge storm water at existing 
facilities and what improvements could be made to these facilities to capture more 
stonnwater? 

3. What physically/institutionally limits the supplemental water recharge capacity of the 
exis ting recharge facilities? 

4. What are the implications of the most recent draft recycled water recharge regulations 
for the Chino Basin? 

5. What is the recharge capacity of existing ASR facilities in the Chino Basin? 
6. What is the projected in-lieu recharge capacity in the Basin and what limits it? 

4.1 Existing Spreading Basins and Their Capacities 

As outlined as one of the goals of the Optimum Basin Management Program (OBMP), 
Watermaster and the IEUA partnered with the San Bernardino County Flood Control District 
(SBCFCD) and Chino Basin Water Conservation District to construct and/or improve 
eighteen recharge sites. This project, known as the Chino Basin Facilities Improvement 
Project (CBFIP), anticipated a total potential recharge capacity of 130,000 acre-ft/yr. This 
value was derived from the original design infiltration estimates for each site, anticipated 
stormwater capture, reliable availability of imported water, and a recycled water contribution 
limit of 20 percent for each basin. The potential recharge capacity for each basin and each 
type of water supply, as developed as part of the CBFIP, is provided in Table 4-1 for further 
reference. As part of the CBFIP, significant improvements were made to each recharge site to 
enhance water conveyance, recharge capabilities, data collection, and monitoring. 

Water conveyance improvements included various new water supply connections and 
diversions. Through the expansion of the IEUA recycled water distribution system, turnouts 
were connected to eleven of the eighteen sites. Similarly, as part of the CBFIP, several 
imported water turnouts were modified and/or constmcted along Metropolitan's Rialto 
Feeder pipeline. Stormwater conveyance improvements were made through the installation of 
in-channel diversion structures, such as rubber dams and grated drop inlets . 

Recharge capability improvements primarily consisted of removal of fine grained deposits 
from within the basin and the construction of internal levies. Many of these sites were not 
maintained for the purpose of recharge and were therefore sealed widl fine grained sediments 
that were deposited at the bottom of the basins during the many years of stormwater retention 
and release operations. This project removed these sediments and restored the base and side 
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slopes of the basins in a condition that best meets the recharge needs of the project. At 
several sites, internal levies were constructed to enhance the capture and storage capacity of 
the basin as well as to better manage the maintenance and recharge of each basin. 

A key component to the CBFIP was the development and installation of a state-of-the-art 
Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) system and corresponding field 
instrumentation. The field instrumentation included a variety of level sensors, automated 
gates/valves, pumps, and flow meters. Using the SCADA system, staff can access field 
equipment and data from a laptop and make required field changes. The SCADA has also 
enabled Watermaster and the IEUA to conduct detailed analysis of recharge performance. 

4.1.1 Spreading Facilities 

The CBFIP sites are located primarily in the northern portion of the Chino Basin and are 
spread from the San Antonio channel on the west to the base of the Jumpa Mountains on the 
east. In addition to being tracked on a regional basis, recharge operations are tracked and 
managed within three distinct management zones. The locations of the eighteen sites within 
their corresponding management zones are shown in Figure 2-10. As water supplies can be 
preferentially delivered to recharge facilities located within a specific management zone, 
Watermaster will set priorities based on basin and sub-basin recharge needs. 

There are two priroary types of recharge basins within the CBFlP: conse1vation and 
multipU1pose basins. Conse1vation basins are operated to recharge storm and supplemental 
water (ten sites). MultipU1pose basins are operated priroari1y for flood peak discharge 
attenuation and secondarily for the recharge of storm and supplemental water (eight sites). 

The CBFIP consisted of approximately $50M in iroprovements throughout the Chino Basin. 
Approximately 50 percent of these iroprovements were funded through grant proceeds from 
the State Water Resources Control Board. The remaining 50 percent was funded equally by 
the lEUA and Watermaster. Through the first seven years of operation, it is estimated that 
the project facilities have resulted in the recharge of nearly $52,000,000 of water into the 
Chino Basin. A summary of the value of water recharged by type and fiscal year is outlined in 
Table 4-2. 

4.1.2 Spreading Basin Recharge Performance 

Since initiation in 2005, data has been tracked closely for recharge of all types of water at each 
site. To date, the project has accounted for more than 200,000 AF of recharge into the Chino 
Basin. The historical recharge for each basin, in total and on average, is summarized in Tables 
4-3 and 4-4, respectively. 

During this same time frame (2005-2012), recharge by management zone has also been 
tracked. Recharge by management zone is part of the Peace Agreement and OBMP and a 
critical component when considering known concerns of pU1nping depressions, subsidence, 
water quality, and changing water levels throughout the Chino Basin. Figures 4-1 and 4-2 

------------------~--~====== 
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show average recharge by management zone and type from 2005 to the most recent full year 
of data (2011). As evident in these figures, the MZ1 recharge requirement of 6,500 acre-ft/yr 
has been met on an average if not annual basis, and in recent years, recharge within MZ3 has 
increased. 

Through the evaluation of the collected recharge data, it was generally observed that the actual 
recharge rates have been lower than those planned during design of the CBFIP. The reduced 
recharge rates have been primarily atttibuted to reduced infiltration rates due to compaction 
or clogging of the basin surface with fine sediments or biological growth. A summary of the 
planned and actual infiltration rates, measured in feet per day, is shown in Figure 4-3. 

The most effective way to keep infiltration rates maximized at each site is through a well
planned and managed maintenance program. The existing maintenance program is funded by 
Watennaster and the IEUA and is proposed in March of the year prior to the planned fiscal 
year. Contractually, Watermaster's share of funding is based on the actual sto= and imported 
water recharged at each basin plus related turnout and habitat mitigation commitments, while 
the IEUA's share is based on recycled water recharge at each basin. In practice, Wate=aster 
funding is typically based on what is available through Watermaster assessments, which is 
generally consistent with the prior year's budget. Basin maintenance is therefore prioritized 
based on available funds and has not been based on the economic merits of rehabilitated 
recharge potentials. 

Through an evaluation of the historical recharge volumes and infiltration rates, several basins 
have been identified as impediments in meeting the original project potential capacity. A few 
of the key facilities are outlined below. 

4.1.2.1 Banana & Hickory Basins 

Although designated as separate basins, the Banana and Hickory Basins are within 1/2 mile 
and share various water supply sources, channels, and pipelines, and have similar geological 
characteristics. These basins were anticipated to have infiltration rates between 1.5 and 2.0 
feet per day for a combined recharge volume of up to 11,600 acre-ft/yr. However, the 
historical infiltration rates have averaged approximately 0.5 feet per day for both sites with an 
average total recharge of 1,300 acre-ft/yr. 

4.1.2.2 Etiwanda Debris Basin 

The Etiwanda Debris Basin recently underwent a series of environmental restoration 
improvements by the SBCFCD. These improvements resulted in rerouting of native and 
imported water recharge areas. Although the average infiltration rate of 1 feet day is less than 
the planned 3 feet per day, post improvement infiltration rates are closer to 0.5 feet per day. 
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4 .1.2.3 Upland Basin 

The Upland Basin is a critical flood control facility for the City of Upland. As a required 
condition of the site development, a buttress was constmcted on several sides of the basin. It 
is suspected that the recharge capacity of the basin was significantly affected by the depth of 
the basin and the compaction of the side wall sediments. 

It is also important to note that the original potential capacities for these sites were based on 
modeled stormwater flows and the availability of imported water supplies. 

Stormwater: As data has become available, the stormwater flow projections have been further 
refined. Based on the maximum recharge year for each basin, over 19,000 AF of storrowater 
was captured and recharged (92% of planned recharge capacity). 

Imported Water: It is anticipated that nearly 70% of the total anticipated recharge was through 
the spreading of imported water purchased through Metropolitan. Historically, it was 
anticipated that this water would be available 7 out of every 10 years. Starting in 2008, it 
became apparent that imported water would be available much less often (less than 3 out of 
every 10 years) and that the focus of the CBFIP should be primarily on the recharge of 
storrowater and recycled water. 

Within the Chino Basin, there are several channel drainage systems that feed various recharge 
sites. Evaluating the historical data and performance of each recharge site, each recharge 
drainage system was reviewed to deterroine if the capture and recharge of various types of 
water were maximized. Figures 4-4 through 4-13 (attached) summarize the findings of 
recharge performance/limitations for each drainage system. 

Watermaster has an existing appropriative water right permit from the State Water Resources 
Control Board, Division of Water Rights. Permit No. 21225 was issued on October 9, 2008 
in response to Application No. 31369. The pennit allows the diversion of surface water 
flowing in a channel for purposes of groundwater recharge within the boundaries of the area 
administered by Watermaster. The water appropriated is limited to the quantity that can be 
beneficially used for purposes of industrial, irrigation, stock watering (dairy use), or municipal 
use. The total combined amount taken by direct diversion and storage during anyone year is 
68,500 acre-feet. The permit lists 29 intended points of diversion into recharge basins from 
the various Chino Basin creek systems. 

The pemut requires that 68,500 acre-ft/yr of stormwater be put to beneficial use by 
December 31, 2075. Water which is not put to beneficial use by that date is no longer 
authorized to be diverted. Waste or unreasonable use of water or unreasonable method of 
diversion and use of the water is not allowed. Over the past six years (July 2005 to June 
2011), an average of approximately 11,000 acre-ft/l'r of starmwater has been diverted for 
recharge. The minimum and maximum amounts diverted were 4,734 acre-ft/yr and 17,051 
acre-ft/yr, respectively. 
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4.1.3 Historical Spreading of Supplemental Water 

Supplemental water recharge in the Chino Basin can either be imported water or recycled 
water. Imported water is used for replenishment purposes to offset overproduction of the 
basin, and recycled water is assigned (pro-rata) to the IEUA agencies that provide wastewater. 
Imported water comes from the State Water Project (SWP) via Metropolitan/the IEUA, and 
recycled water is delivered by the IEUA. This imported and recycled water is delivered to the 
recharge basins through several locations, as shown in Figure 2-10 and 2-11. 

4.1.3.1 Imported Water 

Historically, Watemlaster purchases replenishment water when one or more of the parties 
overproduces . Wateffi1aster has traditionally met its replenishment obligations by purchasing 
inoported water from Metropolitan (replenishment water service) and unproduced 
groundwater from the appropriators. In the recent past, Metropolitan was typically able to 
supply all of the replenishment needs in its service area with replenishment water service, 
which was estimated to be available seven out of ten years. Recent court rulings regarding 
endangered species and the drought have severely limited the ability of Metropolitan and other 
SWP contractors to obtain SWP water. In 2008, Metropolitan provided a revised 
replenishment water se1vice forecast, projecting that replenishment water would be available 
three out of ten years. 

Watermaster has an obligation under the Judgment to provide replenishment water for 
overproduction in the p1~or year" with the cost borne mosdy or entirely by the overproducing 
party. Because of a recent Metropolitan proposal to elinoinate the replenishment program and 
discounted rate, Watermaster will have to acquire new non-traditional supplemental water 
supplies for replenishment. These non-traditional supplemental water supplies could consist 
of Metropolitan Tier I and Tier II service waters, non-IEUA recycled water, and other 
inoported supplies from the Central Valley, the Colorado River, and other areas. 

4 .1.3.2 Recycled Water 

In 2005, the IEUA initiated an aggressive recycled water reuse program for its se1vice area. 
Under this program, most of the recycled water produced in the IEUA service area will be 
direcdy reused for irrigation, landscaping, and other direct reuse purposes. The remaining 
recycled water is recharged at selected spreading basins. 

Recycled water recharge is not used to satisfy replenishment obligations. Instead, it is 
recharged into the basin and subsequendy assigned to certain appropriator parties' 
supplemental storage accounts, thereby potentially increasing the appropriators' production 
rights and reducing their future replenishment liabilities. Watermaster assigns recharged 
recycled water to appropriators based on the relative sewage contributions of d,e 
appropriators to the IEUA. 

14 Judgment, paragraph 45 
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4.1.4 Increase In Recharge from Operational and Minor Facility 
Improvements 

As part of the review of the 2010 GWRMP Update, several additional operational and minor 
facility improvements were identified as potential opportunities to quickly enhance recharge 
\vithin the Chino Basin. These enhancements are generally broken down into the following 
categories. 

4.1.4.1 Internal Berms 

• San Sevaine Basin - construction of intemal berms within basin 5 would enable a 
larger portion of the basin floor to be wet, therefore increasing sto=water capture 
and recharge. 

• College Heights Basins - the constmction of intemal berms (E-W) \vithin basins will 
better spread recharge within the basin and is anticipated to reduce the potential of site 
seepage to the west. 

4.1.4.2 Basin Rehabilitation 

• Etiwanda Debris Basin - less than expected infiltration rates have been observed. 
Ripping of the basin and rebuilding of an intemal be= would enhance capture and 
recharge. 

4.1.4.3 Conveyance Improvements 

• Jurupa Basin - the pump station at Jumpa Basin currently has only one pump that 
supplies a maximum delivery of 10 cfs of imported or stormwater to RP-3. The 
facility was constructed \vitll an empty bay for a second pump. Installation of the 
second pump would enable the facility to capture all flows from tlle San Sevaine 
channel. 

• Montclair Basins - as part of the CBFIP, it was originally planned to automate tlle 
inlet gate into Montclair Basin No.1 as well as to construct an inlet from the San 
Antonio channel into Montclair Basin Nos. 2 or 3. These improvements would enable 
the Montclair Basin to make inlet adjustments remotely and ensure that diversion 
could remain in effect during maintenance activities. 

In addition to the abovementioned operational and minor facility inlprovements, tlle 
following projects have been identified as viable opportnnities to promote recharge with only 
minor improvements. 

• Wineville Basin15 
- as outlined in detail within the 2010 GWRMP Update, Wineville 

Basin is a very large basin with outstanding conveyance infrastructure (flow through 

15 The Wineville Basin project was identified in the 2010 R11PU. The project described herein is part of reduced 

project that was described as «proof of concept" project to assess the infiltration characteristics and feasibility of 
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stormwater basin with upstream recycled water and imported water turnout facilities). 
It is proposed that as a short term improvement, a dirt berm be installed in this basin 
to promote water storage and recharge. 

• Princeton Basin - this basin is a flow through basin that currently receives water 
released from 8th Street Basins prior to being recaptured at Ely Basin. Enhancement 
of this site would include minor grading and rehabilitation and would help relieve the 
heavy hydraulic loading to Ely Basin. 

The Wineville Basin and Princeton Basin projects, mentioned above, are only two examples of 
numerous additional potential recharge basins within the service area. There are additional 
recharge basins that were not a part of the original eighteen CBFIP basins that have been 
identified by individual parties (i.e. recharge basins in Fontana). These additional stormwater 
retention basins are not owned by any of the existing parties to the Four-Party Agreement; 
however, these additional recharge opportunities will be pursued with the required 
coordination and agreements, if determined feasible. There are presently no estimates of 
increased storm or supplemental recharge capacity from the implementation of these projects . 

4 .1.5 Impact of Anticipated Changes in the Draft Title 22 Rules for 
Groundwater Recharge with Recycled Water 

The California Department of Public Health (CDPH) is responsible for the development of 
reguhtions for the use of recycled water for groundwater recharge. The CDPH works with 
the local Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) to issue site-specific permits. The 
IEUA and Watermaster currently have 13 sites that are permitted through the RWQCB 
(Order No. R8-2007-0039) for groundwater recharge of recycled water. 

In 2010, Senate Bill 918 was enacted, which required the CDPH to adopt uniform water 
recycling criteria for groundwater recharge (using recycled water) by December 31, 2013. 
Following the release of new proposed recycled water groundwater recharge regulations, the 
CDPH initiated a series of workshops in late 2011. Key changes to the proposed regulations 
included additional monitoring (type and frequency) , diluent water characterization, and travel 
time determination. 

Based on these proposed changes, the primary change of concern that could affect recharge 
capabilities for new recharge projects is the diluent water characterization. The new 
regulations infer that stormwater will be regulated to meet MCLs. If MCLs are not met, the 
water cannot be used as diluent water when calculating the allowable recycled water 
contribution for that specific basin, hence reducing potential recycled water deliveries. 

It is not expected tl,at the requirements within tl,e proposed regulations would affect the 
IEUAjWatermaster, as they are operating under an existing Order. In the event that the 
CD PH or the RWQCB identifies components of the Order that do not adequately meet 

the project identified in the 2010Rr...1PU. The suggestion herein is that the proof of concept project could be the 

final project. 
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public health targets, portions of all of the new regulations could be imposed on the 
IEUA/Watermaster. 

4.2 Other Recharge/Storage Management Methods 

4.2.1 In-Lieu Recharge 

In-lieu recharge occurs when a water purveyor with production rights in the Chino Basin 
elects to use supplemental water (typically imported water) in-lieu of pumping Chino Basin 
groundwater. The unproduced Chino Basin groundwater is reclassified as supplemental water 
pursuant to the Judgment and can be used to satisfy a replenishment obligation by an equal 
amount. In-lieu recharge has proven to be a more feasible form of recharging the Chino Basin 
than constructing recharge basins or aquifer storage and recovery (ASR) wells. However, it 
typically requires economic incentives that are not always available to entice participation. 

4.2.2 Existing In-lieu Recharge Capacity 

The in-lieu recharge capacities estimated during the Dry Year Yield Program Expansion in 
2008 range from 25,000 to 40,000 acre-ft/yr (Black & Veatch, 2008). The only other major 
Chino Basin groundwater producer that also receives imported water is the Fontana Water 
Company (FWC). Based on FWC imported water capacity, Chino Basin groundwater 
production capacity, and historical demands, it is estimated that another 5,000 to 10,000 acre
ftlyr of in-lieu potential could theoretically be added. This would give a total of 30,000 to 
50,000 acre-ft/yr of estimated in-lieu potential for the Chino Basin. 

4.2.3 Historical In-lieu Recharge 

The Chino Basin has taken imported water in-lieu of groundwater production through a 
number of conjunctive use programs provided by Metropolitan (i.e. Replenishment, Cyclic, 
Trust Storage/Forbearance, and Dry Year Yield). All four programs have provided water to 
the Chino Basin in years when Metropolitan has surplus supplies; this water is then pumped 
out at a later date when Metropolitan has limited supplies. Each program has slighdy different 
supply costs and incentives, but all programs increase local supplies to the Chino Basin that 
can be used in times of imported water shortages. Since 1978, an estimated 350,000 AF of 
imported water has come into the Chino Basin through in-lieu methods. 

4.2.4 Increase in In-lieu Recharge Capacity from Operational and 
Minor Facility Improvements 

As described above, historically there are several programs that Chino Basin parties have 
participated in that have brought surplus water into the basin via in-lieu. However, the parties 
have other local resources (i.e. groundwater, surface water, desalter water, and recycled water) 
that provide additional opportunities to bring surplus water into the basin through in-lieu 
methods. Below are few examples of potential in-lieu opportunities widlin the Chino Basin. 
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• Potable Water Interconnections - between the JCSD and the City of Ontario, the 
CVWD, and the Fontana Water Company (FWC)16 Existing or constructed potable 
water interconnections between agencies (i.e. the CVWD, Ontario, the FWC, and the 
JCSD) can be utilized to deliver surplus surface water, other groundwater, or imported 
water in-lieu of Chino Basin groundwater production. This would achieve 
replenishment and improve the balance of recharge and discharge in management 
zones of concern by decreasing the JCSD's groundwater production. 

• Desalter Production Reallocation - i.e. more to the JCSD. Desalter production could 
be reallocated to the JCSD, from any other CDA agency, in-lieu of Chino Basin 
groundwater production, which would achieve replenishment and improve the balance 
of recharge and discharge in the ]CSD area. 

• Metropolitan Improvements - i.e. Riverside/Corona feeder. The Riverside/Corona 
Feeder could supply treated SWP water to the ]CSD in-lieu of groundwater 
production, which would achieve replenishment and improve the balance of recharge 
and discharge in the JCSD area. 

4.3 Existing ASR Capacity 

ASR wells are usually wells that function as injection and recovery wells. Water treated to 
drinking water standards is injected into an aquifer when sU1-plus water is available and 
recovered later when needed. The only existing ASR wells in the Chino Basin are owned and 
operated by Monte Vista Water District (MVWD). Typically, the MVWD can recharge up to 
3,500 acre-ft/yr (can be as high as 5,400 acre-ft/yr, depending on maintenance schedules) of 
treated SWP water by injection at its wells-4, 30, 32, and 33 (ASR project)-and 
subsequently recover most this water within the same year. Injection has generally occurred in 
the seven-month period of October through April, and recovery has generally occurred in the 
five-month period of May through September. Table 4-5 lists the MVWD ASR wells and their 
respective injection and extraction capacities. 

T hrough the RMPU process, four additional ASR projects were identified that could be used 
to increase the supplemental water recharge capacity of the Chino Basin, to provide 
Watermaster additional recharge capacity during the rainy season, and to provide \'V'atermaster 
with another tool to balance recharge and discharge pursuant to the Peace Agreement. 

These ASR projects would include the conversion of existing production wells or the 
construction of new wells within each service area. These facilities would be owned and 
operated by the individual agencies. These projects would not only provide additional water 
supply but increase the supplemental water recharge capacity of the Chino Basin and rednce 

16 In-lieu recharge requires that a party have a supplemental supply and possession of groundwater production 

rights. The Fontana Water Company's share of operating safe yield is about .009 percent and is likely too small 

to affect significant in-lieu recharge. However, an interconnection with the ]CSD could be used for in-lieu 

recharge by the ]CSD forgoing the production of some of its production rights and would provide significant 

benefits to the ]CSD. 
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the groundwater level impacts of reoperation in each service area. In addition, they will 
provide Watermaster with more wintertime recharge capacity when its recharge basins are 
being used to recharge stormwater. Table 4-6 shows the existing and potential ASR injection 
capacities. 

4.4 Total Supplemental Recharge Capacity 

The 2010 RMPU evaluated the frequency of storms and runoff into recharge facilities that 
also recharge imported water and determined that the supplemental water recharge capacity of 
the existing spreading basins is about 99,000 acre-ft/yr but is limited to about 83,100 acre
ftlyr due to turnout limitations on the Rialto Pipeline. Existing ASR capacity for 
supplemental water recharge is about 3,500 acre-ft/ yr. The total wet-water recharge capacity 
(supplemental water recharge capacity in spreading basins + ASR recharge capacity) is 86,600 
acre-ft yr. In-lieu recharge capacity ranges from about 25,000 to 40,000 acre-ft/yr. In-lieu 
recharge can be used to improve the balance of recharge and discharge in the basin. The tot,~l 
supplemental water recharge capacity (supplemental water recharge capacity in spreading 
basins + ASR recharge capacity + in-lieu capacity) ranges from 111,600 to 126,600 acre-ft yr. 
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Section 6 - Recharge Options to Improve Yield and 
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Appendix A 

Projected Groundwater Elevation Time Series 
for Selected Wells for Scenarios 1 and 3e 
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Appendix B 
Projected Groundwater Elevation Time Series for 
JCSD Wells for Scenarios 1, 1A-1D, 3 and 3A-3D 
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ApPENDIXC 
COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

C.1 CITY OF CHINO (DAVE CROSLEY) 

1 

May 2012 

Section 2, 
top of page 
22 and to 
Table 2-3 

I thought I should touch base with you on one Thank you for your comment. Table 2-3 shows 
circumstance to make certain there is no mis- actual and projected actual production. The fact that 
understanding. Refer to the top of page 22 and to the City may provide recycled water to members of 
Table 2-3, where projected Ag and Appropriator the agricultural pool in-lieu of the agricultural pool 
demands are described. The numbers described member's production of groundwater is not 
for Chino are correct .. . we do plan to produce as accounted for in Table 2-3 or Scenarios 1 through 4. 
described. However, because we supply a large 
amount of water to Ag folks , the WM accounting 
and assessment process regards Chino's 
production as having been produced by the Ag 
Pool. In other words, the summarized assessment 
package will not readily support the numbers (at 
least for Chino) in Table 2-3. One must dive deep 
into the assessment package back-up data to 
understand that water reported in the assessment 
package as having been produced by the Ag Pool 
was actually produced by Chino wells . (I think you 
already know this.) 

C.1-1 
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C.2 CITY OF CHINO HILLS (MIKE MAESTAS) 

1 

May 2012 

Appendix A, 
TableA1 

and 
associated 
tables and 

charts 

Following is a list of our wells and the pump setting 
elevations to be used for your matrix. For 
sustainability. Please apply the pump setting 
elevations plus 20-feet. Thank you. 

Wel11A 
Wel17A/7B 
Well 15 
Well 17 

383 
443 
383 
172 

C.2-1 

ApPENDIXC 

Thank you. The tables, charts and text have been 
updated to reflect this information. 
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C.3 CHINO DESALTER AUTHORITY (BRIAN DICKINSON) 

1 

May 2012 

Appendix A, 
Table A1 

and 
associated 
tables and 

charts 

Today we had a TAC meeting to discuss our well 
sustainability criteria which was originally submitted 
to Wildermuth Environmental. Through group 
discussion we came to a consensus that the COA 
criteria should be set at top of pump plus 40-feet. 

C.3-1 

ApPENDIXC 

Thank you. The tables, charts and text have been 
updated to reflect this information. 

11 
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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

C.4 JURUPA COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT (THOMAS HARDER AND COMPANY) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

May 2012 

Section 1 
general 

comment 

Page 12, 
second 

paragraph. 

Figures 2-
1a and 2-

1 b. 

Page 20, 
first full 

paragraph 

Page 23 

This section essentially duplicates Chapter 2 of the 
2010 Recharge Master Plan. We appreciate the 
addition of the Watermaster Board directive from 
the December 15, 2011 Board meeting. 

This paragraph refers to groundwater elevation 
contour maps for fall 2000 and fall 2010. However, 
Figures 2-1 a and 2-1 b are labeled as spring 2000 
and spring 2010, respectively. 

Comment noted. The intent of Section 1 is to 
present a complete introduction including the original 
intent of the 2007 Court Order regarding the 2010 
Recharge Master Plan Update and the decisions and 
actions that led the Watermaster and the IEUA to the 
current effort. 

Thank you for the observation. The text was revised 
to use spring instead of fall. 

I recommend showing a groundwater flow direction I Comment noted. 
arrow on these figures to illustrate the flow direction. 

It appears the reference to Figure 2-7 should be I Thank you for the observation. The text was revised. 
Figure 2-8 Storage in the Chino Basin. 

This section becomes the basis for basin operation Thank you for the observation. Headings were 
scenarios analyzed with the groundwater flow added. Text clarifying the location and magnitude of 
model. However, it is not obvious which scenarios replenishment and recharge were added to Section 
are being described and where. I suggest 3. 
subheadings before the paragraphs that describe 
the scenarios so we have an easy reference. I 
would like the subheadinas to clearlv label the 

C.4-1 
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May 2012 

Page 26, 
third 

paragraph 

Page 27, 
second 

bullet near 
the bottom 
of the page 

Page 29, 
first 

paragraph , 
last 

sentence 

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

scenario with descriptive information as appropriate 
(e.g. Scenario 1 - Baseline Scenario). 

I also recommend a summary table of the basin 
operation scenarios. Although Tables 2-4 through 2-
7 provide great numerical detail of the scenarios, it 
would be beneficial to have a brief synopsis of each 
scenario on a single table. 

Somewhere in the description of scenarios, there 
needs to be a description of assumptions regarding 
artificial recharge amounts and distribution in the 
basin through the planning period (scenario-specific 
if appropriate). 

It appears the reference to Figure 2-8 should be 
Figure 2-9. 

ApPENDIXC 

Thank you for the observation. The text was revised. 

I recommend revising the first sentence of this bullet I Comment noted. 
to read, "For the Chino Basin as a whole, no new 
recharge facilities or new sources of replenishment 
water will be required to meet future replenishment 
obligations, as required by the Judgment." 

This sentence is unclear. 

C.4·2 

Thank you for the observation. The figure number 
was changed from 2-9 to 2-10. 



JCSD ApPENDIXC 
COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

9 Page 29, It is my understanding that the Metropolitan Water Thank you for the observation. The text was revised. 
second District (MWD) rate increase will be 5 percent in The Metropolitan Board approved this lesser rate 

paragraph 2012/13, not 7.5 percent. increase after this text was prepared. 

10 Page 29, The last sentence appears to reference the wrong Thank you for the observation. The text was revised. 
third table (should be Table 2-10, not 2-11 ). 

paragraph 

11 Page 29, No.5 is unclear. The maximum infiltration rate occurs just post 
bullet at the cleaning. A footnote has been added to make this 
end of page clearer. 

12 Page 30, I " ... 2012/12 10-yr Capital Improvement Program:" I Comment appreciated and text revised 
-0 Number 7 Should this be 2012/22? ~ 
U"1 
0 13 Page 30, I The reference should be to infiltration rates <0.5 I Thank you for the observation. The text was revised. 

last bullet, ft/day. 
Number 2 

14 Page 32, Scenarios 1 and 3 are analyzed and presented in The stakeholders in the Watermaster-IEUA Steering 
second the report. However, Scenario 4, which resu lts in Committee process agreed, without dissention, that 

paragraph, the greatest decrease in groundwater storage at the Scenarios 1 and 3 would be used to bookend the 
first bullet end of the planning period (see Table 2-7) is not production and replenishment projections. Text has 

addressed or analyzed. It was my understanding been added to make this clearer. 
that the four scenarios represented the "book-ends" 
of potential production sensitivity. If we are not 
going to analyze and present the worst-case 
scenario, then we should provide an explanation. 

15 Page 33, Revise the last sentence to read "At some JCSD I The text of the report was revised in response to this 

May 2012 C.4-3 
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16 Series of 
-c 

bullets N 
CJ1 starting on ~ 

page 33 and 
running 

through 35 

May 2012 

C OMMENTS ANO RESPONSES 

wells , the groundwater elevation falls below the 
sustainability metric provided by the JCSD and the 
pumps cannot be lowered further because they are 
already in the bottom of the wells. " 

Pgs. 33 through 35 bullets. This section is 
confusing . I suggest simplifying the discussion 
based on Figures 3-6a and 3-6b. 

It is noted from Figures 3-6a and 3-6b that 
groundwater levels are projected to decline 
throughout most of the basin for both scenarios. It is 
further noted that sustainability metrics are 
exceeded in various places of Ontario and Fontana 
in both scenarios. This needs to be more closely 
scrutinized when evaluating the option of relocating 
JCSD pumping in other parts of the basin. 

It is also noted that groundwater levels rise in the 
Pomona/Monte Vista Water District area in Scenario 
3. Are the artificial recharge assumptions for this 
scenario different from those of Scenario 1 (see 
above comment regarding Pg. 23)? 

CA-4 

ApPENDIXC 

Thank you for the observation. The text has been 
revised to incorporate this refinement. 

Comment note. As to your specific question (and as 
stated above in response to comment number 5, text 
was added to describe the location and magnitude of 
replenishment and recharge. The algorithm used to 
establish the location and rate of recharge is 
consistent among all scenarios although the location 
and rate of recharge varies among the scenarios. 

! 
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20 

May 2012 

Page 35, 
bullet near 
bottom of 
the page 

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

The last bullet references Chino Basin Desalter 
Authority (CDA) wells. However, it is noted that the 
CDA has developed new sustainability metrics that 
may increase the number of wells shown here. 

ApPENDIXC 

We received revised sustainability metrics from the 
CDA on April 25, 2012 which was after the draft on 
which you are commenting. Text was revised as 
appropriate. 

Page 35, 
last 

Pg . 35, last paragraph. Revise 2nd sentence to read I Thank you for the observation. The text has been 
"Because the saturated thickness is thin in the revised to incorporate this refinement. 

paragraph I JCSD well field and many of their pumps are 
already near the bottoms of the wells , it would be 
difficult, and in some cases impossible, to lower the 
pumping equipment to assure sustainable 
production." 

Page 36, 
last 

paragraph, 
third 

sentence 

Page 37, 
last bullet 

Page 37, 
last 

paragraph 

As discussed above, supplying JCSD with 
groundwater pumped from another part of the basin 
may not be advised or even feasible . 

This statement is unclear. 

The sensitivity analysis does not address relocating 
production away from the JCSD well field because 
this production was not replaced elsewhere in the 
model during the scenario. If it was, please provide 
a description of the distribution of replacement 
production. 

C.4-5 

It's not clear what discussion "above" the commenter 
is referring to The advisability and feasibility of 
producing groundwater elsewhere in the basin and 
conveying that water to JCSD may be an important 
management option and it will be addressed in 
Section 6 and subsequent sections of this report, 

Comment noted 

Forbearance by the JCSD was simulated by 
reducing production in the JCSD well field only. The 
location in the Chino Basin of the replacement 
production will be evaluated in Section 6 and 
subsequent sections of this report, The modeling 
results clearly show that most of the sustainable 

"h"Upnnp faced bv the JCSD is due to 
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Page 38, 
last 

paragraph, 
second to 

last 
sentence 

Page 47, 
first bullet 

Page 47, 
second 

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

This sentence is unclear. Furthermore, the 
inference that Aquifer Storage and Recovery (ASR) 
wel ls were evaluated in the sensitivity analysis is 
not true. It is my understanding that scenarios 
involved reducing JCSD production or increasing 
recharge in Wineville Basin, not injecting water at 
specific locations designated as ASR wells. Further, 
injecting at a rate that is half of JCSD's production 
(approximately 9,000 acre-ft/yr) may not be feasible 
or cost effective. At this point, ASR wells should 
only be mentioned as one option of an overall 
solution. 

Suggest adding Fontana Water Company as a 
potential interconnection party. 

ApPENDIXC 

the location and density of the JCSD wells and the 
magnitude production at the JCSD wells. 

Thank you for the observation. . The text has been 
revised for clarity by replacing the phrase "fifty
percent of the total recharge" to "fifty-percent of 
JCSD production". The basis of the suggestion that 
recharge at the JCSD wells annually with up to fifty 
percent of the annual JCSD production comes from 
the fifty-percent forbearance simulations (Scenarios 
1 C and 3C, with fifty-percent forbearance of 
projected JCSD production). It is appropriate to 
include ASR in this section as a possible alternative 
that should be explored in Section 6 and subsequent 
sections of this report. 

Thank you for the observation. As titled, this 
subsection discuses in-lieu recharge. In-lieu 
recharge requires that a party have a supplemental 
supply and possession of groundwater production 
rights. The Fontana Water Company's share of 
operating safe yield is about .009 percent and is 
likely too small to affect significant in-lieu recharge. 
However an interconnection with the JCSD could be 
used for in-lieu recharge by the JCSD forgoing 
production of some of its production rights provide 
significant benefits to the JCSD. 

It appears that the intent of this is reallocation of I Thank you for the observation. The text has been 
desalter production and not an increase in overall 

C4-6 
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bullet I desalter production. I suggest deleting the word I revised to incorporate this refinement . 
"Additional" from the first sentence. 

24 Section 6 I Although it was suggested at the last Recharge I Comment noted. 
Outline Master Plan Steering Committee to address Section 

6 after the June Court submittal , I recommend that 
we include in the submittal an outline of Section 6 
that identifies concepts that are being considered 
for the implementation plan . The concepts 
submitted at the last meeting are a good start. I 
would like to reorder the topics to include 2010 
Recharge Master Plan Update Phases I through III 
projects first as this was the directive of the Court. 
This list should also include the option of recharge 
using ASR wells . 

25 

May 2012 

Section 6 
Outline 

Another topic that should also be included among 
the options is an evaluation of the possible 
redistribution of COA pumping. 

C.4-? 

Comment noted. 

ApPENDIXC 
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C.s MONTE VISTA WATER DISTRICT (MARK KINSEY AND JUSTIN SCOTT-COE) 

1 none 

2 

May 2012 

In general , we note that the results of the RMPU I Thank you. Comment noted. 
analysis demonstrate more than adequate capacity 
to support the long-term recharge and 
replenishment obligations of the parties to the Chino 
Basin Judgment. This is a success story for 
collaborative groundwater basin management and 
something in which all parties to the Judgment 
should collectively take great pride. The RMPU also 
demonstrates that the long-term issue faced by the 
Chino Basin is not inadequate recharge capacity but 
the need to secure additional sources of 
replenishment and recharge water. 

We note that "sustainability" is a term employed 
repeatedly in this document. "Sustainability" is not a 
term that appears in the Judgment or Peace 
Agreements. Its specific use appears to have been 
introduced into the Watermaster process through 
Wildenmuth's modeling work for well pumping 
parameters, e.g. "sustainability metrics." We would 
prefer that the term be used in this specific context 
only and not used more general ly, as it potentia lly 
recharacterizes the parties' obligations under the 
Judgment and Peace Agreements (e.g. , support of 
sustained aroundwater Dumaina bv individual 

C.5-1 

Comment noted. Sustainability as used in the report 
refers only to the ability to sustain production at a 
well at a desired amount. It has no nexus to the 
Judgment or the Peace Agreements. The 
sustainability metrics are defined and explained in 
two places in the draft report and are currently 
highlighted in yellow. Groundwater production at 
wells is presumed to be sustainable if the 
groundwater level at the well is greater than the 
sustainability metric. Sustainability metrics are 
defined for each well by well owner. If the 

roundwater level falls below the 
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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

parties rather than balancing the recharge and 
discharge within subareas of the basin). Instead, we 
request that descriptions of the general goals for the 
RMPU use terms such as "long-term hydrologic 
balance" which are defined and consistently used in 
the Judgment and Peace Agreements. 

ApPENDIXC 

metric, the owner will either lower their pumping 
equipment in their well or will have to reduce 
production. 

We would recommend, when discussing the specific I Comment noted. This will be addressed in Section 6 
solutions for subareas of the basin that are out of and subsequent sections of this report. 
long-term hydrologic balance , that the RMPU look 
at past successful efforts to achieve balance in 
other subareas of the basin. We would suggest that 
MZ1 offers such a model of addressing significant 
issues of production constraints in a collaborative 
and cost-effective manner. 

Changes in the Chino Basin groundwater levels: 
discussion highlights the effect since 2002 of Chino 
1 and 2 desalters in maintaining hydraulic control. I 
would suggest adding "the Chino Basin proposed 
the Hydraulic Control program and it was approved 
for implementation by the RWQCB and that OCWD 
supported the actions of the RWQCB and did not 
oppose the action." 

As mentioned above, the RMPU demonstrates that 
sufficient recharge capacity exists basin-wide to 
meet our collective replenishment and recharge 
obligations. We believe that increasing storm water 

in MZ3 is one of the potential approaches to 

C.5-2 

Thank you for the observation. The text was revised 
in the subsection entitled Groundwater Level 
Changes Across the Basin to incorporate these 
thoughts. 

Comment noted. This concept will be considered in 
Section 6 and subsequent sections of this report. 
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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

addressing the long-term hydrologic imbalance in 
that basin subarea. A secondary benefit of such an 
approach is to increase new yield being introduced 
into the basin. Based on preliminary work already 
completed it would cost the parties several million 
dollars to implement these projects. To encourage 
all parties to participate in funding storm water 
recharge improvements, we recommend that firm 
new yield estimates be determined for each project 
and that these estimates not be adjusted downward 
during the period of repayment. 

Figure 2-6e shows significant groundwater recharge 
into MZ5 from the Santa Ana River and the City of 
Riverside WWTP (through the river). It is our 
understanding that one of purposes of installing 
desalter wells in MZ4, MZ3, and MZ2 is to induce 
inflow from the river into the basin. If this is the 
case, why is no recharge from the river reflected in 
Figures 2-6d, 2-6-c, and 2-6b for the period 
following the installation of these wells? 

On page 20, the RMPU incorrectly presents 
carryover water as stored water. Under the 
Judgment, these are completely separate 
categories of water. We request that carryover 
water be excluded from the description of stored 
water on page 20 and the calculations of past, 

and Droiected future stored water in Tables 

C.5-3 

ApPENDIXC 

The recharge "bars" shown in each of the Figures 2-
6a through 2-6e are specific to recharge through the 
surface of the management zone. Santa Ana River 
water recharge occurs in MZ5 through the 
streambed only in MZ5. 

Thank you for the observation. The intent was to 
describe the amount of water in storage and the text, 
tables and charts were reviewed to remove the term 
"stored water". 
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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

2-1 and 2-2 and Figures 2-8 (incorrectly labeled 
Figure 2-7 on page 20) and 2-9. 

On pages 23 and 31, the RMPU cites prior studies 
by Wildermuth projecting a reduction of safe yield 
from its current 140,000 AFY to 130,000 AFY by 
2035. We request that the RMPU discuss how its 
recommendations for increasing recharge would 
impact these projected reductions. 

On page 21, last paragraph , second sentence, we 
request that the sentence be rewritten to read as 
follows: "Several appropriators have demonstrated 
that, given increased replenishment, power, and 
assessment costs, it is currently or will soon be 
more economical to purchase Metropolitan water 
directly than to produce groundwater in excess of 
their production rights. " 

On page 41 , second paragraph , last sentence, we 
request that the sentence be rewritten to read as 
follows: "As evident in these figures , the MZ1 
recharge requirement of 6,500 acre-ftlyr has been 
met on an average if not on an annual basis, and in 
recent years recharge within MZ3 has increased." 

On page 43, fourth paragraph, first sentence, we 
request that the sentence be rewritten to read as 
follows: "Watermaster has an obligation under the 

to provide replenishment water for 

C.5-4 

ApPENDlXC 

Model projections based on historical and future 
groundwater management plans suggest that 
increasing recharge will not materially change the 
projected decline in safe yield. This concept will be 
discussed in Section 6 and subsequent sections of 
this report 

Thank you for the observation. The text has been 
revised to incorporate this refinement. 

Thank you for the observation. The text has been 
revised to incorporate this refinement. 

Thank you for the observation. The text has been 
revised to incorporate this refinement. 
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overproduction in the prior year." (You may want to 
add a citation to paragraph 45 of the Judgment; no 
other citation should be required.) 

On page 44, first full paragraph, second sentence, 
we request that the sentence be rewritten to read as 
follows: "Instead, it is recharged into the basin and 
subsequently assigned to certain appropriator 
parties ' supplemental storage accounts, thereby 
potentially increasing the appropriators' production 
rights and reducing their future replenishment 
liabilities." 

On page 47, fifth full paragraph, fourth sentence, we 
request that the word 'Typically" be added to the 
beginning of the sentence. 

On Table 4-5, please note that these wells are 
owned by MVWD (except for Well 33 which is, as 
already noted, co-owned by City of Chino). 

On Figures 4-1 and 4-2, please add a footnote that 
explains that past and existing recharge levels in 
MZ1 are contractually required under Peace II and 
address a long-term hydrological imbalance that 
had historically occurred in this subarea of the 
basin. 

Section 5 of the RMPU has not yet been drafted, 
but will seek to answer 

C.5-5 

ApPENDIXC 

Thank you for the observation. The text has been 
revised to incorporate this refinement. 

Thank you for the observation. The text has been 
revised to incorporate this refinement. 

Comment noted. Table 4-5 contains a footnote that 
makes this statement. 

Thank you for the observation. The text has been 
revised to incorporate this refinement. 

Comment noted. 
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ownership of new yield generated through the 
capture storm and urban runoff water from projects 
associated with MS4 permit compliance. We believe 
this is an appropriate conversation to have at this 
time, and that it needs to be addressed within the 
context of the net safe yield of the basin . 
Specifically, land use changes (both past and on
going) since the Judgment will have an impact on 
basin safe yield; seemingly any new yield 
associated with MS4 projects should first be 
contributed to addressing the reduction in safe yield 
associated with changes in land use practices. 

In Section 6, we would recommend that two I Comment noted. 
additional alternatives to address production 
sustainability challenges be considered: namely, the 
relocation of COA wells in order to stop their 
interference with JCSO wells, and/or the reduction 
in COA well production if doing so would not impact 
hydraulic control. There might be an opportunity for 
the latter alternative to be accomplished in a way 
that will benefit all parties , both in helping to achieve 
JCSO's production goals and reducing the region 's 
collective cost associated with desalter operations. 

C.5-6 

ApPENDIX C 
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SCOTT S. SLATER (State Bar No. 117317) 
BRADLEY J. HERREMA (State Bar No. 228976) 
BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER SCHRECK, LLP 
21 East Carrillo Street 
SantaBarbara, CA 93101-2706 
Telephone: 805.963.7000 
Facsimile: 805.965.4333 

Attorneys for CHINO BASIN W ATERMASTER 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 

CHINO BASIN MUNICIPAL WATER 
DISTRICT, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CITY OF CHINO, et aI., 

Defendant. 

Case No. RCV 51010 

[Assigned for All Purposes to the 
Honorable STANFORD E. REICHERT] 

RECHARGE MASTER PLAN STATUS 
REPORT 

Hearing Date: 
Hearing Time: 
Dept: 

NA 
NA 
C-I 

Waterrnaster submits this status report pursuant to the Court's October 8, 2010 and 

December 16, 2011 Orders. Waterrnaster does not believe that any party objects to this Status 

Report or the actions described herein and consequently, respectfully requests that the Court's 

receipt of the Report not require a hearing. However, if any party should file an objection, 

Watermaster will be pleased to present the Status Report and respond to any questions the Court 

may have. 

I. Background of the Status Report Requirement 

In its December 21, 2007 Order approving the Peace II Measures, the Court required 

Waterrnaster to satisfy a number of conditions subsequent. The last of these, condition 

subsequent number eight, required Waterrnaster to update its Recharge Master Plan (RMP). In 
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broad terms, the purpose of the RMP is to articulate the manner in which Watermaster will fulfill 

its responsibilities under the Judgment to ensure that groundwater production from the Chino 

Basin in excess of the Safe Yield is replenished in accordance with the Physical Solution. This 

requires that the RMP make projections concerning anticipated production of gronndwater from 

the Basin, the availability of imported water supplies, and the facilities necessary to make use of 

those imported supplies. In addition, Watermaster's discretion with regard to the manner in 

which recharge activities are conducted is constrained by commitments made in the Peace I and 

Peace II Agreements, and implementation of the RMP recommendations must satisfY these 

commitments. 

On June 30, 2010, Watermaster submitted its updated Recharge Master Plan in 

compliance with condition subsequent number eight. However, due to intervening state 

legislation enacted subsequent to the Court's December 2007 Order, a delay was required. The 

legislation extended the time for completion of2010 Urban Water Management Plans (UWMPs), 

which would provide important information about the projected Basin production by members of 

the Appropriative Pool. This information was critical to the RMP and, because this information 

was not yet available in June 2010, the Inland Empire Utilities Agency (IEUA) was not in a 

position to approve the updated RMP as required by the Peace II Agreement. 

On this basis, in its October 8, 2010 Order approving the updated RMP, the Court made 

the following orders: 

(3) Watermaster is hereby ordered to convene the committee described in item 3 of 

section 7.1 of the updated RMP to develop the monitoring, reporting, and accounting practices 

that will be required to estimate local project stormwater recharge and new yield. 

(4) Watermaster is hereby ordered to conduct further analyses as described in section 

7.2 of the updated RMP of the Phase I through III projects to refine the projects, to develop a 

financing plan, and to develop an implementation plan. 

(5) By December 17, 2011, six months following completion of the parties' UWMPs, 

Watermaster will report to the Court on any changes to the 2010 RMP necessitated by 

information received through the UWMPs. In this report, Watermaster will also report on 
038350\00011612610.7 2 
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progress made under items (3) and (4) above, and will report on the status ofIEUA's approval of 

the RMP. (October 8, 2010 Order, 4:9-18.) 

II. Extension of December 17, 2011 Deadline 

On December 12, 2011 Watermaster filed its Ex Parte Motion to Request a l80-Day 

Extension of Time re Filing of Recharge Master Plan Status Report. The Court granted this 

request on December 16, 2011. 

Prior to the Court's consideration of the requested extension, the Watermaster Board met 

and considered the update of the RMP. On December 15, 2011, the Board approved the 

completion of the update to the RMP and an implementation and funding plan within the 

following year. 

III. Update Status 

Using updated estimates of stakeholders' groundwater production and projections of 

replenishment obligations, Watermaster and the parties have evaluated changed circumstances 

(legislative, regulatory, etc.) that were not addressed in the 2010 RMP Update and how these 

changes affect the RMP. For this purpose, a Recharge Master Plan Update Steering Committee 

has been convened. This Committee is currently meeting every two weeks and includes 

stakeholders, inclusive of IEUA as required by the Peace II Agreement. The evaluation by the 

Committee has incorporated updated groundwater production estimates and replenishment 

obligation projections, calculations of water in storage, and information regarding the projected 

availability of replenishment water. Based on this evaluation, the Committee has selected agreed 

upon bookend projected future scenarios for recharge planning. 

Using these scenarios, Watermaster's hydrologists have undertaken modeling in order to 

project recharge needs within the Basin, based on the modeled future groundwater levels, 

estimated safe yield, and the balance of recharge and discharge within the Basin. This analysis is 

predicated on the updated pumping and replenishment projections, estimates of the locations and 

amounts of recharge required for sustainability, and potential production forbearance. 

As the modeling to this point has been based on the existing locations and capabilities of 

existing recharge facilities, the Committee has also had conducted an inventory of existing 
038350\0001\612610.7 3 
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recharge facilities, which includes the characterization of recharge basins, recharge capacities and 

the factors controlling recharge performance. Other factors that have also been included in the 

analysis include the evaluation of impacts due to changes in recycled water recharge regulations 

on Watermaster's ability to recharge the same, the analysis of actual storm water recharge at 

existing facilities, storm water available for recharge at each facility, and what could be done to 

increase recharge at each, as well as the evaluation of availability of and ability to recharge 

supplemental water, and the possibility of in-lieu recharge within the Basin. The analysis done to 

this point is included in Chapters 1-4 of the present administrative draft of the RMP Update. 

These chapters have been approved by the Appropriative, Overlying (Agricultural) and Overlying 

(Non-Agricultural) Pools, the Advisory Committee and the Watermaster Board as the 

administrative draft. 

In order to finalize the RMP Update, the parties will next indentify the possible recharge 

mechanisms available to meet current and projected recharge and replenishment needs. This will 

include the analysis of potential recharge associated with Municipal Separate Storm Sewer 

Systems (MS4s), the identification of areas within the Basin with the potential for production 

sustainabi1ity challenges and other water management challenges that can be addressed by 

recharge or production management, the identification of options ensuring production 

sustainability through the term of Peace Agreements, including increased recharge at existing 

facilities, new recharge facilities, new recharge sources, adjustment in production patterns, etc. 

The Committee will also develop the monitoring, reporting, and accounting practices that will be 

required to estimate local project stormwater recharge and new yield. 

After the identification of the potential recharge options, the parties will agree upon the 

methods and criteria that will be used to evaluate each of them. Using these agreed upon methods 

and criteria, Watennaster's consultants will conduct engineering and economic analyses of each. 

Based on these analyses, the parties will review and recommend implementation of the selected 

options, and develop recommended financing and implementation plans for these options. 

Because IEUA is an active participant in the process of developing the RMP Update, 

Waternlaster reasonably anticipates that IEUA will be more readily disposed to approve the 
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updated pIau once it is completed. 

Consequently, Watermaster is of the opinion that, with the process described above, the 

Committee is on schedule to complete the RMP Update within the timeframe presented in the 

2010 Recharge Master PIau Update aud believes progress will continue to be made consistent 

with the Watermaster Board's December 15,2011 action. 

Dated: June~, 2012 

038350100011612610.7 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

II. BUSINESS ITEM 

c. WATERMASTER BUDGET 
TRANSFERS AND BUDGET 
AMENDMENTS 



CHINO BASIN WA TERMASTER 
9641 San Bernardino Road, Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730 

Te/: 909.484.3888 Fax: 909.484.3890 www.cbwm.org 

STAFF REPORT 

DATE: May 17, 2012 

TO: Committee Members 

SUBJECT: FY2011 /2012 Budget Transfers and Budget Amendment 

SUMMARY 

Issue - Budget Transfers and Budget Amendment requests between Watermaster accounts. 

Recommendation - Staff recommends approval of the Budget Transfer Form T-12-05-01 and the 
Budget Amendment Form A-12-05-01 as presented. 

Financial Impact - The Budget Transfer is a reallocation of approved budgeted funds while the 
Amendment is appropriating unbudgeted revenue of $51,197 which has not been previously 
allocated or appropriated to a project or expense category. 

BACKGROUND: 

Utilizing the Watermaster's accounting software (QuickBooks Enterprise Solutions 9.0) , on a continuing 
basis the Watermaster staff reviews the budget vs. actual reports and ensures that adequate budget and 
funds are maintained. Watermaster also provides monthly financial reports to keep all members apprised 
of the actual and projected total expenses for the current fiscal year. Watermaster also provides a 
process for reallocating budget to other expense categories to provide continued funding, or amending 
the approved budget to ensure the categories are funded properly. 

BUDGET TRANSFERS: 
With regards to the process of budget transfers, the following information is provided: 

The Chino Basin Watermaster budget has four main budget categories: 
• General & Administrative Expenses 
• Optimal Basin Management Program Expenses 
• Project Expenditures 
• Other Income/Expenses 

The CEO has authority to transfer funds within the main budget categories up to $25,000 without Board 
approval. However, to allow for full transparency in the process, the Pools, Advisory Committee, and the 
Board will be informed of all budget transfers less than $25,000. 

Budget transfers greater than $25,000 within the same categories must be formally approved by the 
Pools, the Advisory Committee, and then by the Board. 
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If there are insufficient funds within same category, the CEO may propose a transfer from one main 
category to another. All budget transfers from one main category to another, regardless of the amount, 
require approval by the Pools, the Advisory Committee, and then by the Board. 

All budget transfers are processed in and recorded in the accounting system. 

BUDGET AMENDMENT: 
If there are no budgeted funds available to transfer to the line item, the CEO will submit a Budget 
Amendment request to the Pools, Advisory Committee, and then to the Board for approval. 

All budget amendments will be presented to the Pools, Advisory Committee, and the Board for formal 
approval. The budget amendment should indicate the anticipated source of funding for the approved 
increase. 

All budget amendments are processed in and recorded in the accounting system. 

DISCUSSION: 

UNBUDGETED REVENUE: 
In August 2011, Watermaster received two payments from the Metropolitan Water District. Metropolitan 
entered into agreements with Watermaster and other member agencies and partners for dry-year 
groundwater storage. Pursuant to Section VI of these agreements, Metropolitan committed to pay an 
annual administrative fee to one of the partners on each of the agreements for the 25-year term of the 
each agreement a) beginning on July 1st after the initial storage of water in each program, and b) with the 
set fee dollar amount escalating annually by the lesser of 2.5% or CPI. Watermaster received 
$145,568.70 for the FY 2009/2010 payment (due July 1, 2010) and $149,207.92 for the FY 2010/2011 
payment (due July 1, 2011). The total amount received of $294,776.62 was recorded to account 4040 
(Cooperative Agreements). 

In February 2012, Budget Amendment A-12-02-01 was approved and appropriated the amount of 
$211,580, leaving a balance of un-appropriated MWD funds of $83,197. In March 2012, Budget 
Amendment A-12-03-01 was approved and appropriated the amount of $32,000, leaving a balance of un
appropriated MWD funds of $51, 197. 

BUDGET TRANSFER AND BUDGET AMENDMENT: 
The attached forms T-12-05-01 and A-12-05-01 are provided as documentation to clearly show which 
general ledger accounts are being reduced and which general ledger accounts are being increased. 
Budget Transfer T-12-05-01 is reallocating existing approved budget dollars between categories as 
needed. The Budget Transfer T-12-02-01 is a zero based document, which means the reductions and 
additions within the general ledger accounts equal. There is no change to the overall budget as a result 
of Budget Transfer T-12-05-01 and no new funds or assessments are required. 

Budget Amendment A-12-05-01 appropriates the remaining balance of the MWD funds, discussed above, 
of $51,197. With this Budget Amendment, the un-appropriated funds balance is $0. The Budget 
Amendment amount of $51,197 will fund the following: (1) the testing of several remaining wells in the 
Plume area of $5,000; (2) additional costs related to the In-Line Meter Maintenance Program of $6,197; 
(3) the new funding of the Prado Basin Habitat Monitoring Program of $20,000; and (4) the new funding to 
determine the state of hydraulic control in the Chino Creek Well Field (CCWF) of $20,000. 
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Actions: 
May 10, 2012 Appropriative Pool- Approved unanimously 

May 17,2012 

May 10, 2012 Non-Agricultural Pool - Approved unanimously and to direct the Pool representatives to 
support at the Advisory Committee and Watermaster Board meetings subject to changes which they 
determine to be appropriate 
May 10, 2012 Agricultural Pool-Approved unanimously 
May 17, 2012 Advisory Committee-
May 24, 2012 Watermaster Board-
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To: All Parties 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

BUDGET TRANSFERS 

From: Joseph S. Joswiak, CFO Date: May 10, 2012 

May 17, 2012 

ATTACHMENT #T-12.{}5-(J1 

# T-12-05-01 

Describe reason f or the transfer between budget categories here: To transfer funds to cover 
anticipated cost overages per the Wildermuth Environmental, Inc. ECAC (Estimated Cost At Completion) 
report dated April 17, 2012, along with known adjustments required in Watermaster accounts referenced 
below. 

Budgetary account reduction 
Une Item Description Account Number Amount 

OBMP EnQineerinQ Services 6906 $ (34,581\ 

Production Monitoring - WM Staff 7101.1 $ (9000' 

Groundwater Quality Monitoring - WM Staff 7103.1 $ (15000' 

Groundwater Level Monitoring - WM Staff 7104.1 $ (25000' 

Ground Level Monitoring - Contracted Servo 7107.6 $ (41 000 

Hydraulic Control - Engineering 7108.3 $ (20,000) 

RecharQe and Well - EnQineerinQ 7109.3 $ (4464 

$ -
$ -

Budgetary account addition 
OBMP - WM Staff 6901 $ 7000 

OBMP - Watermaster Model Update 6906.1 $ 7554 

In-Line Meter - Maintenance & Repair 7102.7 $ 20000 

Groundwater Quality - Engineering 7103.3 $ 5634 

Groundwater Level - Engineering 7104.3 $ 38,000 

PE 6&7 - WM Staff (Plume) 7501.1 $ 22,000 

Comprehensive Recharae - Implementation 7202.3 $ 48,857 

$ -
$ -
$ -

Should be zero 

Transfer Procedure Finance Use Only 1. Staff brings the transfer request to the Appropriate Pool fo r information purposes if the transfer is under 
525,000. Transfers O'Ier $25,000 1Mthin the same budget category require Pools, Ad.riSOf)' Committee 

Date Board Approved and Board approval. Transfers between budget categories, regardless of amount must be approved by 
the Pools. Advisory Committee and Board 

2. Once the form has been cOffflteted by the CFO. and approved by the board if required, the Chief 
FInance l og # 

FlJ'larlcai Officer \'lill prepare and process the budgd transfer in the ac:rounting system. Date Posted 

3_ A log wiD be maintained by the ero detailing the tmnsfer_ 
Posted By 

4. A fiscal year filewiH also be kept to hold all budget amEndment forms fOJ"aud"llorre'JWo.'II. 
Approved by 

Dale approved 
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I ATTACHMENT A-12-05-01 

CHINO BASIN WAlERMASlER 

BUDGET AMENDMENT 

To: AU Parties Fiscal Year 2011-2012 

From : Joseph S. Joswiak, CFO Date: May 10, 2012 

Describe reason for the budget amendment here: The Watermaster approved FY 2011/2012 
budget does not include several projects that have recently been identified. One project is the 
Prado Basin Habitat Monitoring Program for $20,000. Another project is to determine the state of 
hydraulic control in the Chino Creek Well Field (CCWF) of $20,000. There also remains several 
wells in the Plume area that need testing at the cost of $5,000. The remaining funds of $6,197 are 
needed for additional costs related with the In-Line Meter Maintenance program. The remaining 
MWD unappropriated revenue 01 $51,197 will be allocated to these accounts listed below, thereby 
eliminating the remaining balance 01$51,197. 

Expenditure Amendment 
Account Original Amended Amendment 

Line Item Description Number Budget Budget Amount 

PE 6&7-Contracted Services (Plume) 7503 $37,790 $42,790 $5,000 

Hydraulic Control - Prado Basin 7108.7 $0 $20,000 $20,000 

I n-Line Meter Maintenance 7102.5 $8,000 $14,197 $6,197 

Hydraulic Control - Engineering 7108.3 $246,956 $266,956 $20,000 

TOTAL: $ 51,197 

Revenue Source 
Account Original Amended Amendment 

Line Item Description Number Budget Budget Amount 

Cooperative Agreement - MWD 4040 $51 ,197 $0 ($51,197) 

TOTAl: $ (51,197) 

Amendment Procedure Finance Use Only 
1. Staff takes amendment requests to the Pools, Adtisory Conwrittee & Soard for 
appnwaJ. 

Dale Board AppIlJYlld 
2. The Chief Fmancial Officer" iU prepare and process the budget entry. 

Entered into System By 
4. A log \\ill be maintained by the Finance Department detail ing the aoJLStmenL 

5. '!' fiscal year fife .wI also be ki¥ to hold all budget amendment fonns for auditor 
f inance log # 

revIew. Date Posted 

Approwd By 

Date Approved 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

III. REPORTS I UPDATES 

D. INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY 
2. Community Outreach/Public Relations Report 
3. State and Federal Legislative Reports 
4. IEUA Monthly Water Newsletter 



CHINO BASIN W ATERMASTER 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

May 17, 2012 

AGENDA 

INTERAGENCY WATER MANAGER'S REPORT 

Discussion Items: 

• MWD Update (oral) 

Written Items: 

Chino Basin Watermaster 

9641 San Bernardino Road 

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730 

• State and Federal Legislative Reports 

• Community OutreachlPublic Relations Report 

• IEUA Monthly Water Newsletter 
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Innovative Federal StrategiesLLc 
Comprehensive Govcmmcnt Helatiolls 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Tom Love and Martha Davis, IEUA 

From: Letitia White and Heather Hennessey 

Date: April 30, 2012 

Re: April Monthly Legislative Update 

Even though April was a short month on Capitol Hill, there were many important legislative 
developments, some of which are discussed in detail below. One thing that failed to develop was 
a Senate budget resolution, despite some optimistic press releases from the committee's 
chairman during the Easter recess period. Despite that fact, deficit reduction issues remain a top 
priority for Congress with behind-the-scenes discussions taking place in both chambers. As the 
automatic spending cuts of budget sequestration come closer to being reality, we expect those 
talks to intensifY, though they may not produce any legislative product until the lame duck 
session after the November elections. 

IEUA received the good news in April that we have gained another letter of support for our 
pending grant applications with the Bureau of Reclamation from Senator Boxer. The senator's 
staff visit to the Chino Desalters facility and tour ofIEUA's ongoing projects certainly helped to 
educate their office about the imporlance ofFY 2012 funding for our applications. We are 
hopeful that some decision will be announced by the Bureau in May and will keep you posted if 
we hear any news. 

Appropriations Underway for FY 2013 
Both chambers are moving funding legislation earlier and faster than they have in recent years. 
Whether this ~uick action in April will result in finalized appropriations bills prior to the 
September 30' deadline remains to be seen, however, and several large disputes are already 
evident. 

The largest stumbling block will be the fact that the House has adopted an overall spending cap 
of$1.028 trillion, which is $19 billion less than the $1.047 trillion level set by the August 2011 
debt limit deal. Under the terms of the debt limit deal, the House and Senate should have been 
working from the same overall spending number, which would have smoothed the way for 
agreement on that impOltant point. However, House conservatives demanded a lower number 
from their leadership, and the result is a big gap in the funding level for the two chambers. 
President Obama has threatened to veto any bills that do not reflect the higher funding level, and 
the House seems eager to force a fight over budget issues prior to the November elections. 

511 C Street, NE 0 \'Vashington, DC 20002.202· 347·5990. Fax 202·347·5941 
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As a practical matter, the funding differences at the top trickle down to funding differences in the 
individual bills. Below are some ofthe major ones that are expected to cause problems as the 
process moves forward: 

• Defense spending in the Senate will be set at $511.16 billion while the House will begin 
working with the larger number of $519.2 billion - a billion dollar increase over FY12 
spending. 

• State and Foreign Operations funding in the House is set at $40.1 billion, versus the 
$49.84 billion level set by the Senate committee. 

• Labor, Health and Human Services and Education spending is also significantly lower in 
the House than in the Senate - $150 billion in the House allocation compared to $158.7 
billion in the Senate. 

• Commerce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies - Senate: $51.862 billion; House: 
$51.131 billion 

• Transportation-HUD - Senate: $53.438 billion; House: $51.606 billion 
• Energy-Water - Senate: $33.361 billion; House: $32.098 billion 
• Homeland Security - Senate: $45.249 billion; House: $39.117 billion 
• Interior-Environment - Senate: $29.662; House: $28.000 billion 

So far, the Senate Appropriations Committee has approved a third of its bills for the year, 
including Energy and Water Appropriations, Transportation Appropriations and Agriculture 
Appropriations. 

FY 2013 Energy and Water Appropriations Bills Advance in both Chambers 
The bill has advanced through full committee on the Senate side, with a funding level of$33.4 
billion, which is $373 million less than was enacted for FY 2012. It is funded at $1.3 billion 
more than the $32.1 billion House bill. Many of the issues that have concerned legislators in 
years past remain a problem, including the backlog of projects on the books for the US Anny 
Corps of Engineers. Only $1.7 billion in general construction funding will be available for the 
Corps to tackle a $60 billion backlog of projects. The Yucca Mountain nuclear waste disposal 
facility in Nevada also remains a controversial topic, with Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid 
(D-NV) blocking further funding despite pressure from the House to move forward with the 
project. 

In the House bill, the Bureau of Reclamation is funded at $967 million and the US Army Corps 
of Engineers at $4.8 billion. The Bureau number from the House is $81 million below the 
enacted level for FY 2012 and $46.5 million below the President's budget request. Water and 
Related Resources, which includes the Title XVI funding amount, is funded at $833.6 million, 
which is higher than the President's budget request by $15 million. Meanwhile, the California 
Bay-Delta Restoration account is funded at $36 million, and the Central Valley Project is funded 
at just under $40 million. 

During full committee markup, an amendment was adopted that will clarify the jurisdiction of 
the Clean Water Act if it becomes law. As you may recall, the Corps and EPA released new 
guidelines which radically expand the reach of the Clean Water Act last year. Those guidelines 
have not been acted on and are still under review by the Office of Management and Budget. 
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InnovatJ.'ve Federal Strategies LLC 

Similar language was included in last year's House bill but failed to survive the House-Senate 
conference. 

Looking Ahead to May 
The House will move the first of its annual appropriations bills to the floor in the first full week 
of May, when debate and votes are expected on the Commerce-Justice-Science bill. House bills 
are expected to again move under an open rule on the floor, meaning that all amendments will be 
allowed and the process will take substantial amounts of time. 
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April 27, 2012 

To: 

From: 

RE: 

Overview: 

Inland Empire Utilities Agency 

Michael Boccadoro 
President 

April Status Report 

Tf--I r: . L 

The month of April was busy with the Legislature rushing to meet the policy committee deadline 
for bills that need to go through the Appropriations Committee (April 27th). Several bills relating 
to biogas have been making their way through policy committees ahead of this deadline. In 
addition, a number of bills attempting to amend the 2009 Delta Reform Package are moving 
through the process. 

Legislators and the public alike are eagerly waiting for the Governor to release his May Revise 
of the 2012-2013 Proposed Budget that reflects actual tax revenues for the year. Not surprisingly, 
it is expected that revenues will be lower than originally projected and that more cuts will have 
to be made: April's personal income tax revenues are off by more than $2 billion The Governor 
and the California Federation of Teachers are also continuing their efforts to qualify a measure to 
raise taxes for the November 2012 ballot. 

The National Research Council's Committee on Sustainable Water and Environmental 
Management in the California Bay-Delta released its second and final report in pre-publication 
form on March 29,2012. The report, titled Sustainable Water and Environmental Management 
in the California Bay-Delta, includes some important findings for the ingoing Bay-Delta 
discussion. 

The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) issued a Proposed Decision on the Electric 
Program Investment Charge (EPIC). The EPIC program is the program created after the Public 
Goods Charge expired in January 2012. Implementation of SB 32 is also continuing at the 
CPUC. 
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Inland Empire Utilities Agency 

Status Report - April 2012 

Biogas Legislation 
Three significant pieces oflegislation on biogas are currently working tbeir way through the 
policy committee process. AB 1900 (Gatto) and AB 2196 (Chesbro) botb address pipeline 
biomethane. It is believed tbat these two pieces of legislation will be amended so tbat they work 
congruently to address biomethane issues in California. The third bill, SB 1122 (Rubio) would 
create a targeted biogas procurement program. 

AB 2196 (Chesbro) clarifies eligibility under the Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) for 
pipeline biomethane and applies eligibility and verification conditions comparable to conditions 
applied to other eligible renewable energy sources such as solar, wind and geotbermal. 
Ultimately, this bill aims to address the issues raised by tbe CEC when it instituted the 
moratorium on new biometbane projects from in-state and out-of-state sources. 

AB 1900 (Gatto) clarifies existing law with respect to the injection of biomethane into common 
carrier pipelines and the treatment ofbiomethane in the RPS program. The aim of this bill is to 
not only address out-of-state sources ofbiometbane, but institute a system for allowing landfill 
gas to be injected into natural gas pipelines. 

The final piece oflegislation is SB 1122 (Rubio). This legislation would create a 250 MW biogas 
procurement program among California's Investor Owned Utilities (IOUs). With the Proposed 
Decision on the Feed-in-Tariff (FiT) program malcing it very difficult for wastewater biogas 
projects to compete for a reasonable price, this legislation aims to spur the development of a 
commercial biogas industry in California. 

All three bills seek to address policy shortcomings in California energy policy that are a 
hindrance to meeting the Governor's goal of 12,000MW of distributed generation in California. 

Delta Legislation 
Multiple pieces of legislation were introduced by vm'ious authors to alter the 2009 Delta Reform 
package. The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California lead a strong coalition of water 
expOlters that was successful in defeating tbe most egregious measures. However, there are still 
several pieces of legislation that are moving forward. Assemblyman Berryhill was successful in 
moving two pieces oflegislation through the Water, Parks and Wildlife Committee. 

AB 2421 requires tbat an independent tilird party costs and benefits analysis of the Bay Delta 
Conservation Plan (BDCP) be submitted to the Legislature prior to the BDCP's inclusion in the 
Delta Plan, or by June 30, 2013, whichever comes first. 
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AB 2422 requires the Department of Water Resources (DWR) conduct a feasibility study of a 
new in-Delta water storage and conveyance concept, the Western Delta Intakes Concept, by 
January 2014. 

Both pieces of legislation now face a battle in Assembly Appropriations Committee. 

Budget 
Lawmakers are delaying significant actions on the budget until the Governor issues his May 
budget revision. Revenues in March were $233.5 million, or 4.2 percent, lower than expected. 
For the fiscal year, which ends in June, the state is now trailing the Governor's revenue 
expectations by nearly $1.1 billion, or 1.9 percent. The Governor has publicly stated that the 
Legislature needs to "man up" and make some tough cuts to the budget. 

TaxI nitiative 
A key part of the state's fiscal picture is the Governor's new tax proposal attempting to qualify 
for the November ballot. Recently Brown struck a compromise with the California Federation of 
Teachers (CFT), which was also gathering signatures for a separate tax initiative for, that had 
been polling better with voters than Brown's plan. The compromise merged the two plans into a 
new initiative, which would include a broader increase in income tax rates for those earning 
more than $250,000 annually and a smaller sales ta.x increase of 0.25 percent as opposed to his 
original plan for 0.5 percent. The income tax increase will also extend for a longer period of time 
than originally proposed, seven years, as opposed to four. The new initiative is out on the street 
collecting signature. Most believe that by lessening the field of possible tax increase measures on 
the ballot, the Governor's initiative has significantly increased chances of success. One other tax 
measure, an across the board income tax increase championed by Bay Area attorney Molly 
Munger, continues to gather signatures and is likely to appear on the ballot as well though. Ms. 
Munger has shown her willingness to invest a substantial amount of money to ensure the 
initiative's success. A recent poll by the Public Policy Institute of California has the governor's 
tax proposal leading at just 54 to 39 percent. 

Sustainable Water and Environmental Management in the CA Bay-Delta 
The National Research Council's Committee on Sustainable Water and Enviromnental 
Management in the California Bay-Delta released its second and final report in pre-publication 
form on March 29, 2012. The report, titled Sustainable Water and Environmental Management 
in the California Bay-Delta is 220 pages long, including a summary and five chapters. Below is a 
brief summary of the key takeaways. 

The Committee was tasked to do the following in the report: 

• Identify the factors that may be contributing to the decline of federally listed species and, 
as appropriate, other significant at-risk species in the Delta. To the extcnt practicable, 
rank the factors contributing to the decline of sahnon, steelhead, delta smelt, and green 
sturgeon in order of their likely impact on the survival and recovery of the species, for the 
purpose of informing future conservation actions. 
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• Identify future water-supply and delivery options that reflect proper consideration of 
climate change and compatibility with objectives of maintaining a sustainable Bay-Delta 
ecosystem. 

• Identify gaps in available scientific information and tmcertainties that constrain an ability 
to identify the factors described above. 

• Advise, based on scientific information and experience elsewhere, what degree of 
restoration of the Delta system is likely to be attainable, given adequate resources. 
Identify metrics that can be used by resonrce managers to measure progress toward 
restoration goals. 

The main points of the report are as follows: 
• Many interested parties are reluctant to confront a number of crucial facts, 

including the facts that: water is scarce; many changes have occurred in the Delta; 
governments are pursuing independent and conflicting objectives; and there is inherent 
uncertainty linked to an inability to accomplish comprehensive planning. 

• Water scarcity and uncertainty regarding the implementation of the co-equal goals 
of water supply reliability and ecosystem protection in the Delta are going to 
continue to be a major challenge, and as such, the authors propose a set of principles 
for water planning: 

• Recognize that not all uses of water are always compatible with each other. 
• Provide better definition of competing uses; and acknowledge, specify, and 

account for trade-offs in planning and decision making. 
• Modify practices that do not reflect the scarcity value of water. 
• Enforce California's constitutional prohibition against non-beneficial, 

unreasonable, and wasteful water use. 
• Protect values recognized under the public trust doctrine. 
• Practice water conservation. 
• Improve groundwater monitoring and regulation in all sectors. 
• Consider using water markets to address scarcity. 

• The report acknowledges that there are multiple stressors affecting species and 
processes in the ecosystem in complex and interactive ways: "Only a synthetic, 
integrated, analytical approach to understanding the effects of suites of environmental 
factors on the ecosystem and its components is likely to provide important and useful 
insights that can lead to enhancement of the Delta ecosystem and its species." 

• The report failed to engage in any ranking or prioritization of stressors because of 
the difficulty of doing so; this is similar to the conclusion reached by the Delta 
Stewardship Council Independent Science Board when it was asked by the State 
Legislature to rank Delta stressors. 

• With respect to salmon species, the authors conclude that "[a]Itering pump operations 
or providing an alternative water conveyance system will do little to offset the 
dramatic effects of hahitat loss and deficiencies in existing population strncture" 
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identifying the loss of 80 percent of historical habitat as a fundamental constraint on the 
species. 

• With respect to the decline of delta smelt, the authors conclude that "[alII of the analyses 
agree that water temperature, summer-fall habitat related to salinity and water 
clarity, and food are important, and there is some evidence for the importance of 
entrainment and predators." Notably, entrainment is not listed as one of the leading 
causes of the current status of delta smelt. 

• Climate change and levee failure pose significant challenges in the Delta and 
human-induced changes to the Bay-Delta to date will not allow the retnrn to 
historical conditions: "Resources managers dealing with the Delta need to determine the 
degree of 'restoration' achievable through intervention and adaptation. The Delta as it 
existed before large-scale alteration by humans cannot be recreated." Therefore, the 
authors focus on guiding the ecosystem toward desirable states, as opposed to large-scale 
restoration to some past condition. 

• Fragmented governance is a major challenge to addressing the ecosystem and water 
supply issues in the Delta. To be effective, planning must also encompass upstream 
watersheds to employ a broader approach. 

• Institutional reform should be implemented as a facet of the overall effort to address 
water and environmental management in the Delta. The authors also contend that 
water management in the Delta has been reactive and singular rather than proactive and 
comprehensive, which is a fair criticism of past efforts, although the Bay Delta 
Conservation Plan is clearly an attempt to be more proactive and comprehensive in terms 
of addressing the Delta's challenges. There is a failure in the report to identify the 
federal and state governments as the entities with principle responsibility for the 
current state of affairs. 

The Committee noted that it was not specifically asked for policy, political or legal advice, and 
thus was focused on science, although the Committee did wade into discussion of policy issues 
throughout the report. The report does not address the benefits and advantages of isolated 
conveyance, nor make any specific recommendations with regard to improved conveyance in the 
Delta because, in the Committee's view, there was insufficient information available to 
undertake any such analysis. However, the Committee does recommend that any such decision 
regarding construction and design of an alternative conveyance system be made within the 
context of an integrated plan for the Delta. 

Proposed Decisioll- EPIC FUlIdilig 
The Proposed Decision (PD), released on April 24, on the Electric Program Investment Charge 
(EPIC) outlines how the funds will be allocated for the next eight years. The funds will be 
administered jointly by the California Energy Commission (CEC) and the three Investor Owned 
Utilities (IOUs). 80 percent of the funds will be administered by the CEC and 20 percent by the 
lOUs, with tlle IOUs being limited to the technology demonstration and deployment category. 
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The funds will available in four categories: 

Applied Research and development: $55 Million 
Supports investment in applied science and technology that provides public benefits but for 
which there is no clear business case for deployment of private capital. 

Technology Demonstration: $75 Million ($30M IOU administered $45M CEC 
administered) 
Supports assisting technology development through the "valley of death" and toward 
commercialization. 

20 percent oftechnology demonstration funding is set aside for bioenergy projects, without 
distinguishing between tile various types ofbioenergy technologies. 

Market Support: 
Supports teclmologies that are commercially viable but still need public support to achieve 
economies of scale and be competitive with other more established technologies. 

This section also consolidates technologies funded through the Emerging Renewables Program 
into the Self Generation Incentive Program 

Market Facilitation: $15 Million 
Activities to address non-price barriers to adoption of clean technologies, such as regulatory 
barriers and lack of information, as well as supports market research and tracking of results. 

Feed-in-Tariff 
A Proposed Decision (PD) was issued on the Feed-in-Tariff (FiT) in March, and detailed in fue 
previous report. Parties have submitted comments on the PD, but no further action has been 
taken by the CPUC on the issue. An "Ail Parties" meeting has been called at the CPUC for 
Tuesday, May I to discuss the PD. The Dolphin Group will attend the meeting to monitor and 
contribute where necessary. A full report ofthe meeting and any subsequent CUPC action will 
be detailed next month. 

Legislation 
The deadline for fiscal bills to successfully pass through policy committees was April 27. This 
has lead to a flurry of activity as Legislators work with stakeholders to ensure their bills pass out 
of committee. 

Additionally, budget sub-committees are now meeting to discuss the individual policy areas of 
the budget. While these sub-committees are important, the bulk of fue work will come after the 
Governor issues his May revision of the budget. 

Bills that might be of interest to lEUA: 

~:So (Solorio D) Rainwater Capture Act of 2012. 

Current Text: Amended: 4/16/2012 ,,'L "~I 
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Introduced: 2/17/2012 

Last Amend: 4/16/2012 

Status: 4/26/2012-From committee: Do pass as amended. (Ayes 13. Noes 0.) (April 24). 

Location: 4/24/2012-A. SECOND READlNG 

Calendar: 4/30/2012 #31 ASSEMBLY ASSEMBLYSECONDREADlNGFILE 

Summary: Under current law, the State Water Resources Control Board (state board) 
and the California regional water quality control boards prescribe waste discharge 
requirements for the discharge of stormwater in accordance with the national pollutant 
discharge elimination system (NPDES) permit program and the Porter-Cologne Water 
Quality Control Act. Current law authorizes a city, cOlmty, or special district to develop, 
jointly or individually, stormwater resource plans that meet certain standards. 1bis bill 
would enact the Rainwater Capture Act of2012, which would authorize residential, 
commercial, and governmental landowners to install, maintain, and operate rain barrel 
systems, as defined, and rainwater capture systems, as defined, for specified purposes, 
provided that the systems comply with specified requirements. The bill would require a 
local agency to provide notification to the operator of a public water system, as defined, 
if the local agency chooses to adopt a permitting program for rainwater capture systems 
and approves a permit for a rainwater capture system connected to the public water 
system. This bill contains other related provisions and other current laws. 

History: 
2012 
Feb. 17 Read first time. To print. 
Feb. 21 From printer. May be heard in committee March 22. 
Mar. 1 Referred to Corns. on B., P. & C.P. and W., P. & W. 
Mar. 27 From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Com. on W., P. & W. (Ayes 9. Noes 
0.) (March 27). Re-referred to Com. on W., P. & W. 
Apr. 16 From committee chair, with author's amendments: Amend, and re-refer to Com. 
on W., P. & W. Read second time and amended. 
Apr. 17 Re-referred to Com. on W., P. & W. 
Apr. 26 From committee: Do pass as amended. (Ayes 13. Noes 0.) (April 24). 

t:oo (Gatto D) Renewable energy resources: biomethane. 

Current Text: Amended: 4/19/2012 

Introduced: 2/22/2012 

Last Amend: 4/19/2012 

Status: 4/26/2012-Do pass as amended and be re-referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Location: 4/26/2012-A. APPR. 

Summary: Current law requires the Public Utilities Commission (PUC) to specifY the 
maximum amount of vinyl chloride that may be found in landfill gas. CUlTent law 
prohibits a gas producer from knowingly selling, supplying, or transporting to a gas 
corporation, and a gas corporation from knowingly purchasing, landfill gas containing 
vinyl chloride in a concentration exceeding the maximum amount determined by the 
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PUc. Current law requires a person who produces, sells, supplies, or releases landfill gas 
for sale offsite to a gas corporation to sample and test, bimonthly, the gas at the point of 
distribution for chemicals known to the state to cause cancer or reproductive toxicity. 
This bill would require the PUC to identify all constituents that may be found in landfill 
gas that is to be injected into a common carrier pipeline and that could adversely impact 
the health and safety ofthe public, and to specify the maximum amount of those 
constituents that may be found in that landfill gas. This bill would require the PUC to 
develop reasonable and prudent testing protocols for gas collected from a solid waste 
landfill that is to be injected into a common carrier pipeline to determine if the gas 
contains any of the identified constituents at levels that exceed the standards set by the 
PUC. This bill would prohibit a gas producer from knowingly selling, supplying, 
transporting, or purchasing gas collected from a hazardous waste landfill. This bill 
contains other related provisions and other current laws. 

History: 
2012 
Feb. 22 Read first time. To print. 
Feb. 23 From printer. May be heard in committee March 24. 
Mar. 19 Referred to Corns. on U. & C. and NAT. RES. 
Apr. 11 From committee chair, with author's amendments: Amend, and re-refer to Com. 
on U. & C. Read second time and amended. 
Apr. 12 Re-referred to Com. on U. & C. 
Apr. 18 From committee: Do pass as anlended and re-refer to Com. on NAT. RES. (Ayes 
11. Noes l.)(April 16). 
Apr. 19 Read second time and amended. 
Apr. 23 Re-referred to Com. on NAT. RES. 

:0 (Huber D) Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. 

Cnrrent Text: Amended: 4/16/2012 

Introduced: 2/23/2012 

Last Amend: 4/16/2012 

Status: 4/24/2012-In committee: Set, first hearing. Failed passage. 

Location: 4/2412012-A. W.,P. & W. 

Summary: Current law requires various state agencies to administer programs relating to 
water supply, water quality, and flood management in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. 
The Johnston-Baker-Andal-Boatwright Delta Protection Act of 1992 (Delta Protection 
Act) creates the Delta Protection Commission and requires the commission to prepare 
and adopt a comprehensive long-term resource management plan for specified lands 
within the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta (Delta). Current law, the Sacramento-San 
Joaquin Delta Reform Act of 2009, established the Delta Stewardship Council as an 
independent agency of the state and required the council to consist of 7 members 
appointed in a specified marmer. This bill would reduce the Governor's appointments to 
the council to 2 members, and instead provide that the Vice-Chairperson of the 
commission and a member of the commission chosen by a majority vote of the 
commission will serve on the council, as prescribed. This bill contains other related 
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AB 
2196 

provisions and other current laws. 

History: 
2012 
Feb. 23 Read first time. To print. 
Feb. 24 From printer. May be heard in committee March 25. 
Mar. 29 Referred to Com. on W., P. & W. From committee chair, with author's 
amendments: Amend, and re-refer to Com. on W., P. & W. Read second time and 
amended. 
Apr. 9 Re-referred to Com. on W., P. & W. 
Apr. 16 From committee chair, with author's amendments: Amend, and re-refer to Com. 
on W., P. & W. Read second time and amended. 
Apr. 17 Re-referred to Com. on W., P. & W. 
Apr. 24 In committee: Set, first hearing. Failed passage. 

(Chesbro D) Renewable energy resonrces. 

Current Text: Introduced: 2/23/2012 ,;[ "'" 

Introduced: 212312012 

Status: 4/17120 12-From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 6. 
Noes 1.) (April 16). Re-referred to Com. on APPR. 

Location: 4117/2012-A. APPR. 

Calendar: 5/2/2012 9 a.m. - State Capitol, Room 4202 
ASSEMBLY APPROPRIATIONS, FUENTES, Chair 

Summary: Under current law, the Public Utilities Commission has regulatory authority 
over public utilities, including electrical corporations, as defmed, while local publicly 
owned electric utilities, as defmed, are under the direction of their governing board. The 
current Renewables Portfolio Standard Program (RPS program) requires a retail seller of 
electricity, as defined, and local publicly owned electric utilities to purchase specified 
minimum quantities of electricity products from eligible renewable energy resources, as 
defined, for specified compliance periods. The specified minimum quantities of 
electricity products are based upon a percentage of the utility's total retail sales of 
electricity in California. This bill would provide that if the RPS program eligibility of a 
facility is based on the use of landfill gas, digester gas, or another renewable fuel 
delivered to the facility through a common carrier pipeline, the transaction, including the 
source of the fuel and delivery method, shall meet certain conditions, as specified. 

History: 
2012 
Feb. 23 Read first time. To print. 
Feb. 24 From printer. May be heard in committee March 25. 
Mar. 19 Referred to Corns. on U. & C. and NAT. RES. 
Apr. 10 From committee: Do pass and re-referto Com. on NAT. RES. (Ayes 10. Noes 0.) 
(April 9). Re-referred to Com. on NAT. RES. 
Apr. 17 From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 6. Noes 1.) 
(April 16). Re-referred to Com. on APPR. 
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AB (Berryhill, Bill R) Bay Delta Conservation Plan: Delta Plan project: costs and 
2421 benefits. 

Cnrrent Text: Amended: 4/12/2012 miL Mml 

Introdnced: 2/24/2012 

Last Amend: 411212012 

Status: 4/25/2012-From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 10. 
Noes 2.) (April 24). Re-referred to Com. on APPR. 

Location: 4/2512012-A. APPR. 

Summary: Current law requires various state agencies to administer programs relating to 
water supply, water quality, and flood management in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. 
The Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Reform Act of 2009 establishes the Delta 
Stewardship Council, which is required to develop, adopt, and commence 
implementation of a comprehensive management plan for the Delta (Delta Plan) by 
January I, 2012. The act authorizes the incorporation of the Bay Delta Conservation Plan 
into the Delta Plan if certain requirements are met. The bill would require an independent 
3rd party, chosen as prescribed, to conduct an analysis of the costs and benefits, as 
specified, for any project being submitted by the Ba y Delta Conservation Plan to the 
Delta Plan and to submit this to the Legislature, as prescribed. This bill would prohibit 
the funding for these provisions from exceeding $1,000,000. 

History: 
2012 
Feb. 24 Introduced. To print. 
Feb. 26 From printer. May be heard in committee March 27. 
Feb. 27 Read first time. 
Mar. 22 Referred to Com. on W., P. & W. 
Apr. 12 From committee chair, with author's amendments: Amend, and re-refer to Com. 
on W., P. & W. Read second time and amended. 
Apr. 16 Re-referred to Com. on W., P. & W. 
Apr. 25 From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 10. Noes 2.) 
(April 24). Re-referred to Com. on APPR. 

AS (Berryhill, Bill R) Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta: Western Delta Intakes Concept: 
2422 feasibility study. 

Current Text: Amended: 3/29/2012 miL h'ml 

Introdnced: 2/24/2012 

Last Amend: 3/29/2012 

Status: 4/25/2012-From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 7. 
Noes 3.) (April 24). Re-referred to Com. on APPR. 

Location: 4/25/2012-A. APPR. 

Summary: Under current law, the Department of Water Resources operates the State 
Water Resources Development System that includes dams, reservoirs, and other 
infrastructure. This bill would require the department to undertake an expedited 
evaluation and feasability study of the Western Delta Intakes Concept, as defined, and to 
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consult with the Department ofFish and Game, as specified. This bill would require the 
department to prepare and submit to the Legislature, on or before January 1, 2014, a 
prescribed report about the feasability study. This bill contains other related provisions 
and other current laws. 

History: 
2012 
Feb. 24 Introduced. To print. 
Feb. 26 From printer. May be heard in committee March 27. 
Feb. 27 Read first time. 
Mar. 29 Referred to Com. on W., P. & W. From committee chair, with author's 
amendments: Amend, and re-refer to Com. on W., P. & W. Read second time and 
amended. 
Apr. 9 Re-referred to Com. on W., P. & W. 
Apr. 25 From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 7. Noes 3.) 
(April 24). Re-referred to Com. on APPR. 

~:9 (Walk D) Electricity: net energy metering. 

Current Text: Chaptered: 10/812011 ,,'< ,"ru! 

Introduced: 21l7120ll 

Last Amend: 71l2120ll 

Status: 101812011-Chaptered by the Secretary of State, Chapter Number 593, Statutes of 
20ll 

Location: lO/8120ll-S. CHAPTERED 

Summary: Current law, relative to private energy producers, requires every electric 
utility, as defined, to make available to an eligible customer-generator, as defined, a 
standard contract or tariff for net energy metering on a first-come-first-served basis until 
the time that the total rated generating capacity used by eligible customer-generators 
exceeds 5% of the electric utility's aggregate customer peak demand. The current 
definition of an eligible customer-generator requires that the generating facility use a solar 
or wind turbine, or a hybrid system of both. This bill would revise the definition of an 
eligible customer-generator to instead require that the generating facility utilize a 
renewable source listed in the definition of a renewable electricity generation facility that 
is used for purposes of the Renewable Energy Resources Program administered by the 
State Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission. The bill would 
provide that a small hydroelectric generation facility is not an eligible renewable electrical 
generation facility if it will cause an adverse impact on instream beneficial uses or cause a 
change in the volume or timing of streamflow. This bill contains other related provisions 
and other current laws. 

History: 
2011 
Feb. 17 Introduced. Read first time. To Com. on RLS. for assignment. To print. 
Feb. IS From printer. May be acted upon on or after March 20. 
Mar. 3 Referred to Com. on E., U., & C. 
Mar. 15 Set for hearing April2S. 
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May 10 From committee: Do pass as amended and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 9. 
Noes 2. Page 80S.) (ApriI2S). 
May 11 Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Com. on APPR. 
May 13 Set for hearing May 23. 
May 23 Placed on APPR. suspense file. 
May 25 Set for hearing May 26. 
May 31 From committee: Do pass. (Ayes 8. Noes O. Page 1118.) (May 26). Read second 
time. Ordered to third reading. 
June 2 In Assembly. Read first time. Held at Desk. 
June 2 Read third time. Passed. (Ayes 31. Noes 7. Page 1275.) Ordered to the Assembly. 
June 16 Referred to Corns. on U. & C. and NAT. RES. From committee with author's 
amendments. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Com. on U. & C. 
June 29 From committee: Do pass as amended and re-refer to Com. on NAT. RES. (Ayes 
13. Noes 0.) (June 27). 
June 30 Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Com. on NAT. RES. 
July 11 From committee: Do pass as amended and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 6. 
Noes 1.) (July 6). 
July 12 Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Com. on APPR. 
Aug. 18 From committee: Do pass. (Ayes 12. Noes 4.) (August 17). 
Aug. 22 Read second time. Ordered to third reading. 
Aug. 29 In Senate. Concurrence in Assembly amendments pending. 
Aug. 29 Read third time. Passed. (Ayes 59. Noes 18. Page 2635.) Ordered to the Senate. 
Aug. 30 Assembly amendments concurred in. (Ayes 30. Noes 8. Page 2160.) Ordered to 
engrossing and enrolling. . 
Sept. 6 Enrolled and presented to the Governor at 4:30 p.m. 
Oct. 8 Chaptered by Secretary of State. Chapter 593, Statutes of2011. 
Oct. 8 Approved by the Governor. 

~:45 (Emmerson R) Metal theft: damages. 

Current Text: Amended: 4/17/2012 

Introduced: 2/612012 

Last Amend: 4117/2012 

Status: 4/24/2012-Set for hearing May 1. 

Location: 4/17/2012-S. JUD. 

Calendar: 5/112012 1:30 p.m. - Room 112 SENATE JUDICIARY, EVANS, Chair 

Summary: Current law governs the business of buying, selling, and dealing in 
secondhand and used machinery and all ferrous and nonferrous scrap metals and alloys, 
also known as "junk." Current law further requires junk dealers and recyclers to keep and 
maintain a written record of all sales and purchases made in the course of their business, 
including the name and address of each person to whom junk is sold or disposed of. This 
bill would prohibit any junk dealer or recycler from possessing a fire hydrant, fire 
department connection, manhole cover or lid or any part of that cover or lid, or backflow 
device or connection to that device without a written certification on the letterhead of the 
agency or utility that owns or previously owned the material certifying that the entity has 
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sold or is offering the material for sale and that the person possessing and identified in 
the certificate is authorized to negotiate the sale of the material. The bill would make 
junk dealers and recyclers civilly liable for actual damages and also for exemplary 
damages of3 times the agency's or utility's actual damages, including the value of the 
material, repair and replacement costs, and labor costs. Under the bill, the agency or 
utility could also recover court costs and attorney's fees. 

History: 
2012 
Feb. 6 Introduced. Read first time. To Corn. on RLS. for assignment. To print. 
Feb. 7 From printer. May be acted upon on or after March 8. 
Feb. 16 Referred to Corn. on RLS. 
Mar. 26 From committee with author's amendments. Read second time and amended. Re
referred to Corn. on RLS. 
Mar. 29 Re-referred to Corn. on JUD. 
Apr. 17 From committee with author's amendments. Read second time and amended. Re
referred to Corn. on JUD. 
Apr. 24 Set for hearing May 1. 

~~22 (Rubio D) Energy: renewable biomass and biogas projects. 

Current Text: Amended: 4/16/2012 

Introduced: 2/17/2012 

Last Amend: 411612012 

Status: 4/25/20 12-From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 12. 
Noes 0.) (ApriI24). Re-referred to Com. on APPR. 

Location: 4/25/2012-S. APPR. 

Calendar: 51712012 11 a.m. - John L. BUlion Hearing Room (4203) 
SENATE APPROPRIATIONS, KEHOE, Chair 

Summary: Under current law, the Public Utilities Commission has regulatory authority 
over public utilities. Current law provides that until the commission completes an electric 
generation procurement methodology that values the environmental and diversity costs 
and benefits associated with various generation technologies, the commission shall direct 
that a specific portion of future electrical generating capacity needed for California be 
reserved or set aside for renewable resources. This bill would provide that unless and 
until the commission adopts a methodology that accounts for the benefits to ratepayers 
and the environment from reducing air pollution and global warming emissions by 
generating electricity from specified sources ofbiogas and biomass, the commission 
shall, by June 1,2013, direct electrical corporations, as defined, to collectively procure at 
least 250 megawatts of electrical generating capacity from small renewable biomass and 
biogas electrical generating projects, as specified. 

History: 
2012 
Feb. 17 Introduced. Read first time. To Com. on RLS. for assignment. To print. 
Feb. 21 From printer. May be acted upon on or after March 19. 
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Mar. 1 Referred to Corn. on RLS. 
Apr. 16 From committee with author's amendments. Read second time and amended. Re
referred to Corn. on RLS. 
Apr. 19 Re-referred to Corn. on E., U. & C. 
Apr. 20 Set for hearing April 24. 
Apr. 25 From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Corn. on APPR. (Ayes 12. Noes 0.) 
(April 24). Re-referred to Corn. on APPR. 

~:87 (Emmerson R) Metal theft. 

Current Text: Amended: 4/19/2012 ," ,,-, 

Introduced: 2/2412012 

Last Amend: 4/19/2012 

Status: 4/25/2012-From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 7. 
Noes 0.) (April 24). Re-referred to Com. on APPR. 

Location: 4/2512012-S. APPR. 

Calendar: 51712012 II a.m. - Jolm L. Burton Hearing Room (4203) 
SENATE APPROPRIATIONS, KEHOE, Chair 

Summary: Current law governs the business of buying, selling, and dealing in 
secondhand and used machinery and all ferrous and nonferrous scrap metals and alloys, 
also known as "junk." Current law requires junk dealers and recyclers to keep a written 
record of all sales and purchases made in the course of their business, including the name 
and address of each person to whom junk is sold or disposed of, and to preserve the 
written record for at least 2 years after making the final entry of any purchase or sale of 
junk. Current law provides that the failure to keep a written record as required is 
punishable as a misdemeanor. This bill would prohibit any junk dealer or recycler from 
possessing a fire hydrant, fire department connection, including, but not limited to, 
bronze 01' brass fittings or parts, a manhole cover 01' lid, or any part of that cover or lid, or 
a backflow device and connections to that device without a written certification on the 
letterhead of the agency 01' utility that owns or previously owned the material and that the 
entity has sold or is offering the material for sale, and that the person possessing the 
certificate and identified in the certificate is authorized to negotiate the sale of the 
material. By imposing this prohibition, the violation of which would be a misdemeanor 
pursuant to other provisions of current law, this bill would impose a state-mandated local 
program. This bill contains other related provisions and other current laws. 

History: 
2012 
Feb. 24 Introduced. To Corn. on RLS. for assigrnnent. To print. 
Feb. 25 From printer. May be acted upon on or after March 26. 
Feb. 27 Read first time. 
Mar. 8 Referred to Corns. on B., P. & E.D. and RLS. 
Mar. 21 Set for hearing April 9. 
Mar. 27 From committee with author's amendments. Read second time and amended. Re
referred to Corn. on B., P. & E.D. 
Apr. 10 From committee: Do pass as amended and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 7. 
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Noes O. Page 3087.) (April 9). 
Apr. 11 Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Com. on APPR. 
Apr. 12 Withdrawn from committee. Re-referred to Com. on RLS. 
Apr. 16 From committee with author's amendments. Read second time and amended. Re
referred to Com. on RLS. 
Apr. 19 Re-referred to Com. on PUB. S. From committee with author's amendments. 
Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Com. on PUB. S. 
Apr. 20 Set for hearing April 24. 
Apr. 25 From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 7. Noes 0.) 
(April 24). Re-referred to Com. on APPR. 
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Inland Emp!!eytilities Agency 
A MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT 

Date: May 16,2012 

To: The Honorable Board of Directors 

Throngh: Public, Legislative Affairs, and Water Resomces Committee 
(05/09/12) 

From: 

Submitted by: 

Thomas A. Love 
General Manager 

Sondra Elrod 
Administration and Public Affairs Officer 

Subject: Public Outreach and Communications 

RECOMMENDATION 

This is an informational item for the Board of Directors to receive and file. 

BACKGROUND 

May 2012 
• May 4, Los Osos High School GIES Dedication, 5:30pm 
• May 5, IEGF Sale Event, Chino, Horne Depot 
• May 6-12, International Compost Awareness Week 
• May 10, WEWAC Water Conservation Campaign Awards Ceremony, Carolyn Owens 

Building, City of Chino 
• May 11, Newman Elementary School Earth Day Event 
• May 18, NW Recycled Water Dedication, lOam 
• May 18-20, MWD Solar Cup Competition, Lalce Skinner 
• May 19, IEGF Sale Event, North Upland, Horne Depot 

June 2012 
• June 16, IEGF Sale Event, Ontario, Home Depot 
• June 30, IEGF Sale Event, South Upland, Horne Depot 

OutreachlEducational Inland Valley Daily Bulletin Newspaper Campaign 
The monthly tips on ways to help conserve water continue to appear in om local newspapers 
each month. 
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Public Outreach and Communications 
May 9, 2012 
Page 2 

Water Conservation Outreach 
Regional Conservation Outreach Campaign 
• Ongoing monthly v,,-page ads in the Inland Valley Daily Bulletin, Champion Newspaper, 

Fontana Herald News. 
• Ongoing water wise gardening classes. 

Educational Updates 
• The Annual Earth Day Event was a huge success with approximately 2,000 participants. The 

community took part in various environmental education activities, visited various vendors, 
and received free giveaways. All schools that [participated will be receiving evaluations and 
post field trip packets including an Earth Day Certificate and pictures from the Event. 

• The Water Education Water Awareness Committee (WEW AC) has finalized the judging for 
the Water Conservation Campaign Contest. Over 15 entries were received from WEWAC's 
service area. Chaffey High School (Ontario) received third place and Montclair High School 
(Montclair) received honorable mention. 

• The deadline for the "Water is Life" Student Art Poster Contest was Friday, April 27, 2012. 
Judging will take place in May and the winners will be sent to the Metropolitan Water 
District to be entered into their regional contest. 

• IEUA's website is currently being updated to be more user friendly. Buttons and links are 
being added and initial changes have been live since mid-January. Updates will continue to 
be coordinated with departments in an ongoing manner. 

• A Garden in Every School received four applications for the Garden grant. Each school is 
very excited and some schools voiced that they would apply during the mid-year applications 
if it is offered again. 

PRIOR BOARD ACTION 

None. 

IMP ACT ON BUDGET 

The above-mentioned activities are budgeted in the FY 20011/12 Administrative Service Fund, 
Public Information Services budget. 

G:IBoard-Rec\2012112120 Public Outreach Communication Status 5-9-12.docx 
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Jnland Empire Utilities Agrncy 
"MUNtC.,"'1 WATD DISfIllCl 

Highlights 

May is Water Awareness Month - DWR urges Californians to observe "Water Awareness ~A""th' 

in May. (Page 1) 

Final Grant Awards for the Urban Streams Restoration Program - DWR has 

leased the list affinal grant awards for the Urban Streams Restoration Program. (Page 1) 

Solar Cup 20.12 .. ~- ThiS year's Solar Cup, the nations largest solar boat program, is scheduled for May 

18-20. (Page 1) .' . ;' / " 
Co 

Water Awareness Month in California 
Department of Water Resources (DWR) is urging Californians to observe "Water 

Awareness Month" in May. "Water is a vital necessity for Califomia's people, 
wildlife, ecosystems and economy," stated DWR Director Mark Cowin. Water 
Awareness originated as a joint effort of DWR and the Association of California 
Water Agencies (ACWA) during California's 1987-1992 drought to educate the 
public about water use efficiency and conservation. Today, ACWA and DWR 
sponsor the "Save Our Water" campaign, a continuing effort to promote water use 
efficiency. Conservation tips can be found on the campaign's website at 
www.saveourh20.org. 

DWR Urban Streams Restoration Program (USRP) has released the list of final grant awards from the 
2008 solicitation. Twelve grant awards have been approved for a total of $8,840,335 from Propositions 84 
and 40. USRP provides grants to local community projects that reduce flooding and erosion and associated 
property damages; restore, enhance, or protect the natural ecological values of streams, and promote com
munity involvement, education, and stewardship. 

Metropolitan Water District Update 
2012 Solar Cup Program is scheduled for May 12-20 at Lake 

Skinner. The Solar Cup is an annual seven month program that 
begins in the fall , in which high school teams, totaling about 800 
students, build and race solar powered boats at Lake Skinner, in 
Temecula Valley. Students learn about conservation of natural 
resources, electrical and mechanical engineering, as well as prob
lem solving skills. This years local participating high school is 
Los Osos High School, located in Rancho Cucamonga. 
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PA G E 2 

IEUA Water Supply Programs 
Imported Water Deliveries 

In April 2012, IEUA and its member agen
cies purchased an estimated 4,000 AF 
of Tier I water (making the annual to
tal approximately 24%of the annual 
Tier I limit of 59,792 AF). 

Dry Year Yield IDYY) Program 

The Dry Year Yield (DYY) Program is a 
conjunctive use program that provides 
additional dry year water supply relia
bility to the IEUA service area. This is 
a 20-year program (beginning in 2003) 
that will store imported water in wet 
years and extract groundwater during 
dry years. The storage account has a 
cap of 100,000 AF. The local OYY 
participants have already completed 
one full cycle (of storage and extrac
tion). 

Over the past year, IEUA, TVMWD and 
Watermaster have meeting with MWO 
and reviewing their proposed revisions 
to the program. The proposal will be 
presented to the DYY participants in 
the month of April with the hopes of 
completing any revisions in time to 
begin storing MWD surplus water in 
the storage account. 

Chino Desalter Authority (CDA) 

For the month of April, the two desalters 
produced 2,025 AF of water (of which 
1,180 AF was delivered to IEUA retail 
agencies). The contracted entitlement 
is 24,600 AFY (but actual production 
is 25,000 to 26,000 AFY) and is 
scheduled for expansion to produce 
approximately 40,000 AFY by 2014, 
with the implementation of CDA 
Phase III. 

Groundwater Recharge Program 

Through April of Fiscal Year 2011/12, 
approximately 38,240 AF of storm, 
recycled aud imported water has been 
recharged in the Chino Basin. 
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Recycled Water News 
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IEUA Recycled Water Usage 

Recycled Water Usage: 

April 2012 Estimates 

Recharge: 390 AF 

Direct Sales: 800 AF 

Total Usage: 1,190 AF 

• FY07-08 

• FY08-09 

FY09-10 

• FY 10-11 

_ FY 11-12 

IEUA Connected Recycled Water Demand 

60,000 

40,000 

30,000 

20,000 

10,000 

April 2012 : 
43,148 AFY 

Connected Demand 

- Direct Use 
_ GWR 

IT 06-07 IT 07-08 IT 08-09 IT 09-10 IT 10-11 IT 11-12 
(Goal) 

P301 
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Conservation Program News 
FY 2011/12 lEVA Regional Water Vse Efficiency Programs-As of May 1, 2012, IEUA has 

placed all regionally implemented water use efficiency programs on hold due to fiscal year-end rec
onciliation and closing ofMWD's budget. IEUA relies on MWD subsidies for all of its locally im
plemented programs which are directly impacted by MWD's year-end cut-off date of April 30, 
2012 for all program activity. The regional residential and commercial, industrial, and institutional 
rebate programs will continue to be offered without any intenuption. 

lEVA Regional Water Vse Monitoring Program-IEUA has 
contracted with the Chino Basin Water Conservation District 
to implement a Water Use Monitoring Program to validate the 
cost-effectiveness of IEUA's water use efficiency program 
portfolio and to analyze regional compliance with the Water 
Conservation Act of 2009 (20% X 2020 goals). Customer 
consumption data is being collected from IEUA member 
agencies for all locally implenlented regional programs and 
will be analyzed based on pre- and post water use. 

lEVA Dedicated Landscape Irrigation Water Bndget Program-IEUA has contracted with the 
Chino Basin Water Conservation District to develop water budgets for all sites that have dedicated 
landscape irrigation meters within the IEUA service area. Customer site information and water use 
data is currently being populated from IEUA member agencies for all dedicated landscape meters 
and water budgets and irrigation schedules will be generated from climate and customer water use 
patterns. This program was established to comply with the Landscape Best Management Practice 
developed nnder the California Urban Water Conservation Council's MOU and to comply with As
sembly Billl881-the Landscape Model Ordinance requirements. 

FY 2011112 Regional Landscape Evaluation and Audit Program (LEAP) - Launched in August 
2010 and administered by the Chino Basin Water Conservation District, a total of 196 landscape 
audits have been completed to date (May 1, 2012), constituting a potential water savings of 240.03 
AFY, if all recommendations are implemented. Of the completed audits, 93 were single family 
sites and 103 were commercial sites, with a total landscaped area of 119.27 acres. 

MWD Proper Irrigation Control (PIC) Program Advisory Commit
tee (PAC) - The PIC PAC met on April 25, 2012 to launch the public/ 
private partnering approach to building strategic alliances as identified in 
MWD's Long-Term Conservation Plan. PAC members met with repre
sentatives from the Rain Bird Corporation and HydroScape to explore 
collaborative opportunities. On May 30, 2012, a second meeting is 
scheduled to meet with representatives from Hunter Industries and Ewing 
Irrigation to identify shared opportunities from the pUblic/private per
spective. 
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Conservation Program News 
MWD Regional Rebate Progr ams Vendor-MWD issued an RFP for vendor services to implement 

their regional rebate programs. MWD elected to award one contract to one vendor who will ad
minister both the regional residential and commercial rebate programs. MWD chose this path to 
streamline the program, rednce overhead, increase program efficiency, and to create a centralized 
processing and economy of scale. The five-year contract was awarded to EGIA, MWD's cunent 
residential rebate vendor. The new program is expected to launch in FY 2013/14. 

MWD Regional Water Use E fficiencv Programs- As of May 1, 2012, 31 % of the budget for the 
residential rebate program remains for the fiscal year and 21 % for the Save-A-Buck (CIl) pro
gram. The Member Agency Administered programs are fully committed at $6.1 million with $2.2 
million worth of activity processed. The agricultural program has $150,000 committed to date 
with $30,000 worth of activity processed out of the $500,000 total budget. 

FY 2012-2013-MWD Water Use Efficiency Program Changes - The following program changes 
were approved by MWD's Board on May 8, 2012 and take effect on July 1,2012: 

+ New commercial devices 
+ Laminar flow restrictors for hospitals ($10) 
+ In-stem flow regulators $1 (minimum 25) 

+ Incentive increases 
+ Ice machines to $1 ,000 
+ Rotating nozzles to $4 

• Device elimination 
+ Water broom 

• Pay for PerfOimance Program 
+ MWD administered 
• Includes industrial and large landscape water savings projects 

• Flexibility 
• Access to grant funds 

• Turf Removal (cunent) 
+ Rotating nozzles (pending) 
+ Ice machines (pending) 

+ Increased time for local project implementation 
+ Strategic Focus 

+ Proper Irrigation Control 
+ Elements to suppOli focus 

+ Increase rotating nozzle rebate 
• Residential landscape training 

• Large landscape surveys 

G:lBoard-RecI20121 12 129 1EUA Monthl y Water Report 5-16-12 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 

IV. INFORMATION 

1. Cash Disbursements for April 2012 



Type Date Num 

Bill Pmt -Check 04f0212012 15924 

Bill 03{28/2012 0023230253 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/0212012 15925 

Bill 03/27/2012 1394905143 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 04f0212012 15926 

General Journal 03/17/2012 03/17/2012 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/02/2012 15927 

Bill 03/17/2012 17809 

TOTAL 

"'t:J 
W Bill Pmt -Check 04/02/2012 15928 
0 
0'1 

Bill 03/17/2012 019447404 

TOTAL 

Bil[ Pmt -Check 04/0212012 15929 

Bill 03/17/2012 1-28957 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/0212012 15930 

Bill 03/28/2012 22194 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/02/2012 15931 

General Journal 03/17/2012 03/1712012 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/02/2012 15932 

Bill 03/17/2012 - 00640888~0009 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/0212012 15933 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Cash Disbursements For The Month as of 

April 30, 2012 

Name Memo 

ARROWHEAD MOUNTAIN SPRING WATER 0023230253 

Office Water Bottle - March 2012 

CALPERS 1394905143 

Medical Insurance Premium - April 2012 

CALPERS 457 PLAN Payroll and Taxes for 03/04/12-03/17/12 

CALPERS 457 PLAN 457 Employee Deductions for 03/04/12-03/17/12 

DC LAW 17809 

Ag Pool Legal Services - 17809 

DIRECTV 019447404 

Service for 3/19/12 - 4/18/12 

GUARANTEED JANITORIAL SERVICE, INC. 1-28957 

Janitorial Service - March 2012 

MCCALL'S METER SALES & SERVICE 22194 

22194 

22194 

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM Payor #3493 

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM CalPERS Retjrement for 03/04/12-03/17/12 

STANDARD INSURANCE CO. Policy # 00-640888-0009 

Policy # 00-640888-0009 

STAPLES BUSINESS ADVANTAGE 8021357001 

For Informational Purposes Only 

Account Paid Amount 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6031.7 . Other Office Supplies 11.84 

11.84 

1012' Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

60182.1' Medical Insurance 5,665.88 

5,665.88 

1012' Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

2000 . Accounts Payable 2,653.60 

2,653.60 

1012· Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

8467 . Ag Legal & Technical Services 617.50 

617.50 

1012' Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

6031.7 . Other Office Supplies 92.99 

92.99 

1012' Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

6024 . Building Repair & Maintenance 865.00 

865.00 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

7102.5· In-line Meter-Computer 612.86 

7102.7' In-line Meter 11,744.21 

12,357.07 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

2000 . Accounts Payable 8,078.09 

8,078.09 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

60191 . life & Disab.lns Benefits 525.66 

525.66 

1012' Bank of America Gen'J Ckg 

Page 1 of 12 



CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER For Informational Purposes Only 
Cash Disbursements For The Month as of 

April 30, 2012 

Type Date Num Name Memo Account Paid Amount 

Bill 03/17/2012 8021357001 Copy paper 6031.1' Copy Paper 249.95 

Miscellaneous office supplies 6031.7 . Other Office Supplies 33.91 

TOTAL 283.86 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/02/2012 15934 STATE COMPENSATION INSURANCE FUND 1970970-11 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/27/2012 1970970-11 Workers Comp Insurance - March 2012 60183 . Worker's Comp Insurance 1.332.81 

TOTAL 1,332.81 

Bill Pmt -Check 04102/2012 15935 UNITED HEAL THCARE 0027187680 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/17/2012 0027187680 Dental Insurance Premium - April 2012 60182.2' Dental & Vision Ins 695.95 

TOTAL 695.95 

Bill Pmt -Check 04102/2012 15936 VISION SERVICE PLAN 00-101789·0001 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/28/2012 001017890001 Vision Insurance Premium· April 2012 60182.2' Dental & Vision Ins 26.71 

TOTAL 26.71 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/05/2012 15937 APPLIED COMPUTER TECHNOLOGIES 2051 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/29/2012 2051 
"0 

Database Services - March 2012 6052.2 . Applied Computer Techno! 3,056.60 

'tOTAL 3,056.60 
0 
en 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/05/2012 15938 BOWCOCK, ROBERT Meeting Compensation 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/15/2012 3115 Advisory Comm 3/15112 Advisory Committee Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 

Bill 03/22/2012 3/22 Board Mtg 3/22112 Board Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 

TOTAL 250.00 

BilJ Pmt -Check 04/05f2012 15939 CURATALO, JAMES 3/22/12 Board Meeting 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

BiH 03/22/2012 3/22 Board Mtg 3/22112 Board Meeting 6311· Board Member Compensation 125.00 

TOTAL 125.00 

Bill Pmt ·Check 04105/2012 15940 DE BOOM, NATHAN AG Pool Member Meeting Compensation 1012· Bank of America Gen'[ Ckg 

Bi[l 03/08/2012 3/08 Ag Pool Mtg 3/08/12 Ag Pool Meeting 8411· Compensation 25.00 

AG Pool Member Meeting Compensation 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

TOTAL 125.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/05f2012 15941 DELUXE BUSINESS FORMS & SUPPLIES 2023754480 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/23/2012 2023754480 Check stock and envelope reorder 6031.7 . Other Office Supplies 687.80 

TOTAL 687.80 

Bill Pmt -Check 04105/2012 15942 DGO AUTO DETAILING 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/30/2012 Wash 4 trucks on 3129/12 6177 . Vehicle Repairs & Maintenance 100.00 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER For Informational Purposes Only 
Cash Disbursements For The Month as of 

April 30, 2012 

Type Date Nurn Name Memo Account Paid Amount 

TOTAL 100.00 

Bill Pmt ~Check 04/05/2012 15943 DURRINGTON, GLEN AG Pool Member Meeting Compensation 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/08/2012 3108 Ag Pool Meeting 3/08112 Ag Pool Meeting 8411 . Compensation 25.00 

AG Pool Member Meeting Compensation 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend ~Special 100.00 

TOTAL 125.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/05/2012 15944 ELlE, STEVEN 3/22112 Board Meeting 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03122/2012 3/22 Board Mtg 3/22/12 Board Meeting 6311 . Board Member Compensation 125.00 

TOTAL 125.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/0512012 15945 FEENSTRA,BOB 3108/12 Ag Pool Meeting 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/01/2012 3/08 Ag Pool Mtg 3/08112 Ag Pool Meeting 8411 . Compensation 25.00 

3/08/12 Ag Pool Meeting 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

TOTAL 125.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/05/2012 15946 FOREVER YOUNG PORTRAITURE 03222012 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/29/2012 03222012 Board, Pool, Advisory pictures for website 6312· Meeting Expenses 150.00 
""tJ 
toTAL 150.00 
0 
-.I 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/0512012 15947 HALL, PETE* 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/01/2012 3/01 RMPU Mtg 3/01/12 RMPU Meeting 8411' Compensation 25.00 

AG Pool Member Compensation 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

Bill 03/08/2012 3108 Ag Pool Mtg 3/08112 Ag Pool Meeting 8411· Compensation 25.00 

AG Pool Member Compensation 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

Bill 03/15/2012 3115 AdviSOry Comm 3/15/12 Advisory Committee Meeting 8411 . Compensation 25.00 

AG Pool Member Compensation 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

Bill 03/15/2012 3115 RMPU Mtg 3/15/12 RMPU Meeting 8411' Compensation 25.00 

AG Pool Member Compensation 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

Bill 03/22/2012 3122 Board Mtg 3/22112 Board Meeting 8411· Compensation 25.00 

AG Pool Member Compensation 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

Bill 03/22/2012 3122 Land Subsidence 3/22112 Land Subsidence Meeting 8411· Compensation 25.00 

AG Pool Member Compensation 8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 100.00 

TOTAL 750.00 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/0512012 15948 HSBC BUSINESS SOLUTIONS 7003-7309-1000-2744 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

BUI 03/28/2012 7003730910002744 Miscellaneous office supplies 6031.7' Other Office Supplies 589.40 

TOTAL 589.40 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/05/2012 15949 HUlTS lNG, JOHN Ag Pool Member Compensation 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 
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---!!.pe 
Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill 

TOTAL 

"1J 
Bill Pmt -Check 

W Bill 
0 

Bill CO 
Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt ·Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Date 

03/08/2012 

04/05/2012 

04/01/2012 

04/0512012 

03/31/2012 

04/05/2012 

03/01/2012 

03/22/2012 

04/05/2012 

03/05/2012 

03/15/2012 

03/22/2012 

04{O5/2012 

03/08/2012 

03/15/2012 

03/22/2012 

04/05/2012 

04/01/2012 

04/05/2012 

03/28/2012 

04105/2012 

03/30/2012 

Num 

3/08 Ag Pool Mtg 

15950 

90009563 

15951 

257 

15952 

3/01 RMPU Mtg 

3122 Board Mtg 

15953 

3/05 Admin Mtg 

3/15 Advisory Comm 

3/22 Board Mtg 

15954 

3/08 Appro Pool Mtg 

3/15 AdvIsory Comm 

3/22 Board Mtg 

15955 

315976 

15956 

L0082777 

15957 

461 

Name 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Cash Disbursements For The Month as of 

April 30, 2012 

Memo 

3/08/12 Ag Pool Meeting 

Ag Pool Member Compensation 

INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY 90009563 

JAMES JOHNSTON 

KRUGER, W. C. "SILL" 

KUHN, BOS 

LANTZ, PAULA 

MIJACALARM 

MWH LABORATORIES 

PARK PLACE COMPUTER SOLUTIONS, INC. 

Pymnt 4 of 4 - Recharge O&M 

257 

Website Consultant w March 2012 

3/01/12 RMPU Meeting 

3/22/12 Board Meeting 

3/05/12 Administrative Meeting 

3/15/12 Advisory Committee Meeting 

3/22/12 Board Meeting 

3/08/12 Appropriative Pool Meeting 

3/15/12 AdviSOry Committee Meeting 

3/22/12 Board Meeting 

315976 

Office alarm monitoring from 4/01/12 w 6/30/12 

L0082777 

LOOa2777 

461 

IT Services ~ March 2012 

For Informational Purposes Only 

Account 

8411 . Compensation 

8470· Ag Meeting Attend -Special 

1012· Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

7206 . Camp Recharge-O&M 

1012 . Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6052.3 . Website Consulting 

1012· Bank of America Gen" Ckg 

6311 . Board Member Compensation 

6311 . Board Member Compensation 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6311' Board Member Compensation 

6311 . Board Member Compensation 

6311 . Board Member Compensation 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6311 . Board Member Compensation 

6311 . Board Member Compensation 

6311 . Board Member Compensation 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6026 . Security Services 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

7503 . PE6&7~Contract Svcs (Plume) 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6052.1 . Park Place Comp Solutn 

Paid Amount 

25.00 

100.00 

125.00 

180,656.82 

180,656.82 

930.00 

930.00 

125.00 

125.00 

250.00 

125.00 

125.00 

125.00 

375.00 

125.00 

125.00 

125.00 

375.00 

147.00 

147.00 

2,692.00 

2,692.00 

1,500.00 

1,500.00 
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Type 

Bill Pmt ~Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt ~Check 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt ~Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

"1J 

'" Bill Pmt -Check 
C) 

Bill 
CD 
TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt ·Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt ~Check 

Bill 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bil! 

TOTAL 

Date 

04/05/2012 

03/31/2012 

0410512012 

03/08/2012 

03/15/2012 

03/22/2012 

04/05/2012 

03/28/2012 

04/05/2012 

03/31/2012 

04/05/2012 

03/08/2012 

03/22/2012 

04/05/2012 

03/08/2012 

04/0512012 

03/28/2012 

03/3012012 

04105/2012 

04/02/2012 

Nurn 

15958 

2012032900 

15959 

3/08 Ag Pool Mtg 

3/15 Advisory Comm 

3/22 Board Meeting 

15960 

4618 

15961 

300732989 

15962 

3/08 Ag Pool Mtg 

3/22 Board Mtg 

15963 

3/08 Ag Pool Mtg 

15964 

012519116950792103 

012561121521714508 

15965 

Oa-K2213849 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Cash Disbursements For The Month as of 

April 30, 2012 

Name 

PAYCHEX 

PIERSON, JEFFREY 

PUMP CHECK 

UNION 76 

VANDEN HEUVEL, GEOFFREY 

VANDEN HEUVEL, ROB 

VERIZON 

YUKON DISPOSAL SERVICE 

Memo 

2012032900 

Payroll Services ~ March 2012 

3/08/12 Ag Pool Meeting 

3/08/12 Ag Pool Meeting 

3/15/12 AdviSOry Committee Meeting 

3/15/12 Advisory Committee Meeting 

3/22/12 Board Meeting 

3/22/12 Board Meeting 

4618 

4618 

300-732-989 

Vehicle fuel- March 2012 

6311 

3/08/12 Ag Pool Meeting 

3/22/12 Board Meeting 

AG POOL MEMBER COMPENSATION 

3/08/12 Ag Pool Meeting 

AG Pool Member Compensation 

Office telephone lines, long distance, fax 

012561121521714508 

08-K2213849 

Trash Service for April 2012 

For Informational Purposes Only 

Account 

1012, Bank of America Gen'] Ckg 

6012· Payroll Services 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

8411· Compensation 

8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 

8411· Compensation 

8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 

8411· Compensation 

8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 

1012, Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

7102.5' In-line Meter-Computer 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6175· Vehicle Fuel 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6311 . Board Member Compensation 

6311 . Board Member Compensation 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

8411· Compensation 

8470 . Ag Meeting Attend -Special 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6022 . Telephone 

7405· PE4-0ther Expense 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6024 . Building Repair & Maintenance 

Paid Amount 

253.62 

253.62 

25.00 

100.00 

25.00 

100.00 

25.00 

100.00 

375.00 

383.48 

383.48 

168.97 

168.97 

125.00 

125.00 

250.00 

25.00 

100.00 

125.00 

510.22 

174.49 

684.71 

106.53 

106.53 
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TOTAL 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

IBTAL 

W 
~ 

Type 

Bill Pmt -Check 

General Journal 

Bill Pmt -Check 

General Journal 

General Journal 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Blil 

C) Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Date 

04/05/2012 

03/31/2012 

04/05/2012 

03/31/2012 

04/14/2012 

04/19/2012 

04/05/2012 

04/19/2012 

03/31/2012 

04119/2012 

03/31/2012 

04/19/2012 

03/30/2012 

0411912012 

03/31/2012 

04/19/2012 

03/31/2012 

Num 

15966 

03/31/2012 

15967 

03/31/2012 

04/14/2012 

15968 

01198 

15969 

4038 

15970 

12094750 

15971 

4301155 

15972 

XXXX-XXXX-XXXX-9341 

15973 

83672 

Name 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Cash Disbursements For The Month as of 

April 30, 2012 

Memo 

Payroll and Taxes for 03/18/12-03/31/12 

For I nformational Purposes Only 

Account Paid Amount 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg CALPERS 457 PLAN 

CALPERS 457 PLAN 457 Employee Deductions for 03/18/12-03/31/12 2000· Accounts Payable 2.803.60 

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM 

PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM 

Payroll and Taxes for 04/01/12-04/14/12 

ACWA SERVICES CORPORATION 

AMERICAN GROUND WATER TRUST 

GREAT AMERICA LEASING CORP. 

SAFEGUARD DENTAL & VISION 

BANK OF AMERICA 

COMPUTER NETWORK 

Payor #3493 

CalPERS Retirement for 03/18/12-03/31/12 

Payroll and Taxes for04/01f12-04/14f12 

Payroll Taxes for 04/01/12-04/14/12 

Direct Deposits for 04/01/12-04/14/12 

00198 

Prepayment - May 2012 

Life Insurance Premiums - April 2012 

Support for Program: Jan. 2012 - Dec. 2012 

Support for Program: Jan. 2012 - Dec. 2012 

12094750 

Monthly invoice 

Usage for Black Copies 

Usage for COIOf Copies 

4301155 

Vision Insurance Premium - April 2012 

XXXX-XXXX-XXXX-9341 

Registration fee-Nakano-Webcast 

Lunch for 3/22/12 Board Meeting 

Replacement monitor 

1012· Bank of America Gen'[ Ckg 

2000 . Accounts Payable 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

1012 . Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

1409· Prepaid Life, BAD&D & L TO 

60191 . Life & Disab.lns Benefits 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6111 . Membership Dues 

1012' Bank of America Gen'[ Ckg 

6043.1 . Ricoh Lease Fee 

6043.2 . Ricoh Usage & Maintenance Fee 

6043.2 . Ricoh Usage & Maintenance Fee 

1012· Bank of America Gen'[ Ckg 

60182.2' Dental & Vision Ins 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6191 . Conferences - General 

6312· Meeting Expenses 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6055 . Computer Hardware 

2,803.60 

8,086.11 

8,086.11 

12,646.33 

30.016.96 

42,663.29 

133.39 

160.18 

293.57 

250.00 

250.00 

2,788.53 

276.56 

540.86 

3,605.95 

8.23 

8.23 

100.00 

306.55 

406.55 

191.18 
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Type 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt ·Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt ·Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt ·Check 

Bill 

IfjTAL 
W 
~ 

~ Bill Pmt ·Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt-Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt ·Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Date 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

04/16/2012 

04/19/2012 

03/31/2012 

04/19/2012 

04/16/2012 

04/19/2012 

03/31/2012 

04/19/2012 

04/17/2012 

04/19/2012 

04/17/2012 

04/19/2012 

04/17/2012 

04/19/2012 

03/31/2012 

Num 

83702 

83701 

83946 

84087 

15974 

80470876 

15975 

15976 

10035 

15977 

1-29007 

15978 

111802 

15979 

6684246 

15980 

10984472 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Cash Disbursements For The Month as of 

April 30, 2012 

Name 

CORELOGIC INFORMATION SOLUTIONS 

CUCAMONGA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT 

EGOSCUE LAW GROUP 

GUARANTEED JANITORIAL SERVICE, INC. 

LEGAL SHIELD 

PITNEY BOWES CREDIT CORPORATION 

PREMIERE GLOBAL SERVICES 

Memo 

Replacement battery for Danni 

Acrobat software for Gerry's system 

Replacement workstation for Gerry 

Mic kit for polycom in Boardroom 

80470876 

80470876 

80470876 

Lease Due May 1, 2012 

Lease Due May 1, 2012 

10035 

Ag Pool Legal Service - March 2012 

1·29007 

Jantoriai service - April 2012 

111802 

Employee deductions -April 2012 

6684246 

Quarterly leasing charge 

10984472 

Agenda callan 2128/12 

Agenda calion 2/28/12 

Agenda call on 2/28/12 

Non-Ag pool meeting calion 3/08/12 

RMPU review call on 3/13/12 

Service fee 

Service fee 

For I nformational Purposes Only 

Account 

6055 . Computer Hardware 

6054 . Computer Software 

6055 . Computer Hardware 

6055 . Computer Hardware 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

7103.7 . Grdwtr Qual-Computer Svc 

7101.4· Prod Monitor-Computer 

1012' Bank of America Gen'[ Ckg 

1422 . Prepaid Rent 

1012' Bank of America Gen'[ Ckg 

8467 . Ag Legal & Technical Services 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6024 . Building Repair & Maintenance 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

60194· Other Employee Insurance 

1012' Bank of America Gen'[ Ckg 

6044 . Postage Meter Lease 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

8312' Meeting Expenses 

8412 . Meeting Expenses 

8512· Meeting Expense 

8512· Meeting Expense 

7204 . Comp Recharge-Supplies 

6022 . Telephone 

6022 . Telephone 

Paid Amount 

134.69 

377.13 

1,346.88 

269.38 

2,319.26 

62.50 

62.50 

125.00 

5,984.00 

5,984.00 

7,122.50 

7,122.50 

865.00 

865.00 

25.90 

25.90 

546.30 

546.30 

14.54 

14.53 

14.53 

94.92 

6.63 

14.95 

3.35 

163.45 
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Type 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 
." 
CIOTAL 
~ 

"" Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Date 

04/19/2012 

04/30/2012 

04/19/2012 

04/17/2012 

04/19/2012 

04/17/2012 

04/19/2012 

04/17/2012 

04/19/2012 

04/19/2012 

03/31/2012 

04119/2012 

03/31/2012 

04/19/2012 

03/31/2012 

04/19/2012 

04/17/2012 

Nurn 

15981 

15982 

68135194 

15983 

1072181982 

15984 

002483 

15985 

15986 

4 

15987 

14949 

15988 

2634 

15989 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Cash Disbursements For The Month as of 

April 30, 2012 

For Informational Purposes Only 

Name 

STAULA, MARY L 

VERIZON BUSINESS 

VERIZON WiRELESS 

WESTERN DENTAL SERVICES, INC. 

AWWA 

CHINO HILLS, CITY OF* 

GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES 

MIJACALARM 

PETTY CASH 

Retiree Medical 

68135194 

68135194 

1072181982 

Memo 

Wireless monthly service 

002483 

Dental Insurance Premium ~ May 2012 

VOID: 

4 

4 

14949 

14949 

2634 

Alarm monitoring from 3/01/12-5/31/12 

2397-2411 

Purchase mouse pad, batteries, card reader 

Account 

1012, Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

60182.4 . Retiree Medical 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6053 . Internet Expense 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6022 . Telephone 

1012, Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

60182.2 . Dental & Vision Ins 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

7107.6 . Grd Level-Contract Svcs 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

7104.6 . Grdwtr Level-Supplies 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6026 . Security Services 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6031.7' Other Office Supplies 

Cakes and supplies for office birthdays 6141.1 . Meeting Supplies 

Purchase gas for field truck 6175· Vehicle Fuel 

Supplies-Advisory Committee mtgs on 1/19,2/15 6212· Meeting Expense 

Train fare-Maurizio-MWD Replenishmnt workshop 6909.1' OBMP Meetings 

Supplies for 1/17 GRCC mtg 

SuppJies-Approp. Pool Mtgs on 1/12, 2/09, 3/08 

7204 . Comp Recharge-Supplies 

8312· Meeting Expenses 

Paid Amount 

136.61 

136.61 

1,558.87 

1.558.87 

324.14 

324.14 

28.88 

28.88 

1,426.25 

1,426.25 

450.17 

450.17 

396.00 

396.00 

44.54 

59.37 

40.00 

49.14 

33.00 

15.50 

58.26 
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Type 

TOTAL 

Bm Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

"'C 
Bill 

W Bill 
~ 

W Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

TOTAL 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Date 

04/2412012 

04/23/2012 

04/2412012 

04/2412012 

03/31/2012 

04/2412012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

04/24/2012 

04/20/2012 

04124/2012 

04/23/2012 

04/24/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

15990 

15991 

15992 

2650292 

15993 

Num 

L0079291 

L0079292 

L0079420 

L0080702 

L0080709 

L0080710 

L0080881 

L0082868 

L0082869 

15994 

Apr-2012 

15995 

CPR Training 

15996 

2012064 

2012065 

2012066 

2012067 

2012068 

2012069 

Name 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Cash Disbursements For The Month as of 

April 30, 2012 

Memo 

For Informational Purposes Only 

Account Paid Amount 

299.81 

CUCAMONGA VALLEY IAAP April 25, 2012 Cucamonga Valley IAAP Mtging 1012' Bank of America Gen') Ckg 

Fee for Wilson & Molino - IAAP Holiday Meeting 

GEOTECHNICAL SERVICES VOID: 14949 

HOGAN LOVELLS 2650292 

Non-Ag Pool Legal Services - March 2012 

MWH LABORATORIES 

L0079291 

L0079292 

L0079420 

L0080702 

LOO80709 

L0080710 

L0080881 

lO082868 

L0082869 

RAUCH COMMUNICATION CONSULTANTS, LLC Arp-2012 

Progress Billing - Watermaster Annual Report 

SPECIALIZED SERVICES OF SO CAL CPR Training for Office 

CPR Training for Watermaster staff 

WILDERMUTH ENVIRONMENTAL INC 

2012064 - DaMP Engineering Services 

2012065 ~ OaMP Engineering Services 

2012066 - OBMP Engineering Services 

2012067 - Grdwtr Qual-Engineering 

2012068 - Grdwtr Level-Engineering 

2012069 - Grd Level-Engineering 

6192· Training & Seminars 

1012, Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

8567 . Non-Ag Legal Service 

1012' Bank of America Gen') Ckg 

7108.4 . Hydraulic Control-Lab Svcs 

7108.4 . Hydraulic Control-Lab Svcs 

7108.4 . Hydraulic Control-Lab Svcs 

7108.4 . Hydraulic Control-Lab Svcs 

7108.4 . Hydraulic Control-Lab Svcs 

7108.4 . Hydraulic Control-Lab Svcs 

7108.4· Hydraulic Control-Lab SVC$ 

7108.4· Hydraulic Control-lab Svcs 

7108.4· Hydraulic Control-Lab Svcs 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6061.3' Rauch 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6192 . Training & Seminars 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6906 . OaMP Engineering Services 

6906 . OBMP Engineering Services 

6906 . OBMP Engineering Services 

7103.3' Grdwtr Qual-Engineering 

7104.3' Grdwtr Level-Engineering 

7107.2' Grd Level~Engineering 

50.00 

50.00 

19,068.32 

19,068.32 

2,065.00 

615.00 

1,770.00 

1,532.00 

615.00 

2,065.00 

2,065.00 

615.00 

2,065.00 

13,407.00 

1,372.50 

1,372.50 

400.00 

400.00 

3,132.67 

2,155.00 

9,780.00 

1,007.50 

17,347.59 

2,326.25 
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TOTAL 

-u 
w ..... 
.j>. 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Type 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Blil 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Bill Pmt "Check 

General Journal 

Bill Pmt -Check 

Bill 

Date 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

04/25/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

03/31/2012 

04/25/2012 

04/23/2012 

04/25/2012 

04/14/2012 

04/25/2012 

04/23/2012 

2012070 

2012071 

2012072 

2012073 

2012074 

2012075 

2012076 

2012077 

15997 

500184 

500185 

500186 

500187 

Num 

15998 

1394905143 

15999 

4/14/2012 

16000 

Name 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Cash Disbursements For The Month as of 

April 30, 2012 

Neva Ridge 

Memo 

2012070 - Grd Level-Engineering 

Associated Engioneers 

Tom Dodson & Assoc. 

2012071 - Hydraulic Control-Engineering 

2012072 - Hydraulic Control-Engineering 

2012073 - Hydraulic Control-Engineering 

2012074 - PE3&5-Engineerlng 

2012075 - PE4-Engineering 

2012076 - Comp Recharge-Implementation 

2012077 - OBMP - Watermaster Model Update 

BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER SCHRECK 

CALPERS 

500184 - BHFS Legal - Appropriative Pool 

500184 - BHFS Legal- AgrIcultural Pool 

500184 - BHFS Legal- Non-Ag Pool 

500184 - BHFS Legal- Advisory Committee 

500184 - BHFS Legal- Board Meeting 

500184 - BHFS Legal- Restated Judgment 

500184 - BHFS Legal- Miscellaneous 

500184" Desalter/Hydraulic Control 

500184 - Paragraph 31 Motion 

500184 - Recharge Master Plan 

500185 - Santa Ana River Water Rights 

500186 - Desalter/Hydraulic Control 

500187 - Paragraph 31 Motion 

1394905143 

Medical Insurance Premium - May 2012 

Payroll and Taxes for 04101/12-04/14112 

For !nformational Purposes Only 

Account 

7107.6· Grd Level-Contract Svcs 

7107.2' Grd Level-Engineering 

7107.6' Grd Leve!¥Contract Svcs 

7107.6' Grd Level-Contract Svcs 

7108.3' Hydraulic Control-Engineering 

7108.3' HydraulIc Control¥Engineering 

7108.3' Hydraulic Control-Engineering 

7303 . PE3&5-Engineering 

7402 . PE4-Engineering 

.7202.3 . Camp Recharge-Implementation 

6906.1 . OBMP - Watermaster Model Update 

1012' Bank of America Gen') Ckg 

8375· BHFS Legal- Appropriative Pool 

8475· BHFS Legal- Agricultural Pool 

8575 . BHFS Legal- Non-Ag Pool 

6275 . BHFS Legal - Advisory Committee 

6375 . BHFS Legal - Board Meeting 

6072 . BHFS Legal - Restated Judgment 

6078 . BHFS Legal" MIscellaneous 

6907.33' Desalter/Hydraulic Control 

6907.35' Paragraph 31 MotIon 

6907.39' Recharge Master Plan 

6907.34 . Santa Ana River Water Rights 

6907.33' Desalter/Hydraulic Control 

6907.35' Paragraph 31 Motion 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

60182.1 . Medical Insurance 

1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Paid Amount 

14,400.00 

8,728.76 

5,000.00 

3,500.00 

8,859.86 

1,231.03 

40,508.75 

1,485.26 

5,823.74 

29,680.75 

37,540.50 

192,507.66 

2,089.27 

2,020.65 

2,328.90 

447.66 

5.619.75 

3,559.50 

4,183.85 

825.30 

6,437.70 

4,187.70 

1,918.35 

105.30 

24,944.52 

58,668.45 

5,665.88 

5,665.88 

CALPERS 457 PLAN 

CALPERS 457 PLAN 457 Employee Deductions for 04/01/12-04/14/12 2000· Accounts Payable 2,803.60 

DGO AUTO DETAILING 

Wash 4 trucks on 4/19112 

1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

6177' Vehicle Repairs & Maintenance 

2,803.60 

100.00 

100.00 
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CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER For Informational Purposes Only 
Cash Disbursements For The Month as of 

April 30, 2012 

Type Date Num Name Memo Account Paid Amount 

Bill Pmt -Check 04125/2012 16001 DIRECTV 019447404 1012, Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 04/23/2012 019447404 Monthly service for 4/19/12 - 5/18/12 6031.7 . Other Office Supplies 89.99 

TOTAL 89.99 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/25/2012 16002 EISENBERG AND HANCOCK, LLP Appropriative Pool Legal Services 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/31/2012 99-1 Appropriative Pool Legal Services: 99-1 8367 . Legal Service 2,666.30 

Bill 03/31/2012 99-1 Appropriative Pool Legal Services: 99-1 8367 . Legal Service 9,975.00 

TOTAL 12,641.30 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/2512012 16003 HORVITZ & LEVY, LLP Appropriative Pool Legal Services 1012 ' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/31/2012 68624 Appropriative Pool Legal Services - 68624 8367 . Legal Service 20,831.13 

Bill 03131/2012 68383 Appropriative Pool Legal Services - 68383 8367 . Legal ServIce 45,327.65 

TOTAL 66,158.78 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/25/2012 16004 INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY 90009734 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 03/31/2012 90009734 90009734 8456 . IEUA Readiness To Serve 552.90 

TOTAL 552.90 
"'0 
W 
-' Bill Pmt -Check 
(J1 

04f25/2012 16005 PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM Payor #3493 1012, Bank of America Gen" Ckg 

General Journal 04/14/2012 12/04/02 PUBLIC EMPLOYEES' RETIREMENT SYSTEM CalPERS Retirement for 04/01/12-04/14/12 2000 . Accounts Payable 8,054.01 

TOTAL 8.054.01 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/25/2012 16006 STANDARD INSURANCE CO. Policy # 00-640888-0009 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 04/25/2012 006408880009 Life Insurance - Policy # 00-640888-0009 60191 . Life & Disab.lns Benefits 525.66 

TOTAL 525.66 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/25/2012 16007 THE LAWTON GROUP 6017 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 04/15/2012 IVC070000018401 Week ending 4115112 6017· Temporary Services 213.76 

TOTAL 213.76 

Bill Pmt -Check 0412512012 16008 UNITED HEAL THCARE 0027499700 1012' Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 04/23/2012 0027499700 Dental Insurance Premium - May 2012 60182.2 . Dental & Vision Ins 643.52 

TOTAL 643.52 

Bill Pmt -Check 04/2512012 16009 VISION SERVICE PLAN 00-101789-0001 1012· Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Bill 04/23/2012 001017890001 Vision Insurance Premium - May 2012 60182.2' Dental & Vision Ins 26.71 

TOTAL 26.71 

Bill Pmt -Check 04126/2012 16010 EL TORITO Lunch for 4/26/12 Watermaster Board Meeting 1012, Bank of America Gen'l Ckg 

Page 11 of12 



TOTAL 

-u 
CJ,) 
~ 

0'> 

Bill 

Type Date Num Name 

04{26/2012 

CHINO BASIN WATERMASTER 
Cash Disbursements For The Month as of 

April 30, 2012 

Memo 

Lunch for 4/26{12 Watermaster Board Meeting 

Account 

6312· Meeting Expenses 

Total Disbursements: 

For Informational Purposes Only 

Paid Amount 

369.35 

369.35 

692,022.72 
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