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Pacific Grove Property Owners for Water Conservation and Equality
C/o Stan Pletz, Pletz Investment Company
1464 SOS Drive, Walnut Creek, CA 94597
925-932-5746

September 9, 2008 : . R EC E 5 VE D
Sk 1 1 2008
Regina Doyle

Director, Division 5 | M PWM D

Monterey Peninsula Water Management District
PO Box 85 |
Monterey, CA 93942

Dear Regina,

We want to thank you for your enthusiastic support of our Citizens group.

Your efforts have been of essential importance and resulted in two-thirds of the
individuals on the Water Waiting List receiving an allocation from the City of Pacific
Grove. We want to express our appreciation for the time you devoted to meeting with us
and your public support at the Pacific Grove City Council meetings.

We are searching for any opportunity to help the remaining fourteen individuals on the
Water Waiting List obtain water. We will keep you informed on the progress we make.

Again thank you for your support.

Yours very truly
C&VL%}L&;\«Q
Board of Directors: : :
George Cullinan
Darren Davis
Bill Kampe
Len Perrone
Stan Pletz
James Willoughby
Lee Willoughby
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Mayor:
CHUCK DELLA SALA

Councilmembers:
LIBBY DOWNEY
JEFF HAFERMAN
NANCY SELFRIDGE
FRANK SOLLECITO

City Manager:
FRED MEURER

SEP 2 6 2008
| MPWMD

September 18, 2008

. s
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. Coliforia consmuion '

Ms. Judi Lehman, Chair

Monterey Peninsula Water Management District
P.O. Box 85 '
Monterey, CA 93942-0085

Subject: Ordinance 136
Dear Ms. Lehman:

On August 18, 2008, the MPWMD Board of Directors approved the second reading
and adopted Ordinance 136, which establishes a process to authorize adjustments to
water distribution system production and connection limits.

it is my understanding that Ordinance 136, while it does apply to all water distribution
systems with 10 or more connections, was drafted by and unanimously approved by
the Water Demand Committee on July 14, 2008 in response to water production
concerns within Ryan Ranch. it should be noted that the Water Demand Commiitiee is
made up of three (3) Directors of the MPWMD, but mcludes no local jurisdiction
representation.

On July 21, 2008, just seven days after the Water Demand Committee recommended
that the Board adopt the first reading draft, the Board unanimously approved the first
reading of Ordinance 136, with minor modifications. On August 5, 2008, the Technical
Advisory Committee (TAC) had its first opportunity to comment on the proposed
ordinance. The Political Advisory Committee (PAC) was not provided an opportunity
to review and comment on the proposed ordinance, the TAC voted unanimously to
recommend to the Board that the second reading of Ordinance 136 be deferred to
allow the PAC to agendize the item for discussion. The Board did not adopt the TAC's
recommendation, and the second reading of Ordinance 136 went forward as
proposed.

At this time, | wish to voice my disappointment that the MPWMD did not follow the
typical review process when a new ordinance is considered. At no time did the PAC
have an opportunity to review and comment on the proposed ordinance, and the TAC
was limited to a review and comment opportunity only after the first reading was
completed by the Board. A new ordinance that has the potential to create serious
impacts upon water distribution systems is the type of item that historically has been
reviewed by both the PAC and TAC prior to consideration by the Board. Why this
process was not followed in this instance is troubling. '

The City of Monterey is opposed to the implementation of Ordinance 136 for a number
of reasons, including that the ordinance did not go through the typical review process.
Also, developers who are pursuing project approval within the City of Monterey

expend considerable time and money with the expectation that an approved project

CITY HALL « MONTEREY « CALIFORNIA + 93040 « 831.646.3760 « FAX 831.646.3793
. web Shie » htp/aswww.monterey.org



will be able to be developed, especially when C'alifor;ni“a American Water (Cal Am) has
provided the developer with a “will serve” letter for the specific project.

The City of Monterey has concerns that implementation of Ordinance 136, especially
Rule 40(D)(2), which will impose a moratorium on the receipt of new water permit
applications and the processing of previously submitted, complete applications for -
those projects which have received local jurisdiction approval and have obtained “will
serve” letters from Cal Am, will potentially subject the pertinent parties to possible
litigation. For these reasons, the City of Monterey hereby states our opposition to the
implementation of Ordinance 136.

Sincerely,

Chuck Della Sala
Mayor

c:- Fred Meurer, City Manager

Bill Reichmuth, Deputy City Manager, Plans and Public Works

Chip Rerig, Chief of Planning, Engineering and Environmental Compliance

Todd Bennett, Senior Associate Planner

Darby Fuerst, Monterey Peninsula Water Management District, P.O. Box 85,

. Monterey, CA 93942-0085

Stephanie Pintar, Monterey Peninsula Water Management District, P.O. Box 85,
Monterey, CA 93942-0085

David Lavedo, Esq., Monterey Peninsula Water Management District, P.O. Box
85, Monterey, CA 93942-0085 . . ‘
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Arlene Tavani

From: ChristieCopepod@aol.com
Sent:  Sunday, September 21, 2008 10:46 PM
To:  Arene Tavani

Subject: seven stages of water conservation

I have in front of me the Water Wheel that was mailed to us last spring. It has very nice
information, but in spite of the fact that conserving water is certainly important, the card with the
water wheel is plastic coated. How in the world are we supposed to recycle this? This seems very
narrow minded and short sighted.

PLEASE in the future, consider the entire ecosystem -- not just the issue of water.

Thank you.

Christie Monson

P.O. Box 16

Pacific Grove, CA 93950 .

P.5. I tried to contact Cal Am about this, but their website does not allow for feedback such as
this. Isn't that interesting? Thanks to mpwmd for being open to input.

Looking for simple solutions to your real-life financial challenges? Check out WalletPop for the latest news and information, tips
and calculators.

9/22/2008
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After intros to those present: -

I would like to start by providing the latest information on the Sand City Desal Plant of
which you may not be aware. Sand City has gotten all needed permits and has met
all requirements for construction of the plant. In fact they have broken ground. The
construction will be done by Camp Dresser & McKee. Projected cost of the plant has
“been set at $10 million dollars. The plant will produce 300 acre feet of water-per year.
Water is projected to flow by the spring of 2009. The cost per acre foot of water will be
- $3,610. A lease agreement with Cal Am was authorized on 10/09/07. The lease is
for a fifteen year span with another fifteen year renewal option. Cal Am is to operate
~ and manage the plant and to pay rent to Sand City.

So far all this information sounds positive. But there is more information that is of »
grave concern to the citizens that are the rate payers of the Cal Am Water Company.
The annual cost to Cal Am to operate and manage the desal plant has been set at
$202,000 per year and the rent has been set at $850,000 per year for a total of
$1 ,053,000 per year! If you multiply $1,053,000 times fifteen years you find that the
rental, and operating and management fees amount t0$15,795,000 This far exceeds
the initial cost of the desal plant! One more fact about the lease is of vital concern to.
- the citizens and rate payers of the Cal Am Company. Cal Am has stated that Cal Am

- will recover these costs from the RATE PAYERS.

‘Let us get back to the cost of the Sand City Desal water per acre foot. It has been set
at $3,510. The cost per acre foot under the Coastal Water Project that Cal Am has
proposed was set at $1,725.The cost per acre foot under Pajaro Sunny Mesa was set
at $1,434! The difference between the CWP and the SCDP is $1,785 less and the. .
difference between the PSM and the SCDP is $2,076! ;

The Sand City Desal Plant is of importance because of it's possible costs to the rate
‘payers. But there is more. Cal Am is asking for an 80.3% rate increase for the Test .
Year 2009. The amount requested is $24,718,200.

Cal Am, under a Special Request, is seeking to have the rate payers pay the cost for
bringing the San Clemente Dam into compliance with seismic and environmental
regulation. The amount being sought , according to Cal Am estimates, is
approximately $75 million dollars.

What are the rate payers to do? How can they fight the Cal Am Corporation?
Fortunately we are not alone. The Division of Rate Payers Avocates, an arm of the
California Public Utilities Commission, has been assigned to protect the rate payers.
Their mission is “to obtain the lowest possible rate for service consistent with reliable
and safe service levels. In fulfilling this goal, DRA 4lso advocates for customer and
environmental protections.”




So what recommendations has the DRA taken onlthe items described?
On the Sand City Desal Plant. ~ The DRA recommends that the Commission
assign to Cal Am the ent_ire cost of approximately $1,053,000 per year associated with

On the San Clemente Dam. DRA recommends that the Commission
assign to Cal Am all the past, current, and future costs related to bringing the San
‘Clemente Dam into compliance with seismic and environmental regulation. The rate
payers should not be responsible for these costs.

On the 8_0.3% increase for the Test Year 2009. The amount requested by
Cal Am in the amount of $24,718,200, the DRA recommends the amount of
$10,802,200. - '

The positions taken by the DRA are dramatic. But will they sway the CPUC? Notif
- past practice is followed. And that is why 1 am here before you tonight. | am seeking
your support and ask that you, as a council and individuals support the DRA in its
mission. | also suggest you agendize the Cal Am rate request for the next council

meeting.

Your constituents face a heavy financial burden in the futurniém." i'hbbé 'ydiu consider
them in their efforts to be treated fairly by Cal Am and the California Public Utilities

Commission.

Thank you. If you have any questions | will gladly answer them or refer you the |
document that has the answers. :

Manuel G. Fierro

- 461 Line Street
Monterey CA 93940
“Telephone 831-373-1167
e-mail laon02@hotmail.com



Division of Ratepayer Advocates

California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Ave., San Francisco

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE , PRESS RELEASE

Media Contacts:
Joyce Steingass, DRA Project Manager, 415-355-5532, Jws@cpuc.ca.gov
Tom Hall, Information _Officer, 415-703-1366, news@cpuc.ca.oov

DRA OPPOSES CALIFORNIA-AMERICAN WATER’S PROPOSED
80% RATE INCREASE FOR MONTEREY PENINSULA IN 2009

SAN FRANCISCb, August 22, 2008 — The Division of Ratépayer Advocates (DRA), an
independent consumer advdcacy division of the California Public Utilities Commission
(CPUC), today issued its report urging a reduction to the rate increase requested by

California-American Water Company (Cal Am).

' In its application, Cal Am requested a $24,718,200 (80 percent) increase over current

| revenues beginning in 2009 in the Monterey Peninsula and other service districts. DRA
is recdmmending that Cal Am’s request be reduced by $13,916,000, resulting in a rate

. increase of $10,802,200. DRA’s recommended rate increase is 56 percent less than Cal
Am’s requested rate increase, and results in a 35 percent rate increase for 2009, which
represents only the necessary and cost-effective investments to provide safe and reliable

water service.

In its report, DRA finds particular fault with Cal Am’s management of safety and
environmental concerns created by the San Clemente Dam. DRA also found that Cal Am
should have focused on saving water by fixing leaks rather than sign a lease agreement to
operate a small, expensive desalination facilify in Sand City. DRA also found a lack of
evidence to justify 63 percent of Cal Am’s proposed infrastructure investments, and
recommends that the CPUC lévy a fine on Cal Am for violating a CPUC directive to

submit progress reports on customer service performance.

e 35 HN: 12
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DRA also opposes the consolidation of Cal Am’s wastewater treatment d‘ivstn'cts.
Consolidated districts would place an unfair burden on low-income ratepayers by
requiring them to share costs for wastewater treatment plants in wealthier éreas. Further, -
DRA finds it illogical to consolidate wastewater districts that treat water from distant

sources in Monterey County.

“The rate increases-proposed by Cal Am should be reduced significantly,” said DRA
Director Dana Appling. “In particular, DRA proposes reductions totaling over $130

‘million for infrastructure investments that were not supported by available data, and costs

related to poor safety and environmental management of the San Clemente Dam. It is
unfair for consumers to be asked to pay for unnecessary infrastructure and poor '

management decisions when they are facing huge rate increases due to water shortages

. and high cost desalination facilities to reduce those shortages.”

Evidentiary hearings will begin on October 14, 2008, at the CPUC’s headquarters in San

Francisco.

DRA reports on Cal Am’s rate increase applications are at www.dra.ca. gov/DRA/h20.

DRA is an independent consumer advocacy division of the CPUC, created by the
Legislature to represent the interests of all private utility custdmers throughbut the state
and to obtain the lowest possible rate for service consistent with reliable and safe service
levels. DRA has a multidisciplinary staff with expertise in economics, finance,

accounting, and engineering.

For more information on DRA, please visit www.dra.ca.gov.

it



Docket: : A.08-01-027
Exhibit Number : :
Commissioner : _John Bohn
Admin. Law Judge : _Maribeth Bushey
DRA Project Mgr.  : Joyce Steingass

| DIVISION OF RATEPAYER ADVOCATES
CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION .

| REPORT ON THE |
RESULTS OF OPERATIONS

CALIFORNIA AMERICAN
WATER COMPANY
MONTEREY DISTRICT

Test Year 2009
Escalation Year 2010

Application 08-01-027

_ 'For authority to increase water rates located in its
Monterey District serving Monterey, Pacific Grove, Carmel-by-the-Sea, a portion of Seaside,
Sand City, Del Rey Oaks, certain unincorporated areas of Monterey County, Ambler Park and
Bishop Service Area, Toro, Hidden Hills and Ryan Ranch Subdivision, and Ralph Lane and
- Chaular Service Areas.

San Francisco, California
August 21, 2008

11
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V. SUM]V[ARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

A. The Commission should disallow Cal Am recovery of
all current costs booked into the San Clemente Dam-
Memorandum Account, and all costs Cal Am will
incur once a project has been selected and approved

B. The Commission should disallow Cal Am recovery of
all costs related bringing the Dam into compliance
with state and federal authorities

VI. CONCLUSION

Cal Am has failed to exercise prudent management of the San Clemente

Dam. Cal Am’s mismanagement consisted of inaction regarding sediment
management and establishing an adequate depreciation reserve, and failure to -
follow-fcdefal regulatory agency guidance -- NOAA’s interpretation of the ESA.
The result is the potential for over $100 million in remediation costs. Cal Am’s
ratepayers should not have to bear these costs. |

~ Cal Am faces regulatory constraints on its sources of supply in its Monterey
District. Meeting regulatory goals for supply augmentation and demand reduction
will cost hundreds of millions of dollars over the next decade. The cumulative

effect of this GRC, the Conservation application, and the Cbastal Water Project

_ could be rate increases of up to 300%.'% If approved, these increases could leave

Cal Am ratepayers with some of the highest water rates in the country. Adding
another $100 million for a project whose costs should never have climbed so high
creates a tremendous burden to ratepayers.

DRA is trying to ensure that Cal Am's ratepayers receive a sustainable and -
environmentally compliant future water supply without paying for unnecessary
projects. Cal Am’s Monterey District ratepayers should be spared any expense
that their actions did not cause. Cal Am bears the burden of proof for

125 0al Am response to DRA Data Request JWS-1, March 6, 2008. v
California American Water Monterey District Town Hall Meetings, held March 18 and 19, 2008.

3-27
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- demonstrating why ratepayers should incur costs, and in this case it has failed to
meet that burden. _

DRA has demonstrated a clear case for why the utility's proposed cost
recovery should be disallowed. The Commission should adopt DRA's

recommendation.

- 3-28
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Cal Am requests an increase of $24,718,200 or 80.30% in Test Year 2009
over present rates, $6,503,900 or 11.72% in Escalation Year 2010, and $7,598,300
or 12.25% in Escalation Year 2011. DRA recommends an increase of |
$10,802,200 or 35.1% in Test Year 2009 over present rates. The two main reasons

for the large discrepancy between Cal Am’s request and DRA’s recommendation

are the San Clemente Dam and Plant additions. These and other key differences

are discussed below.

1) Key Recommendations

DRA’s recommendations are based on disallowing costs for projects where
Cal Am exercised imprudent inanagement and projects that are not necessary or.
cost-effective. ' \
a. San Clemente Dam
DRA recommends that the Commission assign to Cal Am all of the past,
current, and future costs related to bringing the San Clemente Dam into
compﬁance with seismic and environmental regulation. Ratepayers should not be
responsible for these costs. )
b. Sand City Desalination Facility

DRA recommends that the Commission assign to Cal Am the entire cost of

- approximately $1,053,000 per yeélr associated with this facility. DRA determined

that Cal Am did not conduct sufficient analysis to justify the purchase of very
expensive water from this facility. DRA believes that Cal Am should look to
reducing unaccounted for water and conservation rather than small increments of

desalinated water which are not cost-effective.

LDRA notes its testimony for the General Office (GO) allocation is to be submitted on September
11, 2008. Differences between DRA. and Cal Am in the GO test year estimates are not reflected

in this report.
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c. Plant Additions _
DRA recommends that the Commission approve $11,172,423 or 42% of

Cal Am’s requested infrastructure investments for Test Year 2009 and $4,364,552

or 11% for Escalation Year 2010. DRA determined that Cal Am did not provide
sufficient information and analysis to support its requests DRA also found
serious inaccuracies in Cal Am’s documentation for requested projects.
Infrastructure i mvestments must be prudent, and Cal Am Monterey ratepayers
should not be required to pay for projects that may not be necessary.

d. Payroll ' '

DRA recommends that the Commission approve 2 of the 15 employees
requested by Cal Am. DRA determined that Cal Am did not provide sufﬁment |
information to justify the addition of 13 employees.

e. Distribution Service Improvement Charge

DRA recommends that the Commission not authorize this surcharge
mechanism. The DSIC would not enable the Commission to provide the |
appropriate level of oversight for Cal Am’s infrastructure replacement prograni
In previous decisions for Cal Am’s other districts, the Commission has deferred

approving DSICs until it reviews the results of the pilot DSIC in Cal Am’s Los

Angeles district. In addition, DRA recommends alternate methods for Cal Am to

prioritize replacements to mfrastructure including Comprehensrve Asset
Management.
f. Seaside Basin Adjudication _
DRA recommends that the Commission amortize over 20 years the

$2,755,960 Cal Am incurred related to the Seaside Basin Adjudication. Both the

‘Company and its ratepayers benefitted from the Adjudication, and DRA’s

recommended ratemaking treatment reflects that mutual benefit.

g. Unaccounted for Water

DRA recommends that the Commrssmn authorize expenditures of $586,518

to increase Cal Am’s water supply through reducing water loss and meter

vi
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inaccuracies. DRA’s recommends funding cost-effeéﬁve programs tﬁaf should
generate in excess of 380 acre feet of additional Water. »
h. Customer Service o
" DRA recommends that the Commission fine Cal Am $80,000 for not
complying with a prior Commission decision 06-11-050. DRA also recommends
that the Commission order Cal Am to form an independent task force to serve as a
liaison between Cal Am and its Custo_mers. DRA determined that Cal Am’s
customer service needs improvement. |
i. General Office and Rate Design Related Issues
These requests will be addressed in a separate report and supplemenfal
testimony that DRA will issue on September 11, 2008 in accordance with the
Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling and Scoping Memo dated June 27, 2008 and

~ the ALJ’s Ruling Modifying Schedule filed August 13, 2008. As a result of any

changes in expenses that result, DRA will include a revised Summary of Earnings

and Results of Operations Table with that supplemental testimony.

2) Background — Cal Am's Constrained Water Supply -
Cal Am's two sources of supply on the Monterey Peninsula, the Carmel

River and the Seaside Groundwater Basin, are constrained by regulatory decree
resulting from environmental considerations.
OnlJ anuary 15; 2008, the State Water Resources Control Board issued a

Draft Cease and Desist Order that specifies a timeline for Cal Am to reduce its

- Carmel River pumping to no more than its legal right of 3,376 Acre feet per year.

If the Board issues a Cease and Desist Order, Cal Am will face additional
restrictions on its pumping of Carmel River water beginning in 2009. The
SWRCB held hearings on the Order in June, J ﬁly, and August of 2008.

Cal Am’s pumping from the Seaside Groundwater Basin is subject to
reductions in 2009 and every three years fhereafter. The pumping reductions were
ordered by the Monterey County Superior Court in order to diminish the threat of

seawater intrusion into the Basin.

vii
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CHAPTER 12: SAND CITY DESALINATION PLANT

A. Introduction: Summary of Cal Am Rate Recovery
Request and DRA recommendation

. Cal Am has entered into a 15 year Operating lease with Sand City to operate
and deliver water from a 300 Acre-foot per year (“AFY™) desalination plant. The
Sand City Desalination Plant (“SCDP”) is projected to begin producmg water in

spring 2009. A3 Cal Am’s annual cost to run the SCDP will be apprommately

$1,053,000 ($3,510 per acre foot). This figure includes Cal Am’ s “rent” payments
to Sand City ($850;000/ye’ar) and its Operations & Maintenance costs ,

($203 ,000/year). Cal Am proposes to recover the entire amount from

316
ratepayers.= -

. DRA Rebommendaﬁon

DRA recommends that the Commissibn assign all costs associated with the
SCDP to Cal Am. DRA’s analysis shows fhat Cal Am did not perform adequate |
analysis before entering into the operating lease with Sand City. Cal Am did not
compare the SCDP to other more cost-effective options for obtaining additional
water, nor did Cal Am conduct appropriate due diligence of the lease cbsts. Cal

Am ratepayers should not bear the costs of Cal Am’s mismanagement.

1) Backgrouhd —Cal Am's Cohsfraine'd Water Supply

Cal Am's two sources of supply on the Monterey Peninsula are constrained
by regulatory decree resulting from environmental considerations. Cal Am's
primary source of supply, the Carmel River (“River”), originates in the mountains

of Big Sur and empties into the Pacific Ocean in Carmel. The negative

33 personal communication between Richard Simonitch, Sand City, and Max Gomberg, DRA, v
July 29, 2008.

38 DRA notes that Cal Am did not provide written testimony justifying its Operating Lease with

Sand City.

12-1
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' CHAPTER 3: SPECIAL REQUEST #9
This Chapter presents DRA’s analyéis’and recommendations on special
request #9 - Recovery of San Clemente Dam Seismic Retrofit Costs - made by Cal
Am for the Monterey District.

L. INTRODUCTION: SUMMARY OF CAL AM RATE RECOVERY
REQUEST |

Cal Am requests to recover through rates the cost of all regulatory
requirements for dam safety and environmental compliance for the San Clemente

Dam. This cost includes studies and planning for Environmental Impact Reports,

_interim seismic safety measures to reduce damage in the event of an earthquake,

assessing and enhancing habitat for threatened species, interest expense, and a
project to strengthen (but_tresszs ) or remove the Dam. Cal Am requests recovery of
approximately $75 million. Cal Am proposes to recover the cost of a buttressing
project by placing the construction costs into Construction Work In Progress
(“CWIP”) over three years. Under the butiressing project, Cal Am would
exclusively pay for construction and would retain ownership ‘of the Dam. Fora- |
dam removal project led by the California Coastal Conservancy, Cal Am would
contribute money and donate its land holdings at and around the Dam site. If dam

removal is required, Cal Am proposes to recover the cost over 25 years.

IL. BACKGROUND?® ,' |
The San Clemente Dam (“Dam”) was constructed by the California Water

& Telephone Company in 1921. Itis located on the Carmel River, 18.5 miles

5 Buttressing” the dam entails “thickening the downstream face of the Dam with concrete,
strengthening the right abutment near the dam crest, modifying the spillway and dam crest to
increase effective spillway width and armoring the abutments with gunite to prevent erosion.”
California Department of Water Resources, Final Environmental Impact Report/Enyironmental
Impact Statement, San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety Project, Volume 1, January 2008, p. 2-1.
%6 Appendix A contains a timeline of the events discussed in this report.

3-1
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upstream from the river mouth. The Dam is a thin arch concrete dam whose
spillway is located 525 fect above sea level.”” When the dam was constructed its

reservoir storage capacity was between 1,410 and 1,425 acre-feet (f‘AF”).28 As of

2002, the reservoir storage capacity was 137 AF 2 This storage reduction is due

to the accumulation of sediment behind the Dam. DRA was unable to obtain any

~-records of California Water & Telephone Company’s Dam management activities.

California-American Waté‘r Comipany (“Cal Am”) purchased the assets of
the California Water & Telephone Company in 1966.3° Cal' Am’s description of
how it has operated the Dam was provided in its last GRC filing.! Cal Am has

- used the Dam as a-diversion point™, though it has diverted little or no water from

ttte Dam since 1999.” Cal Am hds never had a sediment management plan for the

L 4
Dam.3v

2 Callfomla Department of Water Resources, Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental
Impact Statement San Clemente Dam Seistnic Safety Project, Volume I, January 2008, p. 1-1.

2 Thie 1410AF figure was provided by Cal Am in response to DRA Dita Request MZX 3-7,
March 27, 2008. DWR’s Final EIR/EIS states that “the [Dam] initially impounded a reservoir of
about 1425AF.” California Department of Water Resources, Final Erivironmental Impact
Reéport/Environmental Impact Statement, San Clemente Dam Seismic Safety PmJect Volume 1,
January 2008, 32 1-1. :

2 Cal Am response to DRA Data Request MzZX 3 7, Match 27, 2008.
30 Cal Am résponse to DRA Data Request MZX 5- 1, April 8, 3008.

3 Cal Am GRC filing in Application A.05-02-12, Fred Feizollahi Direct Testlmony, Exhibit. A at
1-2. DRA notes that MPWMD objected to Mr. Feizollahi’s characterization that the Dam “still

. seives is a mhajor pomt of diversion.” MPWMD cited evidence that Cal Am had not diverted any

water from the Dam since 2002 (MPWMD Opening Brief, October 10, 2005, p. 7). DRA concurs
with MPWMD that the Dam has not served as a point of any diversion since 2002. (See footnote
8 below)

32 A diversion point.is a place where water is diverted from a body of water (stream, lake, canal,
Teservoir, etc.) into a utility’s distribution system.

%3 Cal Am response to DRA Data Request MZX 3-8 accounts for water diverted from the San
Clemente Dam from:the 1985-86 water year (a water year is October 1 — September 30) through-
the 2006-07 water year. Between the 1999-2000 and 2002-03 water years, no more than 260AF
was diverted from the Dam. From the 2003-04 water year to the present, no water has been
diverted from the Dam.

-3 Cal Am response to DRA Data Request MZX 3-10, March 27, 2008.

3-2
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1  Organization of Report

Chapter . . , . :
Number Description Witness
' - Executive Summary
1 Overview and Summary of Earnings
2 Water ConSumption and Operating Revenues : Jc3ycc
_ Steingass
3 0&M and A&G Expenses Jerry Oh
4 Unaccounted For Water Isaiah Larsen
Taxes Other Than Income Sung Han
6 ‘ Income Taxes- Sung Han
7 Utility Plant in Service (Includes Appendix A of Nihar Shah
Data Requests) . : ‘
8 Depreciation Sung Han
9 Ratebase Sung Han
10 Customer Service J(?yce ‘
Steingass
11 _Seasidé Basin Adjudication Costs Jose Cabrera
i o Max
12 Sand City Desalination Plant Gomberg
. . Joyce
13 Water Quality Steingass
14 Toro Water System Nihar Shah
Step Rate In Joyce -
15 tep Ra § creases Steingass
Appendix A Plant in Service Data Responses Nihar Shah
- Qualifications All-

Appendix B -
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A.08-01-027 et al. MAB/jyc

 For good cause shdwn, the Division of Ratepayer Advocates’ request is

| granted and the schedule is modified as set out below:

SCHEDULE

DRA Testimony Distributed

August 21, 2008
Intervenor Testimony Distributed September 2, 2008
DRA General Office and Rate Design September 11, 2008
| Testimony Distributed :
Cal-Am Rebuttal Testimony Distributed September 16, 2008
Settlement Negotiations September 18, 20081
Intervenor General Office and Rate Design | September 25, 2008
Testimony Distributed
Cal-Am General Office and Rate Design September 25, 2008
Rebuttal Distributed
Evidentiary Hearings October 14 - 24, 2008, 10:00 a.m.
' Commission’s Courtroom
State Office Building
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102
Opening Briefs November 10, 20082
Reply Briefs November 24, 2008
ALJ’s Proposed Decision February 20, 2009
Final Commission Decision March, 2009

T

! Or on such other date as the parties may agree.

2 The scheduled dates for opening and reply briefs are tentative and will be determined
at the close of evidentiary hearings, or by ruling.
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OUR FILE NO. 17048.001

September 29, 2008

Water Demand Commuittee of the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District
5 Hamms Court, Building G

© P.O.Box 85
Monterey, CA 93942
Re: Concept Ordinance No. 137

Dear Ms. Markey, Mr. Brower, Ms. Doyle:

On behalf of the Hidden Hills Sub-Unit Ratepayers Association (HHSRA), this
is to request that proposed Ordinance No. 137 be drafted to include the concepts and
language discussed in this letter. You are already familiar with the concepts and the
substance of the language requested, because they have been the subject of
presentations to the Board in connection with Ordinance 135 and the subject of
testimony in proceedings of the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) in
which the MPWMD is a party. ’

This request is based on (1) the contract by which California American Water
Company (Cal Am) purchased the water facilities of the Carmel Valley Mutual Water
Company to create Cal Am’s Hidden Hills Sub-unit (HHS), and (2) the fact that it has
not been and 1s not now physically possible for the HHS to receive water from Cal
Am’s Main Monterey system, from the Carmel River or from any other source than the
wells that serve the HHS. A

As you know, Cal Am’s purchase contract requires Cal Am to operate the HHS
as a separate sub-unit of the Monterey Division. ‘I have appended to this letter a copy of
a letter dated January 12, 1996, to your District discussing this requirement and the
contract and the fact that they have been acknowledged by your District and the CPUC.
There has been no change in the physical circumstances of service to the HHS since Cal
Am acquired the system.

The existing physical reality is that water necessary to mitigate an imbalance of
pumping within the Laguna Seca Subarea (LSSA) is being allowed to flow to the
Coastal subareas to help mitigate a much larger problem Cal Am has with its diversion
of water from the Carmel River and Carmel Valley. Your District’s own data shows
that the likelihood of a physical shortage of water to the HHS (other than by a facility

PHONE 831-424-1414 FROM MONTEREY 831-372-7525
333 SALINAS STREET POST OFFICE BOX 2510 SALINAS, CA 93902-2510

17048\001\407234.2:92908

FAX 831-424-1975
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Water Demand Committee of the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District

Page 2

22.

September 29, 2008

“failure) 1s remote. I discussed that data in my presentation to your Board on September

We therefore request that Ordinance 137 be drafted to require a physical
shortage of water supply to the HHS in order to trigger any of the requirements in
Stages 4 through 7 of your Regulation XV. We also request that the HHS be
recognized as a separate sub-unit in accordance with the CVMWC purchase contract
We request that the following be included in Ordinance 137:

Findings:

Cal Am has substantially increased its pumping from the Seaside Basm
for use outside the Basin since 1994.

More water flows out of the LSSA each year than the amount by which
Cal Am is projected to exceed the amount of pumping allowed by the
Seaside Basin Adjudication

The District’s data shows that the likelihood of a physical shortage of
water to the HHS (other than by a facility fatlure) is remote.

The Hidden Hills system presently does not and cannot physically
denve its source of supply from any water resources other than the
Laguna Seca Subarea. There is thus a continuing need to recognize and
regulate this system as an independent sub-unit. (This finding would
apply also to the Bishop system.) -

This ordinance is not intended to supercede or abrogate any District or
PUC conditions of approval for any acquisition of a water system and
expansion by-Cal Am into said service area or any contract rights related
thereto, including Cal Am’s contract for the acquisition of the Carmel
Valley Mutual Water Company that created the HHS.

Rule 11 Definitions

HIDDEN HILLS SYSTEM — “Hidden Hills System” shall mean the
California American Water subunit as described in the purchase
agreement between Carmel Valley Mutual Water Company and
California American Water recorded July 8, 1994, Document #49389
Reel 3125 Page 696. - The Hidden Hills System derives its Source of
Supply solely from the Laguna Seca Subarea of the Seaside Basin.

17048\001\407234.2:92908



Water Demand Committee of the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District
September 29, 2008 '
Page 3

Rule 164 — Stage 4 Water Rationing. Trigger as provided in Section 7B of
Ordinance No. 135 , :

Rule 165 — Stage 5 Water Rationing. Trigger as provided in Section 8 of
Ordinance No. 135.

Rule 166 — Stage 6 Water Rationing. Trigger as provided in Section 9 of
Ordinance No. 135, ’

Rule 167 — Stage 7 Water Rationing. Trigger as provided in Section 10 of
Ordinance No. 135.

Residents of the HHS look forward to working collaboratively with the District »

to conserve and sustain the water supplies available to the HHS.

y incerely, :
\_ NO Pﬁ)HAMEkLYPTENNﬁ&&KES
. A Ptéfesilondkapomuon ’

AN ,)'i«-v ; !
\&vﬂ/ ’---:ﬂ\ ‘\; 25 2

LWL:LWL %

ce: Hidden Hills Sub-Unit Ratepayers Association
Sarah Leeper, Esq.
Sheri Dameon, Esq.
Monica McCrary, Esq.

104853001 G7234.2:92908
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Water Demand Committee of the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District

September 29, 2008
Page 4

il‘\fm-’ L. .f‘}"')}:ui\b Nonawn, Harmniy, Brisewy & Ho
s A FEOPRBBIGHAL CORPORATION
ATTORNEYSE AT LAW
B8 Sarmvas STRERT
Pogy G GX 2510
Sarwas, TaALrsorsis DIRO-RHI0

PN‘L.« Hows
JrnoMe
Banpy |
CHERRTINE
1.

%4

anuary 12, 1996

esa Homino Maxaza
Faxarest 8 M GaBRY

Honterey Peninsulz Water Managewent District
Board of Directors

post Qffice Box 85

Monteray, California 92942-0085

s ﬁr g=~~Protection of

Ret Higden Hill

Members of the Board:

SanaN

Moy,

The Carmel Valley Mutual Water Company has dissolved after
selling its water system facilities to California-Awerican Water
Company and dxstributlng the Mutual’s net Funds to its members in

ageordance with the Hutual’s Rylaws.

. At their final wmeeting, the Mutual’s Directors asked me fo
remind interssted persans and agencles having }urxaa’rtéxﬂ anout
conditions of the sale and on the regulatory approval of the

transfer of the Mutualfs water system to Cal-~am.
G4~05~D46 summarizes this condition ag follows:

" The agreement further provides for the

pP.U.C. Dacision

Mutunal water

Company‘s wWater service area to be operated as an independerni
sup-unlt of applicant‘s Monterey District water gystem.™

s

"Fhres 8b5¢nt*a1 conditions imposed by ¥
applicant ar

PPN

03 and acoeptad by

2. Applicant operates the water system as a subsidiary

unit of its Monterey District.

BERUBE-wat 124
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Water Demand Committee of the Monterey Penmsula Water Mana gement District
September 29, 2008 L
Page 5

Monterey Peninsula Water hanagemént Q;qtrlun
January 12, 1936
Page 2

yStem allowed only
e any watear
saiety hazards,*

3. fTransfer of water from the water
22 anp emnergency measurs to allev
cutage canging poteatial health of

coendition 3 of the MPWMD’s Approeval dated

March 1%, 1993 reads as follows:

F;hai Condl%ac =

43, Emergency® ahail mean any water outage with the
potential for a health or safety hazard. %Sransfer of
water through emergency interties with the CVMHC system
£or the purpose of avoiding or reducing water rationing
shall not constitute an enmergency. Transfer of water
through emergency interties with the CVNWC system shall
be etarad ané documented‘ Use of an enmergency intertis

i eding Lifteen consecutive days

shall be reviewed by the General Manaqev and a .

determination as to whether or not the continued use of

the connection constitutes an emergency as defined shall
be made. This determinatiecn shall ke reported Lo the
pistrick #oard at the next regular Board meeting.?

Ag dictributess and former members of the Carmel Valley Mutual
Conpany, the residenhts of the Hidden Hills area have a deep
Landsgontinuing intersst, together with Cal~Am and all applicable
* vegulatory agencies, in maintaining the independence and long-term
viability of the Laguna Seca hydrogeologic subarea, as provided in
paragraph 5 of the "Agreewment For The Purchase of the Assats of the
Carmel Valley Matual Water Co., A California Hon~Profit Muatual
. Benefit Corpoymhion by California-american wWater Co., A California
. Corporation,® dated December 22, 1692, and vecorded in tha 0Fffice
of. the Monterey County Recorder on July 8, 1934, at Reel 3125, Page
696, Paragraph 12 of the Agreement prDVldGﬁ that the Agreenent
binds and benefits the parties and thelr fﬁsgpﬂtxvp heirs,
succesgors and assigns, Is 5pe¢ifi;&11y'entoncaable and that the
covenants and conditions of the hgreement shall survive the
dissolution or merger of each of the parties.

The residents of Hidden Hills vespeotfully regquest that the
commitments made by Cal-Am, the District, and the P.U.C. to the
operation of the Laguna Seca hydrogeolegic subarea as an
independent subunit of Cal-Am be honored as the Monterey Peninsula

60EIL et 125

17048\001\407234.2:92908
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Water Demand Committee of the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District
September 29, 2008 ‘
Page 6

Monterey Peninsula Water Hanagement Diztyrict
January 12, 1996
Page 3

Water Management District deals with the difficult issues of water
supply and distribution. ,

sincerely,
!'_\'\._‘_
’3‘ “NOLAND, HAMERLY,
o -hhgfpfassicna; Coy
St ]
\X ""s,%

ot s,

— I Y A 5
L i e, ”“@f

e’

acs California-American Water Company, California Public stilitiles
Commisgion, Montarey caunty Health pepariment, California Stkate
Department of Health Seyvices, Supervisor JFudy Pennyconk,
superviser Sanm Karas, Buparvigor EBEdith Johnsen, genator Henry
Mello, Assemblywan Bruce McPherson, Fort ord Reuse Authority, Mr.
rred Meurer, Cikty Manager of Honterey, Mr. carl Hooper, M. Stan
Kulakow, Hiddenr Hills Area Homeowners Assogiations, Monterey County
Water Resources Agency, Monterey county Planning Department.

AN IM-wa T8

17048\001407234.2:92908




Anthony L. Lombardo 318 Cayuga Street
Jeffery R. Gilles £.0.Box 2119

Lom bOrdO ' : Salings. CA%Q%Q%HQ

Dennis C. Becugher 831-754-2444 (SAUNAS)
Pairick S.M. Casey . 1 I le S 888-757-2444 (OLLFRSE)

Sherl L. Domon UIMITED LIABILITY PARTNERSHIP 831-754-2011 ¢y
£. Soren Diaz . www.lomgil.com
J. Kenneth Gorman gmz.xq N B ]

Koren R. McWilliams : 225 Sixth Street
Paul Rovella ! i Hollister, CA 95023
Bradiey W. Sullivan . 831-630-9444

James W. Sullivan

Kelly McCarthy Suthedand : . OCI - 5 2008 |

Virginia A. Hines

Of Counse M PWM D | 4004.000

Amy Purchase Reid
Of Counsel

October 3, 2008

Water Demand Committee of the MPWMD
5 Harris Court, Building G

Post Office Box 85

Monterey, CA 93942

RE: Concept Ordinance No. 137
Dear Ms. Markey, Mr. Brower, and Ms. Doyle:

On behalf of the customers of the Bishop Water Company (York Hills
Homeowners Association, Laguna Seca Office Park, Laguna Seca Ranch Estates 1 and
Laguna Seca Ranch Estates 2 and Pasadera Homeowner’s Association), this is to request
that proposed Ordinance 137 be drafted to include the concepts and language included i in
this letter. ' .

This request is based upon (1) the contract by which California American Water
Company purchased the water facilities of the Bishop Water Company to create the Cal
Am Bishop sub-unit; (2) the attendant conditions of approval of the MPWMD and the
California PUC in approving such acquisition and expansion and creation of the Bishop
sub-unit of Cal Am; and (3) the fact that it has not been and is not now physically
possible for the BWC customers to receive water from Cal Am’s Main Monterey system,
from the Carmel Rlver or from any other source than the wells that serve BWC service
area. :

As you know, Cal Am’s purchase contract requires Cal Am to operate the BWC
as a separate subunit of the Monterey Division. [ have attached to this letter a copy of the
contract, and the attendant conditions of approval of the MPWMD and the California
Public Utilities Commission. (Exhibits A, B and C). There has been no change in the
physical circumstances of service to the BWC since Cal Am acquired the system.
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Water Demand Commiittee of the MPWMD
October 3, 2008
Page 2

The existing physical reality is that water necessary to mitigate an imbalance of
pumping within the Laguna Seca Subarea (LSSA) is being allowed to flow to the Coastal
subareas to help mitigate a much larger problem Cal Am has with its diversion of water
from the Carmel River and Carmel Valley. I enclose excerpts from the 2005 Yates report
which demonstrates several issues: first that the pumping out of the northern Seaside
subbasin increased substantially in 1996 (shortly after the 95-10 order) from 1000 afy to
over 3000 afy. You might note the pumping out of the Peralta well was increased by
almost 2000 afy. (Exhibit 1). Additionally, the Yates report also included information
related to the auto cline (change in topography) which naturally precludes ground water
from easily migrating out of the LSS. (Exhibit 2). I also submit for your consideration
the total reported pumping from all adjudicated users within the LSS indicating there is a
substantial amount of adjudicated allocation which has not been utilized. (Exhibit 3).
Finally, I attach the Water Master reports which indicate that the ground water levels in
the LSS are increasing rather than decreasing, thus indicating no diminishment of water
supply within the LSS. (Exhibit 4).

We therefore request that Ordinance 137 be drafted to require 2 physical shortage
of water supply to the BWC in order to trigger any of the requirements in Stages 4
through 7 of your Regulation XV. We also request that the BWC be recognized as a
separate sub-unit in accordance with the BWC purchase agreement, and conditions of
approval of the MPWMD and CPUC. We request the following ﬁndmgs be mcluded in
Ordinance 137:

Findings:

e . Cal Am has substantially increased its pumping in the Salinas Basin for use
outside the Basin since 1996. (Evidence: see Yates 2005 report)

e The District’s data shows that the likelihood of a physical shortage of water to the
BWC is remote.

e During Water Year 2008, the total pumping of all adjudicated users through June

2008 in the Laguna Seca subbasin, including Cal Am’s subunits was 85 afy
substantially less than the adjudicated amount of pumping out of the Laguna Seca
Subbasin of 989 afy.

e The BWC system presently does not and cannot physically derive its source of
water supply from any water resources other than the Laguna Seca Subarea.
There is a continuing need to recognize and regulate this system as an
independent sub-unit. :

e This ordinance is not intended to supercede or abrogate any District or PUC
conditions of approval for the acquisition of a water system and attendant service
area or any contract rights related thereto, including Cal Am’s’ contract for
acquisition of BWC or Carmel Valley Mutual Water Company.
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Water Demand Committee of the MPWMD o
October 3, 2008

Page 3

Rule 11 Definitions

e BISHOP SYSTEM — “Bishop System” shall mean the California American Water
subunit as described in the purchase agreement between Bishop Water Company
and California American Water dated September 1, 1996 and approved by
MPWMD on October 21, 1996 and by the PUC on September 24, 1997 on -
Application No. 97-04-030. The BWC derives its source of supply solely from
the Laguna Seca Subarea of the Seaside Basin.

We request the triggering mechanisms for Stage 4 Water Rationing through Stage
7 Water Rationing be based upon the availability of physical water supply within the

Laguna Seca subbasin.

Customers of the BWC look forward to workmg collaboratively with the District
to conserve and sustain water supplies available to the BWC.

Sincerely,

Lombgrd_o & Gilles, LI;BN

Shen L. Damon
SLD:jlr
cc: Pasadera Homeowners Association

York Hills Homeowners Assomatlon
Lloyd Lowrey



- AGREEMENT FOR THE PURCHASE
THE ASSETS OF
BISHOP WATER COMPANY
A California Corporation .
BY .
CALIFORNIA-AMERICAN WATER COMPANY
A California Corporation

" THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this 1st day ef September"

" and between CALIFORNIA-AMERICAN WATER COMPANY, a California corporatmn

hereinafter referred to as "Cal-Am", and BISHOP WATER COMPANY, a California
corporatlon, heremafter referred to as "Blshop

_ THEREFORE IT IS I—IEREBY MUTUALLY AGREED BETWEEN THE
PARTIES that Cal-Am will, sub]ect to the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth,
purchase from Bishop all of Bishop’s Assets (as hereinafter defined).

The aforementioned purchase is ‘conditioned upon 2 and subject to the full and faithful

" performance and completion of all of the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth. Either

party may, at its sole discretion, in writing, elect to waive or release any of the terms and
.conditions hereinafter set forth for that party’s benefit, provxded that sald waiver or release
is in writing. :

‘The terms and condmons to which this purchase is specrﬁcally and expressly subject
are as follows:

| DEFINITIONS AND DESIGNATIONS: The following definitions and

designations shall apply in this Agreement:
- "Agreement": This Agreement.

"Assets": All of the assets of Bishop as more fully described in Exhibit A

hereto, including, but not limited to, all of Bishop’s real and personal.

property, easements, water rights associated with Bishop’s well sites, water
sources and total system, Bishop’s customer lists and records and information
necessary to operate Bishop’s System, excludmg, however, all of Bishop’s
unrestricted cash and accounts receivable.

"Bishog": Bishop Water Company, a. California corporation. and regulated

public utility.

"Bishop’s Service Area”: The service area as described in Exhibit B hereto.

bishopi .new 1

ExuBIT A
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_ pipelines; and

- "Cal-Am": California-American Water Company, 2 California ccrporatmn
and regulated public utility.

"County”: The County of Monterey, State of California.

. "County Records™: The Official Records of the County Recorder of the -

County of Monterey, State of California.
"Effective Date™: That date defined in Section 8 of this Agreement.

"PUC": The Public Utilities Commission of the State of Califormia.

. "Service Agreements": (a) That Amended and Restated Agreement made on
or about December 13, 1995 between BMIF Monterey County Limited
Partnership; Bishop, McIntosh & MclIntosh; and Bishop Water Company; (b)
that Fourth Amendment to Lease and Agreements Related to Water made
effective August 12, 1994 between Bishop, McIntosh & Mclntosh; Nick D.
Lombardo, Inc.; Bishop Water Company; and BMIF Monterey County
Limited Partnership; and (c) agreements between Bishop Water Company and
its customers for the provision of water service.

“Sy&' m™ Bishop’s total water production and distribution system, including,
without limitation, all well sites, wells and well equipment, tanks and tank

" sites, easements, rights of way, mains, equipment, appurtenances, water and
water rights.

2. CONDITIONS PRECEDENT:

a.  As a condition precedent for the benefit of Cal-Am, Bishop shall, at
its own expense, prepare appropriate instruments of conveyance together with appropnate
legal descnptons «of all real property, easements; rights of way, and other interests in real
property, all in proper form for recording in the County Records. ‘

b. As a condition precedent for the benefit of Cal-Am, Bishop shall

provide evidence, in form and substance meeting the reasonable satisfaction of Cal-Am, -

that:

(1) Bishap enjoys an easement for access to its wells, tanks and

(2) such easement provides the right to perform all such acts,
inclnding, without limitation, performing such groundwork as shall be necessary to provide

for the maintenance of the System; and

bishop3.new . 2




(3) such easement is reflected in the County Records.

c. It is intended that Cal-Am is purchasing all réal property interests of
Bishop, including such rights that may not be recorded, if any, including, without limitation,
water rights and real property interests, which may be classified as covenants runmng with
the land or equitable servitudes. In the event that the Assets include any interests in real
property which have not been recorded in the County Records, Bishop shall, as a condition

precedent for the benefit of Cal-Am take all appropriate steps necessary to record the

instruments, agreements or other documents pertaining to such mterest in-the County
Records

d. Real property assets wﬂl be conveyed by one or more grant or
qultclalm deeds in form and substance meeting the reasonable satisfaction of Cal-Am, with
property descriptions as set forth in a preliminary title report to be approved by Cal-Am,
at Bishop’s sole cost and expense. Bishop will provide to Cal-Am, at BlShOp s sole cost and
expense upon close of escrow, a standard CLTA owner’s policy of title insurance insuring,
among other matters that title as to each interest in real property to be conveyed by Bishop
to Cal-Am pursuant to the terms hereof is vested in Cal-Am free and clear of any lien,
encumbrance, mortgage thereon except as previously disclosed in writing to 'Cal-Am and
approved by Cal-Am in writing. Cal-Am reserves thie right to secure an ALTA policy of
title insurance, and agrees that any additional expense or cost relating thereto above the

_standard CLTA policy shall be paid for by Cal-Am. Personal property assets will be
conveyed by one or more bills of sale in form and substance meeting the reasonable
satisfaction of Cal-Am. :

e. (1)  As a condition precedent for the benefit of both parties this

Agreement to be effective must have the prior written comsent and approval of those
governmental agencies having jurisdiction in the matter, and whose approval may be
required to give full effect to this Agreement. The parties contemplate that the PUC may
have such jurisdiction and that its approval and consent may be required.

(2) Imaddition, this Agreementshall be subject to the prior approval
of the foﬂowmg entities as a condition precedent for the beneﬁt of both parties:

(a) The Board of Directors of Bishop.
(b)  The Board of Directors of Cal—Am

£ - As a condition precedent for the benefit of Cal-Am, Bishop shall

provide to Cal-Am all documents, instruments and agreements pertaining to all existing -

refund contracts, if any there be.” All amounts, if any, owed by Bishop under such refund
contracts during calendar year 1996 shall be paid by Bishop prior to the Effective Date.

bishop3.new ) 3
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‘contract to which it is a party, or

* supply water from any other portion of its water supply system. Cal-Am’s assumption of

g As a -condition precedent for the benefit of Cal-Am, each of the ‘
representatlons and warranties set forth in this Agreement shall be true, complete and -
correct in all material respects as of the date this Agreement is executed.

. b . Asacondition precedent for the benefit of Cal-Am, Bishop shall (with
respect to agreements other than the Service Agreemients) take all appropnate steps
necessary to either: :

(a) dxscharge any obligation it may have in connectlon with any such

(b)  deliver to Cal-Am such written assurances as Cal-Am shall in
the exercise of its reasonable business judgment deem necessary ar appropriate to the effect
that Bishop has no undischarged obligations under any such contract to which it is a party.
Such discharge shall occur or such assurances shall be delivered, as the case may be, prior
to the Effective Date and Bishop shall provide appropriate documentation meeting the
reasonable satisfaction of Cal- Am with respect thereto to Cal-Am prior to the Effective
Date. :

i All pending litigation against Bishop, and/or any other causes of action
against Bishop of which Bishop has knowledge that may be pending or threatened, shall be
fully and completely resolved and/or settled, or shall be otherwise disposed of in a manner
mutually acceptable to the parties.

i All amounts which have been placed in escrow ‘or which have been
deposited with Bishop by a third party pending performance by Bishop of one or more
obhganons in respect of which such amounts have been so dep051ted ar placed in escrow
shall, prior to the Effective Date, be delivered to Cal-Am or placed in an escrow meeting
the reasonable-satisfaction of Cal-Am. -

k. Cal-Am shall acquire the Assets and thereafter shall operate thre System :
subject to and in accordance with the requirements set forth in the Service Agreements. —‘-———
Cal-Am - shall assume all obligations of Bishop under the Service Agreements.
Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in any Service Agreement, it is the understanding
of the parties hereto that Cal-Am shall operate the System as a separate and self-contained
unit with no inter-connections with any otheggg@w%
Therefore, any obligation to supply water set forth in any Service Agreement om an
after the Effective Date be limited to the System and Cal-Am shall not be obligated to

Bishop’s obligations shall be evidenced by a separate assxgnment and assumpuon agreement
of even date herewith.

bishop3_new 4




3.  PURCHASE PRICE.

The purchase price to be pzud by Cal-Am to BlShOp on the Effective Date
shall be a sum equal fo $52,576 (the rate base as of 12/31/95), and subject to an upward
adjustment for additions to Bishop’s rate base on or after January 1, 1996, and subject to
a downward adjustment for retirements from Bishop’s rate base on or after January 1, 1996.

4. RATES SERVICES:

a. Cal-Am shall, pursuant to a separate operating agreement of even date
herewith and for a period not to exceed six (6) months after the date first set forth above
{(but subject to earlier termination on the Effective Date if the Effective Date shall occur
during sach six (6) month period or to further extension by mutual agreement of the parties
if the Effective Date shall not occur during such six (6) month period), perform meter
reading and billing services for Bishop’s customer base at a flat rate of $1500 per monthly
billing cycle. During such period, Cal-Am will make a good faith and reasonable effort to
collect Bishop’s accounts receivable. Cal-Am will nof write off any such accounts as
uncollectible. Uncollected accounts receivable will be remrned to Blshop after ninety (90)
days for collection by Bishop. »

b. Cal-Am shall, from and after the Effective Date, commence to assess

at its filed tariff rates, all users of water provided by Bishop’s System that have heretofore - -

received such water service withoat charge or at a reduced charge. .

c.  The parties hereto contemplate, and Cal-Am shall take reasonable
steps to so provide, that Bishop’s service area shall be operated and served in accordance
with Cal-Am’s tariffs, rates, rules and regulations as approved by and subject to the PUC.

5. INDEMNITY:

Bishop shall, for twelve (12) months after the Effective Date, indemnify,
defend and hold Cal-Am, its officers, directors and employees harmless from and against
any liability, loss or claim for damages, including, without limitation, the fees and expenses
of Cal-Am’s counsel, arising out of, or relating to: .

] a. the breach of Bishop’s representations, warranties or covenanis set
forth in this Agreement,
b. - any damage, destruction or other xmpamnent to any of the real

property occurring on or before the Effective Date, and

c. any claim or action brought by any third party against Bxshop or Cal-

Am regardless of whether the same is brought before, on or after the Effective Date but

only to the extent that the event on which such clalm or actxon is based occurred on or prior

bishop3_new 5

37




38

to the Effective Date and arises from or is otherwisé related in any Way to the oper;a.tion of
Bishop’s System. . '

For twelve (12) months after the Effective Date, Bishop will maintain a
reserve equivalent to twenty percent (20%) of the sale proceeds described in Section 3 of '
this Agreement to cover the costs of any such claims. If during said twelve (12) month
period any such claim or demand of any kind is made, then in that event, Cal-Am’s option,
rcasonably exercised, Bishop shall either:

a. discharge such claim or demand by paying the full amount thereof from
such reserve and obtain, for the benefit of Cal-Am, a full and unconditional release thereof,
or . R ‘

b. take adequate steps as reasonably determined by Cal-Am including
without limitation, the posting of a bond, to reasonably demonstrate that Cal-Am is
protected from any such claim or demand before a total distribution of any proceeds the
depletion of such reserve and/or a dissolution of Bishop. It is agreed that the parties in the
interpretation of this Sectlon 5 shall act in accordance with good faith and fair dealing.

6.  COSTS:
Except as herein otherwise may be provided, the parties agfee that the

responsiblhty for costs, fees and other charges mcurred as a result of this sale shall be as
follows:

a.  eachparty shall be liable for all of its respective appraisal, engineering,
legal, title work, preliminary reports, and title insurance policies; and =~

b. Cal-Am shall pay all fees and costs required for any governmental or
ﬂmd party approvals

7. WARRANTIES AND REPRESENTAT!ONS:
The parties do hereby make the following warranties and representaﬁons: :
a. By éal-Aﬁ: |
Cal-Am represents and warrants to Bishop that:

| (1)  Cal-Am hasthe legal authority to enter into this Agreementand
perform the acts and agreements contemplated thereby; and

@ the executxon, delivery and performance by Cal-Am of this
Agreement have been duly authonzed by all necessary corporate action and do mnot
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contravene Cal-Am’s charter or by-laws or any law or contractual restriction bindiﬁg on or
affecting Cal-Am. T

b. By Bishop:

Bishop represents and warrants to Cal-Am that except as disclosed by
Bishop to Cal-Am in Exhibit C hereto: '

_ (1) there are no aboﬁ/eground or underground gqsoline, diesel, fuel oil
or other chemical storage tanks or hazardous materials or toxic wastes (as those items are
defined in any federal, state or local laws, ordinances, or regulations relating to the

" _ environment or health and safety generally) on, under or about, any of the real property

being transferred to Cal-Am by Bishop pursuant to the terms hereof;
. 4

: (2) to the knowledge of Bishop, its directors, officers or employees,
none of the real property being conveyed to Cal-Am by Bishop pursuant to the terms of this
Agreement, nor any of the real property in which an interest therein is being conveyed to
Cal-Am by Bishop pursuant to the terms of this Agreement, is now, or has been subject to
any significant erosion, drainage, soil or other physical problems;

i (3) to the knowledge of Bishop, its directors, officers or employees, all
of the fixtures and personal property being sold by Bishop to Cal-Am pursuant to the terms

. of this Agreement, including without limitation, all items comprising any portion of Bishop’s -

System; are free of any and all physical or other mechanical defects, normal wear and tear
excepted;

(4) Bishop has title and the legal right to sell and dispose of the. Assets.
The Assets are free and clear of all claims, including, without limitation, liens,
encumbrances, rights, demands, and/or restrictions of any kind in favor of any third party;

_ (5) to the knowledge of Bishop, its directors, officers or employees, the
' water quality of Bishop’s system meets all local and state health ‘statutes, ordinances,
_ regulations or other such standards pertaining thereto; and ‘

(6) Bishop has not granted or created any other encumbrances,
encroachments or conditions affecting Bishop or its assets, which in any manner would
preclude or impair this sale, or detrimentally affect the purchase by Cal-Am and/or the
operation of the system and facilities thereafter. : '

, " (7) the execution, delivery and performance by Bishop of this
Agreement have been duly authorized by all necessary corporate action and do mot

contravene Bishop’s charter or by-laws or any law or contractual restriction binding on or
affecting Bishop. . ‘ '
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The parties intend and agree that any action. based on the breach of this
Section 7 shall have a statute of limitations. Cal-Am shall be givensuch time and access

to Bishop’s-System and Bishop’s books and records to mvestigate the accuracy of these

warranties and representations as Cal-Am deems necessary or desirable for such purpose,
and to make any other investigations and inquiries desired by Cal-Am to fulfill Cal-Am’s
obligations of due diligence. Bishop’s duty under this Section 7 shall be to disclose
information known to BlShOp and its directors, officers and employees.

Each party covenants to keep conﬁdentlal any information obtained from
these _investxgatwe and due diligence procedures in accordance with normal procedures
regarding proprietary information provided to it. ‘Nothing herein, however, shall prevent
either party from disclosing such information:

a. upon the request or demand of any regulatory agency or authority

,havmg jurisdiction over stich party'

b. upon the order of any court or administrative agency;
c. wh;ch has been publicly dlsclosed;

d. which hasbeen lawfully obtained by either party from any other source;
or :

e to an assignee of such party. Each party agrees to execute the required
: conﬁdenhal and nondisclosure statements before receiving access to any such mformatmn

Any action based on the breach of the covenants, warranties and representahons
contained in this Agreement shall be commenced within two (2) years from the date of this
Agreement. - : A

8. ESCROW:

a.  The sale and transfer of Assets shall be conducted on the date (the
“Effective Date") that all of the conditions set forth in Section 2 of this Agreement shall
have been satisfied.. Such sale and transfer shall be conducted through an escrow conducted
by the Monterey office of First American Title Company. The time for perfonnance shall
be as soon as possible after the date of the Agreement, unless an extension is approved by
the parues by mutual agreement in writing,

b. Except as herein otherwise provided all costs and fees of the €SCIOwW

shall be equally divided among the partles
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c. If a separate concurrent escrow is requi'fed for the transfer of Elshop s
personal property, such escrow shall be with a reputable commercxal escrow holder mutually
acceptable to the parties in the County.

9.  PROCEDURE:

This unsigned Agreemeht shall be submitted to tﬁ_e Board of Directors of

Bishop and Cal-Am for approval. The Agreement, when signed by the parties, will be
circulated to the appropriate agencies, including without limitation, the County Health
Department, the Department of Health Services of the State of California, and the PUC
for staff comment. The parties will cooperate and use their best efforts to submit
concurrently for as many of the approvals as possible. -

10, ENFORCEMENT OF FINAL AGREEMENT:

* Itis intended that this Agreement shall bind and benefit the pa.rues and thexr ‘

respective heirs, successors and assigns. Said Agreement shall be specifically enforceable.
The representations, warranties and covenants set forth in ﬂns Agreement shall survive the
dissolution or merger of each of the partles

1.  LIQUIDATED DAMAGES:

In the event that this transaction does not close as a consequence of a defanlt

_ by either party and the other party shall not be in defaulf, then the nondefaulting party shall
entitled to receive the sum of Five Thousand Dollars ($5,000.00) as liquidated damages.
The parties hereby agree that in the event of such a default it would be difficult to
impossible to determine the actual monetary damages sustained by the nondefaulting party,
and that the sum of Five Thousand Dollars (35, OOO 00)-is the best estimate of the damages
at said nondefaulting party would suffer, and that said sum is fair and reasonable. This
provision for liquidated damages, however, shall not preclude any alternative remedy that
may be available to the nondefaulting party, including the right to specific performance, all

of which rights and remedies are expressly reserved to the nondefaulting party. The parties

witness their agreement to thls liquidated damage provision by nutlalmg this paragraph as
follows:

12. ARBITRATION OF D'ISP;I‘ES:

a. . Theparties agree that in any dispute or controversy that may arise after
the effective date as a result of the terms and conditions of this Agreement or their
relationship as Buyer and Seller under this Agreement, and, if said dispute or controversy
cannot be resolved by mutual agreement, then and in that event the dispute or controversy
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shall be settled by arbitration in accordance with the commercial arbitration rules of the
American Arbitration Association, except that one arbitrator, who shall be approved by both

parties to this Agreement; shall hear and decide such controversy or claim. Judgmentupon .
the award rendered by the arbitrator may be entered in any court of competent jurisdiction.
Any and all arbitration hearings shall be held in the County. The arbitrator shall be -
selected from a panel of practicing corporate lawyers. The arbitrator shall be empowered
to order any reasonable discovery upon a showing of good cause and to include in any
award an award of compensatory damages sustained by either party that is determined to
have been the result of any action of the other party that was fnvolous or was mamtamed

. in bad faith.

b. Notice pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure, Sectlon 1298:

- By mmalmg in the space below you are agreeing to have any dispute arising out of the

matters included in the "Arbitration of Dlsputes provision decided by neutral arbitration
as provided by California law and you are giving up any rights you might possess to have
the dispute litigated in a court or jury trial. By initialing in.the space below you are giving
up your judicial rights to discovery in the "Arbitration of Disputes” provision. If you refuse -
to submit to arbitration affer agreeing to this provision, you may be compelled to arbitrate
under the authonty of the California Code of Civil Procedure. You agreement to this
arbitration provision is vo!untary We have read and understood the foregoing and agree

to submit disputes arising out of the matters mcluded in the "Arbitration of Disputes"
- provision to neutral arbitration.

. Bishop:
Cal-Am:

Either party shall give n notice of its desire to arbitrate by first class

mall postage prepaid as follows: ' ; '

CALIFORNIA-AMERICAN WATER COMPANY
50 Ragsdale Drive, Suite 100 '

Monterey, California 93940

Attention: Mr. L.D. Foy

With a copy to:
Steefel, Levitt & Weiss
One Embarcadero Center, 30th Floor h

San Francisco, California 94111
. - Attention: Lenard G. Weiss, Esq.
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" BISHOP WATER COMPANY
1880 Gentry Way
Reno, Nevada 89502-4407
Attention: Leonard H. McIntosh

- With a copy to:

Law Offices of David A. Willoughby
2100 Garden Road, Suite A-210
Monterey, California 93940
Attention: David A. Willoughby

c. In the event of an arbitration proceeding as above provided for, the
prevailing party shall be entitled to reasonable attorney’s fees and other professional fees
and costs incurred. The arbitrator shall determine whether there is a prevailing party and
the amount of all fees and costs to be paid hereunder. :

13. . MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS:

: a. Time. Time is of the essence of this Agreement and every provision
lierein contained. ' ‘

b. Headings. The title and headings of the Sections of this Agreemeint
are intended solely for means of reference and are not intended to modify, explain or place
any counstruction on any of the provisions of this Agreement.

c. Entire Agreement. This Agreement, all exhibits attached hereto, and
all documents referred to herein, constitute the entire agreement between the parties.
- There are no oral or parol agreements existing between the parties which are not expressly
set forth herein and therein. This Agreement may not be modified, amended or otherwise
changed in any manner except by a writing executed by the party to be charged.

d. Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed
in accordance with the laws of the State of California.

el Exhibits. All exhibits attached hereto are incdrporated herein by
reference. ; -

£ - Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in counterparts, each

of which shall irrespective of the date of its execution and delivery be deemed an original,
and said counterparts together shall constitute one and thc‘a‘same instrument.
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g Successors and Assigns. The provisions of this Agreement shall be

binding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties hereto and their respective successors
and assigns.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be duly
executed as of the date first set forth above. -

CALIFORNIA-AMERICAN . BISHOP WATER COMPANY
WATER COMPANY ) A

A California Corporation

California Corporation

Br__ j@m// (ol

(2X 3 |
( ._‘F’oy ‘ S Yeonard H McIntosh '
DManager ‘ :

Vice Président & President
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EXHIBITA

Real Properfy
Those facilities, easements and rights more particularly described on that map
entitled "Bishop Water Company Facilities Map" consisting of six pages prepared by Bestor

Engineers, Inc. dated May 1994, including those well sites, tank locations and treatment

facilities designated as Monterey County Assessors parcel numbers 173-071-043, 173-071-

047, 173-071-049, 173-071-050, 173-071-051 173—071—052 173-071-054 and 173- 101-053. The

real property mterests bemg conveyed shall be more particularly set forth in a prehmmary '

title report subject to the approval of both parties.

- Personal Property

Those personal assets more particularly described in that list dated February 13, 1996

made a part hereof. The personal property interests being conveyed shall be more

-particularly set fdrih in a bill of sale subject to the approval of both pérties.

Miscellaneous Other Assets

Physical custody of those customer lists, records and other information belonging to
Bishop Water Company and presently maintained by MCSI Water Systems Management

on behalf of BlShOp Water Company shall be transferred to California-American Water

’ Company before or as soon as is practicable following the close of escrow, Prior to such

transfer access to the information contained in such records has been and shall be made

fully avaﬂable to California-American Water Company.

bishop.axa
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- EXHIBIT B

Bishop Water Company’s present setvice area is a shown on thatmap entitled "Tariff
Service Area BlShOp Water Co." dated March 1986 and filed with the California Pubhc
Ut]htles Com]mssmn The owners of adjacent property have mmated a request for the

expansion of the service area, in which request Cahfomla—Amencan Water Company and

" Bishop Water Company are cooperating. However, it is uncertain when or whether such

‘an expz_uxsibn of the service area will be approved and implemented.
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EXHIBIT C

California-American Water Company has been provided with copies of the following
documents: : :

Bishop Water Systehg Assets
Bishop Water Company System Map, 84" x 11" with notations

List of Major Water System Assets With Indication of Their Condition dated 2/13/96, 3
pages .

| Bishop Water Company Letter to Larry Foy dated 10/13/95 2 pages

MCSI Memorandumn to Carl Hooper .dated 9/21/95 rega;rdmg Future Needs for Bishop
Water Company

.MCSI Memorandum to Carl Hooper dated 9/21/95 _regarding Bishop Water Company .

Financials

Table 2, Bishop ‘Water Company Water Quality Data, dated 3/2/94 with notations

' Summa.ty, Preliminary Cost Estimate-New First Phase, Bishop Ranch, dated June 1995 with ’

notatlons

Summary, Preliminary Cost Estimate-New Second Phase, Blshop Ranch, dated June 1995
Wlth notations

' Summary, Prehmmary Cost Estimate-New Third Phase, Blshop Ranch dated June 1995 with
notations

Abbott Plumbing‘Memorandum dated 6/23/95

Abbott Plumbing Propoéal dated 6/23/95

Abbott Plumbing Proposal dated 6/26/95

Abbétt Plumbing Letter to Rush Hatch dated 6/25/95, 2 pages
Rush Hatch Memorandum to Carl Hooper dated 7/17/94

Report on Production - Consumption - Cost. Analysis dated 7/15/94
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MCSI Letter to Leonard McIntosh dated 5/23/94

Summary of Earnings for Test Year 1993 with notations

Capital Improvements (3)
Photographs of Redwood Tanks 6 pages, with notations
Monterey County Health Department Letter to Bishop Water Company dated 1/10/94
Memorandum of Telephone Message from Bob Costa dated 1/30/96
MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 1/30/95
Fugro West, Inc. Letter to Leonard MclIntosh dated 1/11/96, 4 pages -
Photographs of Well and quupment
MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 12/12/95
MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 12/14/95
Memoran’dum of Information from' Pete Garneau dated 12/10/95
Pete Garneau Proposal dated 8/19/95

Garnean Construction Diagrams, 4 pages

~ Pete Garneau Invoice. dated 8/2/95

Pete Garneau Proposal dated 8/19/95

~ Abbott Plumbing Proposal dated 8/25/93

Coart Hellenthall Bid dated 10/7/94 with notations

Memorandum of Work-Completed on the Main Storage Tank Spectacular Bid L.
MCSI Memorzmdufn to Len McIntosh .dated 8/22/94

Cort Hellenthall Inspection Report

Cort Helle'nthallBiIl dated 8/2/94

Cort Hellenthall Memorandum to MCSI-dated 8/16/94 ,
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Photographs of Redwood Tanks, 6 pagés, with notﬁtions -
Monterey County Health Department .Letter to Bishop Water Company dafed 1/10/94
Pete Garneau Memorandum dated 2/21/94

Bisﬁop Water Company Letter to Raley Naito datedv2/25/94'

Abbott Plumbing Proposal dated 8/25/93

Abbott Plumbing Propoéal dated 9/5/93 .

Bishop Water Company Letter to Raley Nz}ito dated 9/23/93

Chualar County Wa’ter District Letter to Raley Naito dated 9/23/93
Salinas Pump Company Proposal dated 9/3/93

MCSI Memorandum to Len McIntosh dated 3/18/93

- MCSI Memorandum to Len McIntosh dated 3/10/93

MCSI Memorandum to Leonard McIntosh dated 3/16/9%

MCSI Memorandum to Len McIntosh dated 5/21/93 with» nétaﬁqng
MCSI Memorandum to Len McIntosh dated 5/21/93 without notations
Diagram of Existing East Valley well |

- Salinas Pump Company Proposal dated 5/13/93

Salinas Pump Company Proposal #1 dated 5/18/93 |

Salinas Pump Company Proposal #2 dated 5/18/93

_ Bishoi) Water Company Memorandum to Bruce'~Ka11'eshiro dated 5/19/93 with notations
Diagram of Well, 2 pages |

Salinas Pump Company Invoi-ce dated 10/14/92

Salinas Pump Company Invoice dated 6/2/92 (#5223)

Salinas Pump Company Invoice dated 6/2/92 (#5224)

Salinas Pump Company Invoice dated 6/2/92 (#5223)
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Salinas Pump Company Fnvoice dated 6/2/92 (#5224)

Salinas Pump Company Invoice dated 6/2/92 (#5224)

Salinas Pump Company Statement dated 6/2/92

Salinas Punip Company Statement dated 6/2/92

Memorandum of Conversation with Gerfy Haas

MCSI Meﬁora.ndum to Len MclIntosh dated 2/15/93

MCSI Memorandum to Leonard McIntosh dated 8/21/92, 2 pagés
California—Ameﬁcan Wa_te.r Company Letter to MCSI dated 8/10/92

Casner Exterminating Company Work Order and Payment Agreement dated 12/7/94, 6
pages

Russ Hatch Memorandum to Len McIntosh dated 11/28/94

Pete Garneau Memoranduzﬁ to Bishop ’Water Coﬁpwy dated 11/25/94, 2 pages
MCSI Memorandum to Len McIntosh dated V1095

Photographs of Redwood Tanks, 2 pages with notations

Bill Harvey Fax Cover Sheet dated 11/8/94

Kustom Kommunication Invoice dated 10/14/93

Abbott Plumbing Proposal dated 2/28/94- with notations

Abbott Plumbing Proposal dated 2/28/94 without notations

Topographic Map excerpts, 2 pé.ges '.

Garneau Construction Diagram -

‘Portion of System Map with notations

East Valley New Well (17)

Carmel Valley Cénstruction Proposal and Contract dated 7/24/89, 2 pages
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Carmel Valley Construction Proposal and Contract déted 7/ 19/89, 2 pages
PG&E Letter to Gary Tavernetti dated 8/28/89, 2 pages -
MCSI Memorandum to Gary Tavernetti dated 4/1/93
Chappell Pump & Supply Estimate Sheet daied 7/21/89
Bestor Eﬁgineers Letter to PG&E dated 3)8/89
Map of East Boundary Well Watermain dated 12/88, 2 péges
Bestor Engineers Letter to Bishop Water dated 1/9/89
‘Granite Construction Company Letter to Bestor Engineers dated 10/31/88, 2 pages
-Bestor_Engineers Letter to Chappell Drilling dated 1/3/89
. PG&E Letter to Gary Tavernetti dated 1/13/89 with notations
Bestor Engineers Letter to Laguna Seca Rancﬂ dated 7/7/88 with notations
Handwritten Notes Concerning New We;ll _
Chappell Pump & Supply Letter to Gary Tavernetti dated 1/4/89, 2 pages
Chappell Pump & Supply Estimate Sheet dated 12/29/88 - Turbine Pump Estimate
Chappell Pump & Supply Esttmate Sheet dated 12/29/88 - Submersible Pump Estimate
Bestor Engmeers Letter to PG&E dated 5/11/89 V
Water Well Drillers Report dated 2/11/90

Chappell Pump & Supply Letter to Bestor Engineers dated 1/17/90

Chappell Pump & Supply Letter to Laguna Seca Ranch dated 3/22/90 Regarding Step-

Drawdown Results

Chappell Pump & Supply Letter to Laguna Seca Ranch dated 3/22/90 Regardmg Circular

Onﬁce Well Test Results

Montague/Fisher Requisition Form dated 12/7/87
Adding Machine Tape
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Monterey County Health Depamnent Letter to Leonard McIntosh dated 3/16/90, 2 pages
with notations

Monterey County Health Department Test Result Slips dated Féﬁmary 1990
Water System Inspection Report dated 2/15/90 )

Sail Control Lab Report dated 2/27/90 |

Bishop Water Compaﬁy Letter to Walter Wong dated 3/23/90

Water Well Drillers Report dated 2/11/90

Water Well Drillers Report dated 2/11/90

Montague/Fisher Requisition Sheet dated 12/7/87

Montague/Fisher Requisition Sheet dated 12/7/87

Chappell Pump & Supply Letter to Laguna Seca Ranch dated 3/22/90 - Circular Orifice
‘Well Test Results

Soil Contral Lab Report dated 3/23/90, 6 pages

Bestor Engineers Letter to Chappell Pump & Supply dated 3/23/90
Bestor Engineers Letter to Chappell Pump & Supply dated 3/23/90
Bestor Engineers Letter to PG&E dated 12/2/88

Bestor Engineers Letter to Pacific Bell dated 12/2/88

Excerpt from System Map, with notations

Building Permit dated 10/24/89

East Boundary Well Watermain Diagram dated June 1989, 2 pages, with notations

) East Valley Well Redevelopment (16)
Russ Hatch Notes Concerning Conversation with Peter Garneau dated 6/20/93 - full page

Additional Notes on Grundfos Notepad

Russ Hatch Notes Concerning Conversation with Peter-Garneau dated 6/30/93 - half page
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Salinas Pump Company Fax Transmittal to Russ Hatch dated 6/30/93, 10:37-10:38, 3 pages
Salinas Pump Company Fax Transmittal to Russ Hatch dated 6/30/93, 10:40-10:42, 3 pages

Salinas Pump Company Fax Transmittal to Russ Hatch dated 6/30/93, 10:44, 3 pages

_ Efficiency Pump Tests (15)

 Joe's Water Systems Service Pump Test Report dated 10/21/94
PG&E Agricultural Service Pump Test Reporz dated 3/10/93 (#94675)
PG&E Agricultural Service Pump Test Report dated 3/10/93 (#96296)
MCST Fax Transmittal to Aaron Thomton dated 4/29/93 ’

'PG&E Letter to Bishop Water Comipany dated 1/26/93

'PG&E Report dated 1/25/93, 3 pages (#0537915)
PG&E Report dated 1/25/93, 3 pages (#0537914)
PG&E Schedule A-1 dated 5/1/92 |
PG&E Schedule A-10 dated 7/2/92, 2 pages

. PG&E Authorization for Rate Change dated 1/26/93
Chappell Pump & Supply Estimate Sheet dated 7/21/89
PG&E Agricultural Services Pump Test repoit dated 2/22/90

PG&E Agricultural Services Pump Test Report dated 3/13/90 With notations

| Lead & Copper 9/30/93 (5)
Bishop Water Letter té Haﬁood dated 9/30/93 |
Bishop Water Letter to Denning dated 9/30/93
Bishop Water Letter to Wﬂey dated 9/30/93
'CM Analytical Report dated 4/28/94
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CM Aumalytical Report dated 5/23/94
Bishop Water Letter to Chen dated 9/30/93

- Bishop Water Letter to Dunlavey dated 9/30/93

Bishop Wéter Letter to Ham dated 9/30/93

. Bishop Water Letter to Graziano dated 9/30/93

Bishop Water Letter to Brown dated 9/30/93
Bishop Water Letter to Pfeiffer dated 9/30/93
Bishop Water Letter to Shin dated 9/30/93

LSGC Main Damage (8). -
DL Glaze Company Letter to Bishop Water Company dated 11/10/95 with notations
Notice of Rejection of Claim '

Release of All Claims Regarding Occurrence of 7/17/95

* MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 11/11/95

Laguna Seca Golf Club Lettér to Russell Hatch dated 11/8/95
Bishop Water Company Letter to Don Boston dated 11/6/95 with notations

Bishop Water Company Letter to Don Boston dated 11/6/95 without notations

- Bishop Water Company Letter to Don Boston dated 11/4/95 with notations

MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 11/5/95

Peninsula Septic Tank SeMce Job Breakdown

DL Glaze Company Letter to Russell Hatch déted 9/18/95 with notations
Bishop Water Combany Letter to Don Boston dated 8/22/95, 2 pages
nguna Seca Golf Club Letter to Russ Hatch dated August 15, 2 pages
MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 8/31/95
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MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 8/22/95 '

Bishop Water Company Letter to Don Boston dated 8/22/95, 2 pages
. Bisilop Water Company Invoice dated 8/8/95
Peninsula"Sepﬁc Tank Service Invoice dated 7/18/95

" Peninsula Septic Tank Service Statement dated 7/31/95
MCSI Hours Recap

MCSI Invoice dated 7/95

- Westburne Supply. Invoice.dated 7/19/95

Westburne Supply Pick Ticket dated 7/18/95

MCSI Invoice dated 8/95 '

Westburne Supply Statement

Familian Pipé Suapply I_hvojce dated 7/18/95

Western Plumbing Supply Receipt dated 7/18/95
Western Plumbing Supply Receipt dated 8/2/95

MCSI Invoice dated 9/5/95

Bishop Water Company Invoice dz;ted 6/30/94

Bestor Engineers Statement dated 6/14/95

Peninsula Septic Tank Service Invoice dated 6/14/95
Familian Pipe Supply Invoice dated 6/14/95

Photographs of Main

Maingate Connection (14)

Diagram of Main Gate Well Tie-In dated 9/27/93

Laguna Seca Golf Club Letter to Russ Hatch dated 8/3/93 without notations
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Lagﬁné Seca Golf Club Letter to Russ Hatch dated 8/3/93 with notations

' Laguna Seca Golf Club Letter to Russ Hatch dated 9/14/93 with notations

Laguna Seca Golf Club Memorandum dated 9/13/93
Main Gate Well Tie-In Diagram

Main Gate Well #2 (18)
Water Well Drillers Report dated 3/11/77 '
Salinas Pump Coﬁxp_any Proéosal dated 12/12/95
Notes on Bishop Maingate #2 |

" CM Analytical Report dated 8/8/95, 2 pages with notations
. Salinas Pun;p Company Proposal dated 12/14/95
" CM Analytical Report dated 8/30/95, 2 pages

Soil Control Lab Certified Analytical Report dated '4/22/77, 3 pages
PG&E Pump 'fest Report dated 10/8/81

PG&E' Pump Test Report dated 3/5/81 without notations

PG&E Pump Test Report dated 3/5/81 with notations

PG&E Pumping Plant Efficiency Comparison dated 3/5/81

PG&E Pump Test Report dated 2/17/81 .

PG&E Pump Test Report dated 2/17/81

PG&E Pump Test Report dated 2/17/81
" PG&E Pump Test Report dated 8/17/81

Notes Regarding Well Data

Welenco Electric Log, 4 pages

Soil Control Lab Certified Analytical Report dated 422/77, 3 pages.
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~ Salinas Valley Pump & Drilling Statement dated 8/8/77 =
Welenco Electric Log; 4 pages

.Communication Record dated 12/6/79

Bishop, McIntosh & Mclntosh Check dated 4/26/77

Soil Control Lab Statement dated 4/22/77

Bishop, MclIntosh & McIntosh Check dated 4/8/77
Communication Record

Franklin Electric Co. Warranty Card

Bishop, Mclntosh & Meclntosh Check dated 4/11/78

Salinas Valley Pumé & Drilling Invoice dated 3/18/77

Salinas _Va]léy Pump & Drilling Statement dated 4/4/78

Salinas Valley Pump & Drilling Statement dated 2/3/78 .
Salinas Valley Pump & Drilling Statement dated 12/12/77

- Salinas Valley ?ump & Drilling Tnvoice dated 12/16/77, 2 pages (#3231)
Salinas Valley Pump & Drilling Invoic_e dated 12/16/77 (#3201) .
Salinas Valley Pump & Drilling Invoice dated 12/16/77 (#3353)
Salinas Valley Pump & Drilling Invoice dated 4/ 177
Welenco Electric Log, 4 pages ' .

Salinas Valley Pump & Drilling Invoice dated 3/31/77

Bishop, MclIntosh & McIntosh Check datéd 6/15/77 (#1925)
Bishop, McIntosh & McIntosh Check dated 6/15/77 (#1926)
Bishop, McIntosh & Mclntosh Check dated 3/1/78

PE O’Hair Statements dated 4/29/77, 5/31/77

~ Western' Plumbing Supply Statement dated 2/23/77
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PE O’Hair Packing List dated 2/23/77

Wholesale Plumbing Credit Memo dated 2/8/77 -
PE O’Hair InQoice dated 2/23/77

" PE O’Hair Packing List dated 2/8/77

PE O’Hair Invoice dated 2/8/77

PE O’Hair Packing List dated 9/9/77
PE O’Hair Invoice dated 9/9/77

PE O’Hair Packing List dated 2/14/77
PE O’Hair Invoice dated 2/14/77

. PE O’Hair Packing List dated 2/15/77

PE O’Hair Invoice dated 2/15/77

‘Wholesale Plumbing Credit Memo dated 2/8/77

'Laguna Seca Statement #1735, 2 pages

Salinas Valley Pump & Drilling Invoice dated 10/28/77

 PE O’Hair Statement dated 5/31/77
. Laguna Seca Check"

Salinas Valley Pump & Drilling Statement dated 5/11/77
Sah'nas Valley Pump & Drilling Statement dated 7/6/77
Salinas Valley Pump & Drilling Statement dated 6/6/77 -
Salinas Valley Pump & Drilling Statement dated 4/6/77
Notes Regarding Well Sanding )
Salinas Valley Pump & Drilling Statement dafed 10/3/77
Salinas Valley Pump & Drilling Statement dated 9/7/77

PE O’Hair Invoice dated 4/29/77
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PE O’Hair Packing List dated 4/29/77

PE O’Hair Statement dated 4/24/77

PE O’Hair Statement dated 2/25/77

PE O’Haif Statement dated 2/28/77

County of Monterey Receipt dated 2/9/77
Weﬂ Permit Apphcatlon Procedures, 2 pages
Water Well Permit dated 2/11/77

Application to ,Constmct Water Well dated 2/7/77

Maps
Bishop Water Company Facilities Map dated May 1994, 6 pages with notations
Bishop Water Company System Map, West End, dated 2/86 with notations

, _ ~ Miscellaneous ,
St'aal,;Gardner & Dunne Letter to Monterey Partners BM]F dated 3/2/94, 21 pages
1994 Annual Report of Bishop Water Company to PUC, 10 pages’ |
| 1995 Anmual Report of Bishop Water Company to PUC, 9 pages
Bishop Water Company Balz;.uce Sheet dated 12/31/95
Blshop Water Company Llst of Accounts Receivable dated 12/3 1/95 3 pages’
Bishop Water Company Income Statement dated 12/31/95
Bishop Water Company Letter to Elizabeth Karis dated 3/28/96

Monterey County Health Department Permit Information Report dated 3/26/96, 76 pages

Fugro West Letter to Leonard McIntosh dated 1/11/96, 4 pages
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Financial Statements and Accountants Compilation Report for Bishop Water Company
dated 12/31/94, 12 pages

Lease Between Bishop, Mclntosh & McIntosh and Nick D. Lombardo Inc. dated 10/1/78
with Exhibxts and Attachments

First Amendment of Lease dated 11/30/78 with Exhibits and Atfachments

Second Amendment of Lease dated 7/15/80 with Exhibits and Attachments

Third Amendment of Lease dated 6/27/84 with Exhibits and Attachments without notations
' Third Amendment of Lease dated 6/27/84 with Exhibits and Attachments with notations

Fourth Amendment of Lease and Agreements Related to Water dated 8/12/94

Amended and Restated Agreement Between BMIF; Blshop, McIntosh & McIntosh and

~ Bishop Water Company dated 12/13/95
' Report for Monterey County Partners dated 12/4/93 as revised 7/15/94 and 9/21/95, 64 pages

CM Analytical General Mineral and Physical and Inorganic Analysis dated 8/8/95, 4 pages

' CM Analytical General Mineral and Physical and Inorganic Analysis dated 8/30/95, 2 pages

Bishop Water Company Newsletter dated 4/1/95, 2 pages

Bishop Water Company Water Quality Data

Water Level Data Report Sheets, 3 pages ,

Fugro Compilation Sheets dated 1/17 - 1/20/94, 3 pages _

Monterey County Health Department Service Connection List dated 6/27/95, 4 pages
~Bishop Water Company Letter to Larry Foy dated 10/13/95

Monterey County Health Department Letter to Bishop Water Company dated 3/26/96, 2
pages

- Bishop Water Company Letter to Elizabeth Karis dated 7/15/95 with enclosure,_ 3 pages

American Analytlcal Laboratories Report dated 1/6/93, 2 pages
Bishop Water Company Rate Case Analysis, 2 pages

Bishop Water Company Letter to Don Boston dated 11/6/95
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Monterey County Health Department Letter to Bishop Water Company dated 6/19/95, 3
pages ' _ : ;

MPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/15/94
MPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/18/95
" Monterey. County Health Department Chlorination Data |

Notes Regarding Bishop Water Company 1995 Inspection

Mud Slide Claim (7)
MCSI Statement dated 1/31/93 wiih notations
Handwritten Notes dated 2/2/93
Handw&'iﬁen_ Notes ‘

MecIntosh Enterprises Letter to Russ Hatch dated 2/11/93
MCSI Statement.dat?d 1/31/93 with notations

-MCSI Invoice dated 2/1/93 with notations

Mon.terey County Health Depaﬁment (6).
Bishop Water Company Letier to Elizabeth Kaﬁs dated 7/15/95, 2 péges
Mbnterey County Health Depaftm’ent Chlorination Data, 2 pages _
Bishop Water Company Letter to Elizabeth Karis dated 7/ 15/93, 2 pages

- Monterey County Health Department Letter to Bishbp Water Company dated 6/19/95, 3
pages with notations

Bishop Water Company Leﬁer to Eliiabeth Karis dated 7/15/95, 2 pages
Bishop Water Company Water Quality Data dated 3/2/94

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 1/6/93 (#6047)
American Analytical Laboratorics Report dated 1/6/93 (#6048
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- Monterey County Health Department Report on Connections dated 6/27/95

MPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/15/94

- MPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/18/95

Monterey County Health Department Chlorination Data

Notes Regarding Chlorination

Notice of Public Hearing dated 6/12/95

MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 7/18/95

MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 6/27/95 with notations

MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 6/27/95 without notations

Monterey County Health Department Chlormahon Data dated 7/15/95

Notlce of }.’ubhc Hearing dated 6/12/95

Mdnterey County Health Department Repoft on Connections dated 5/27/95, 4 pages
Public Water Supply Permit' Application dated 6/9/95, 2 pages

Monterey County Health Department Water Quality Emergency Notification Plan dated
6/9/95, 2 pages

Monterey County Health Department Letter to Bishop Water Com;;any dated 1/4/94
Monterey County Health Department Letter to Bishop Water Comi)an'y dated 12/14/93

Monterey County Health Department Recelpt for Water System Operatmg Fee dated

- 10/29/93 w1th nomtzons

Monterey County Health Department Receipt for Water System Operating Fee dated
10/29/93 without notations

Monterey County Health Department Letter to Bishop Water Company dated 3/31/95

‘Monterey County Health Department Letter to Bishop Water Company dated 1/22/95, 2

pages

" Annual Report of Water System Water Quality for the Year of 1994

Monterey County Health Department Letter to Bishop Water Company dated 3/31/95
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Annual Report of Water System Water Quajity Sample Format, 4 pages
Notes‘Regarding Title 22 and Excerpts, 26 pages
Mon'erey County Health Department Letter to Bishop Water dated 11/5/90 with notations

Monterey County Health Department Letter to Bishop Water Company dated 3/2/81

. Monterey Coimty Health Department Water System Permit Conditions dated 3/2/81 '

Monterey County Health Department Notice Regarding Inspection i:'ee 2 pages

‘Monterey County Health Department Apphcatlon for Health Inspection Servmes dated

6/18/79, 2 pages

Monterey County Health Department Application to Construct, Repair or Destroy a Water
Well

Notes Regarding Well Data
Monterey County Health Department Health Permit dated 3/12/79
Monterey County Health Deiaartment’ Water Supply Permit Cei}ditions dated 3/12/79 -

Monterey Couanty Health Department Apphcatlon to Construct, Repair or Destroy a Water
Well .

Monterey County Health Department Letter to Bishop Water Company dated 2/8/79 with
notations

vM-onterey County Health Department Letter to Bishop Water Company dated 10/31/78

Laguna Seca Letter to Jon Jennings dated 3/5/79 -

Monterey County Health Department Notice Regarding Inspection Fees -
Monterey County Health Department Small Water System Requirements

Monterey County Health Departmeﬁt Letter to Bishop Water Company dated 2/8/79

Monterey County Health Department Water Permit Application dated 3/5/79, 2 pages

Monterey County Health Department Application for Health Inspectlon Semces dated
3/5/19, 2 pages

- Monterey County Health Department Inspection Slips dated 10/30/78
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Instructions for the Care of Small Water Supphes

Monterey County Health Department Water Permit Apphcatlon and Information dated
6/18/77 :

Instructions for Completing Water Permit Application and Information

Monterey County Health Department Water Permit Application and Information |

Paddock #1 Well Septembgr 1972 (13)
Industrial Pamp Shop Tavoice dated 7/30/93 with notations
Salinas Armature & Motor Works Tnvoice date 9/30/93
Pete Gameau Invoice dated 9/24/93 |
Bishop Water Company Water Quahty Data dated ]2/21/93
Bishop Water Company Well Performance Data dated 12/21/93, 2 pages

_ Salinas Pump Cpmpany Invoice dated 6/30/80

Salinas Pump Company Invoice dated 6/9/80
Bishop, McIntosh & McIntosh Check dated 11/26/79
Salinas Pump Company Invoice dated 16/16]79 |
Salinas Pump Cbmpany Invoice dated i0/8ﬂ9
Salinas Pump Companyi Invoice dated 10/23/79
Bishop, McIntosh & Melntosh Check dated 6/8/79
Salinas Pump Company Statemenﬁ dated 4/4/19, 5/3/79
Salinas Pump Company Invoice dated 412579
Salinas Pump Company Invoice dated 3/21/79
Bishop, Mclntosh & McIntosh Check ;iéted 6/1/81
Saliixas Pump Company Invoice dated 5/28/81
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Bishop, McIntosh & Mclntosh Check dated 6/25/81
Salinas Puﬁxp Company Invoice dated 6/19/81 |
Salinas Pump Company Statement dated 7/7/81
Salinas Pump Company nvoice dated 6/30/81
Salinas Pump Company Invoice dated 3/20/81 .
Soil Control Lab Certified Drinking Water Analysis dated 9/5/72
Water Well Drillers Report dated 8/22/72 ' |
Valley Pump & Drilling Invoice dated 12/9/72
Valley Pump & Drilling Invoice dated 9/15/72
V_aﬁey Pump & Drilling Statement
PG&E Electric Extension and Service Agreement, 7 pages
Valley Pump & Drilling Invoice dated 12/8/72 with motations
Valley Pump & Drilling Invoice dated 12/9/72 (#7430)
| Valley Pump & Drilling Invoice dated 12/9/72 (#7401-A) with notations
Valley Pump & Drilling Invoice dated 12/9/72 (#7432), 2 pages with notations
fG&E Electric Service 'Agreemeﬁt dated 11/8/72, 4 pages
Notes regarding Main Gate Well
Notes on DU Notepad '
Valley Pump & Drilling Stafement, 4 pages
BF Properties Check dated 6/29/73
Sparling Envirotech Invoice dated 3/7/73, 2 pages
BF Properties Check dated 3/1/73

Sparling Envirotech Statement

Sparling Envirotech Statement dated 12/31/72
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Sparling Envirotech Statement dafed 11/30/72 with notations’
Sparling Envirotech Statement dated 11/30/72 without notations
Sparling Envirotech Invoice dated 11/20/72

Notes on DU Notepad

Sparling Envirotec;h Preshipment Form, 2 pages -
Hersey-Sparling Meter Co. Customer Acknowledgment

'BF Properties Check dated 11/9/72

Valley Pump & Drilling Invoice dated 9/15/72, 2 pages
Water Well Drillers Report dated §/22/72

~ Sparling Meter Company Form

Valley Pump & Drilling Statement
Water Well Drillers Report dated 8/22/72
Valley Pump & Drilling Invoice dated 9/15/72, 2 pages

PUC Filings (1)

Blshop Water Company Letter to Public Utilities COIDIHISSIOII dated 1/18/95 with
attachments, 17 pages

Bishop Water Company Supplement to Advice Letter #5 dated 3/21/80

Bishop Water Company Advice Lettei #4 dated 8/12/76
Bishop Water Company ;Advice Letter #3 dated 6/4/76
Bishop Water Company Advice' Letter #2 dated 6/13/69
Bishop Water Company Advice Letter #1 dated 6/27/63
MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 8/3/95

Bishop Water Company Rate Case Analysis, 2 pages
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Bishop Water Company Wofk Papers - Informal Rate Increase - Test Year’ 1994, 2 pages |
MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 1/5/96

Blshop Water Company Advice Letter #14 dated 1/5/96 3 pages

Public Utilities Commission Data Request Inquiry dated 11/16/93 with notations

Public Utilities Commission Fax Cover Sheet with Attachments dated 11/16/93, 4 pages,
- with notations =~

, ~Bisllop ‘Water Company Tariff Schedules dated 7/30/63

Table of Contents Advice Letter #13

Table of Contents Advice Letter #6

?relimhary Statement Advice Letter #1, dated 7/30/63, 2 pages
Tariff Service Area Map - Advice Letter #7 dated 7/30/86
Schedule #1 Advice Letter #13 dated 2/1/95

Schedule #4, Advice Letter #13 dated 2/1/95

Schedule #4 Advice Letter #1 dated 6/30/63

Schedule #5 Advice Letter #1 dated 7/30/63, 2 pages
Schedule #UF Advice Letter #10 dated 12/10/90

" Rule #1 Advice Letter #6 dated 2/27/85, 2 pages

-Rule #2 Advice Letter #3 dated 6/4/76

Rule #3 Advice Letter #1 dated 7/30/63
'Rule #4 Advice Letter #1 dated 7/30/63

Rule #5 Advice Letter #8 dated 6/6/88, 3 pages

Rule #6 Advice Létter #1 dated 7/30/63

Rule #7 Advice Letter #1 dated 7/30/63, 2 pages

Rule #8 Advice Letter #8 dated 6/6/88, 2 pages
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Rule #9 Advice Letter #1 dated 7/30/63, 3 pages
Rule #10 Advice Letter #6 dated 2/27/36, 2 pages

Rule #11 Advice Letter #8 dated 6/6/88, 7 pages

Rule #12 Advice Lgttef #1 dated 7/30/63, 2 pages -
Rule #13 Advice Letter #1 dated 7/30/63, 2 pages
Rule #14 Advice Letter #1 dated 7/30/63

Rule 14.1 Advice Letter #11 dated 1/7/91, 6 pages
Rule #15 Advice Letter #6 dated 2/27/86, 14 pages
Rule #16 Advice Letter #9 dated 3/12/90, 7 pages

Rule #1_’7 Advice Letter #6 dated 2/27/85

Rule #18 Advice Letter #1 dated 7/30/63, 3 pé.ges

‘Rule #19 Advice Letter #6 dated 2/27/85
" Rule #20 Advice Letter #1 dated 7/30/63

Form #4 Advice Letter #6 dated 2/27/85

_ Form #1 Advice Letter #1 dated 7/30/63

Form #2 dated 8/3/63

Form #3 Advice Letter #6 dated 2/27/85

" Form #4 Advice Letter #6 dated 2/27/85, 41 pages

PUC Reports, Financials, Information to- Monterey County
Partners (2) :

Notes Regarding PUC Report

Work Paper Excerpts for Advice Letter Rate Increase - Test Year 1993, 9 pages
Map Excerpts, 3 pages

BISHDP _BXC 22




General Mineral, Physical, Inorgamc and Radlologlcal Report dated 11/17/92 without
. -notations, 4 pages

General Mineral, Physmal Inorganicand Radlologlcal Report dated 11/17/92 thh notations,
2 pages

MPWMD Fax Cover Sheet dated 7/28/92 with notations

~ Conditions of Bishop Water Company Application to Increase System Capacity Limit dated
- 10/10/88, 2 pages

Notes Regarding PUC Report, 2 pages

Notes on Grundfos Notepad

Excerpts from Work Papers - Adﬁce Letter Rate Increase - Test Year 1993, 8 pages
. Map Excerpts 3 pages - |

General Mineral, Physical, Inorganic and Rathologmal Report dated 11/17/92 without .

notations, 4 pages

General Mineral, Physical, Inorganic and Radiological Report dated 11/17/92 with notations,
2 pages

MPWMD Fax Cover Sheet dated 7/28/92 with notaﬁons

. Conditions of Bishop Water Company Apphcatlon to Tncrease System Capac;ty Limit dated
-10/10/88, 2 pages

" MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 4/5/93 with notations

Notes Regarding MPWMD Reports

Bishop Water Company Supplemental Financial Information - 1993 with notations
Adv1ce Letter Rate Increase Operatmg Expenses - 1991-1992 |

Advice Letter Rate Increase Slmphﬁed Summary 1991-1992

» Blshop Water Company Revenue Projection for 1994

Notes Concemmg Bishop Water Company Assumptxons

Notes Concerning Budget

MCSTI Letter to McIntosh Enterprises dated 6/22/93

" Letter from Garna Sanchez to PUC dated 10/2/93
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_ Notes Concerning Wells

Notes Referencing Conversation with Bruce Kaneshiro

Notes Concerning PUC Report dated 6/14/93

Notes Concerning Water System

MPWMD Well Owner Data - 1993, 3 pages

Bishop Water Company Metered Wziter C'onsumpﬁon‘Dam dated 7/8/93, 3 pages
Bishop Water Company Metered Water Consumption Data dated 2/18/93, 2 pages
Bishbp Water Company Metered Water Consumption Data dated 4/16/93

Bestor Engineers Fax Transmittal Sheet dated 6/23/93

MCSI Fax Transmittal Sheet dated 7/26/93

General Mineral, Physical, Inorganicand Radioiogical Reéport dated 11/17/92 with notations,
4 pages

APAC Prodacts Notes Concernmg Wells
Monterey County Health Department Letter to Gary Tavernetti dated 3/24/93, 4 pages
MCSI Fax Transmittal to Gary Tavernetti, 20 pages

Radio License (9)
Radio Station License dated 9/14/93 |
Special Coqdiﬁons/Administrative Notes, 2 pages 4
High Intensity Obstraction Lighting Specifications for Anteﬁna Structures, 2 pages
Request for Frequency Coordination dated 3/8/93, 2 pages '
Application for Private Land Mobsile and General Mobile Radjo Services dated 3/8/93
Notice to Individuals Required by Privacy Act of 1974
Spectrum Resources Letter to Peter Garneau dated 3/1/93
Spectrum Resources Invoice with 'Remit_tancevAdvice Attached dated 3/1/92
Spectrum Resources Invoice dated 3/1/92 | |
Trans-O-Gram to Peter Garpeau dated 4/8/93, 6/25/93
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Reports Forms (11)
Notes dated 7/ 10/91
WPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/18/95, 2 pages
WPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/15/94

© WPWMD Letter to Blshop Water Company dated 1/31/96

WPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/18/95

WPWMD Water Distribution System Report Draft

Notes Concermng WPWMD Report dated 7/18/95 2 pages.

Notes dated 71395

WPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/15/94

WPWMD Water Distribution System Report Draft ‘
Bishop Water Company Metered Water Consumption Data da'-ted 7/13/94, 3 pages
WPWMD Letter dated 6/24/94 |

Notes Concerning Metered Sales, 2 pages

4Adding Machine Tape, 2 pages

WPWMD Letter dated 6/23/95 -

Bishop Water Company Letter to Mark Dias dated 4/16/94 with Phone Memo dated 4/8/94
Corrected 1993 Report dated 7/30/93

- MPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/30/93 with notations, 2 pages

Notes Concerning Bishop Water Company Well Meter Readings dated 10/18/93
WPWMD Letter dated 11/11/93
WPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/30/93

'WPWMD Well Owner Data - Reporting Year 1993 with notations, 10 pages
‘Bishop Water Company Metered Water Consumption Data dated 7/8/93, 3 pages with

notations

Notes Concerning Budget
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Notes Concerning Laguna Seca Golf Course

~ Notes Concerning Paddock #1

Bishop Water Company Metered Water 'Cénsumption Data dated 7/26/93, 6 pages
Bishop Water Company Metered Water Consumption Data dated 2/18/93, 4 pages

Notes Concerning Monthly Figures

WPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/30/93 Draft ;

~ WPWMD Well Owner Data Forms - Reporting Year 1992, 3 pages
‘Water Level Data - East Valley

WPWMD Well Owner Data Reporting Year 1993

Wate}' Level Data Main Gate |

WPWMD Well Owner Data Réporting Yeax 1993 Paddock #1
Water Level Data Paddock #1 .

WPWMD Repdrﬁng Year 1993 Well Owner Data Paddock #1
WPWMD _Reporting Yéar 1993 Well Owner Data Main Gate Well
WPWMD Letter dated 6/21/93

Notes Concerning Bishop Water Usage

MCSI Fax Transmittal dated 8/2/93

MCSI Fax Transmittal dated 8/5/93

Water Level Data |

Notes dated 4/23/93; 7/27/93

Notes Concerning Water Wells

Notes dated 8/31/93

Water Level Data °

Notes dated 3/1/93

Bishop Ledger Sheet

Bishop Water Company Fax Cover Sheet dated October 14, 93 with notations

BISHOP .EXC 26




Bishop Water Company Communication to.Joe Oliver dated 10/14/93
MPWMD Preliminary Draft Water Prodﬁction Summary dated 10/25/93, 2 pages
Bishop Water Company Usage Notes, 2 pagés .

Water _Level Data Péddock #1 Well |

" Water Level Data Main Gate Well

Watef Level Data Paddock #4 Well |

WPWMD Letter to Russ Hatch dated 10/25/93

Bishop Water Company Annual Water Disﬁ'ibution Report Cover Sheet
. Blsh()p Water Company Letter to Joe Ohver dated 12/10/92

WPWMD Water sttributlon System Report dated 7/31/92 with notanons, 3 pages
WPWMD Well Owner Data Reporting Year 1992 East Va]ley Well
WPWMD Well Owner Data Reportiﬁg Year 1992 Paddock #1 Well
Map Excerpts, 3 pages ' '
Notes Cbnceming Water Volume

 WPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/31/92

WPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/18/91

WPWMD Fax Cover Sheét dated 7/14/92

WPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 7/18/91, 2 pages
WPWMD Water Distribution System Report - 1989-1990

WPWMD Water Distn'butic)n System Report dated 3/20/90

WPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 11/2/88

. WPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 9/27/87

WPWMD Water Distribution System Report dated 1/13/87

Conditions of Bishop Water Company Apphcatlon to Increase System Capamty Limits dated
10/10/88, 2 pages with notations-

Notes Concerning Bishop Water Company Usage, 3 page,s
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Water Level Data Paddock #1 Well

~ Water Level Data Main Gate Well
" Water Level Data Paddock #4 Well

Soil Control Tests (4)
Salinas Pump Company Proposal dated 9/3/93
CM Aunalytical Report dated 12/6/95

- 'CM Analytical Report dated 12/12/95

CM Analytical Report dated 12/28/95

CM Aunalytical Report dated 12/20/95, 2 pages.

CM Analytlca] Report dated 11/30/95, 2 pages

CM Analytical Monthly Summary of Distribution System Cohform Monitoring dated

- 11/21/95
- €M Analytical Report dated 11/15/95
- CM Analytical Report dated 12/7/95

CM Analytical Report dated 10/24/95
CM Analytical General Mineral and Physmal and Inorganic Analysxs dated 8/8/95 2 pages

- Memoranda of Telephone Conversatlon with Bob Costa dated 1/30/96

MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 1/30/96 _
Fugro West Letter to Leonard McIntosh dated 1/11/96, 4 pages
Photographs of Well and Equipment

- MCsI Fax Cover Sheet dated 12/12/95
MCSI Fax Cover Sheet dated 12/14/95

Notes Concerning Paddock #1 Well dated 12/10/95
Pete Garneau Proposal dated 8/ 19/95

Garneau Construction Diagram dated 8/4/95, 4 pages
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Pete Garneau Invoice dated 8/2/95
Pete Gamneau Proposal dated 8/19/95
- Abbott Plumbing Proposal dated 8/25/93
- Cort Hellenthall Bid dated 10/7/94 ’
Notes Concerning Work Completed on the Main Stér_age Tank Spectacular Bid Lane
MCST Letter to Len Mclntosh dated 8/22/94 o
Cort Hellenthall Memorandum to MCSI
Cort Hellenthall Estimate dated 8/16/94
Cort Hellenthall Bill dated 8/2/9%4
Pete Garneau Proposal dated 2/21/94
‘Bishop Water Company Letter to Raley Naito dated 2/25/94
Abbott Plumbing Proposal dated 8/25/93 : I .
Abbott Plumbing Proposal dated 9/9/93 .
Bishop Water Company Letter to Raley Naité dated 9/23/93
- Chualar County Water District Letter to Raley Naito dated 9/23/93
CM Analytical Report dated 12/6/95 | |
CM Analytical Report dated 12/12/95
'CM Analytical Report dated 1/2/96 ,
CM Analytical Repart dated 12/28/95, 2 pages
CM Aunalytical Report dated 12/20/95, 2 pages
' CM Analytical Report dated 11/30/95, 2 pages

CM Analytical Monthly Summary of Distribution -System Coliform Monitoring dated
11/21/95

'CM Analytical Report dated 11/15/95
CM Analytical Report dated 12/20/95
CM Analytical Report dated 10/24/95
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CM Analytical General Minerai- and Physical and Inorgauic Analysis dated 8/8/95, 4 pages

cM Analytical General Mineral and Physical and Inorganic Chemical Analysis dated
8/30/95, 2 pages '

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 7/29/95

CM Analytical Monthly Summary' of Distribution System Coliform Monitoring dated
10/11/95

CM Analytical Report dated 10/19/95

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 10/3/95

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 9/1/95

CM Analytical General Mineral and Physical and Inorganic Analysis dated 8/8/95? 2 pages
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 8/8/95 |

CM Analytical General Mineral and Physical and Inorganic Analysis dated 8/8/95, 4 pages
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 7/24/95 o

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 7/13/95

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 6/5/95

American Analytical Labora-ton’eé Report dated 5/25/95, 2 'pages

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 6/12/95 - -

-Americaﬁ Analytical Laboratories Report dated 6/1/95
. American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 8/15/94 .

American-Analytical Laboratories Report dated 2/6/95
American Analytical Laboratories ‘Rep;nrt dated 5/8/95
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 4/24/95
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 4/7/95
American Analyﬁcél Laboratories Report date& 3/20/95
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 3/17/95
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 4/17/95
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CM Analytical Report dated 3/22/95, 4 pages

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 3/27/95
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 3/6/95
American AAnalytical Laboratories Report dated 3/16/95
American Aualytical Laboratories Report dated 2/13/95

- American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 2/21/95
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 3/1/95

~ American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 1/24/95 -
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 1/30/95
Monterey County Chemistry Laborafory Letter to Ross Hatch dated 1/23/95
American Analytical Laborateries Report dated 1/20/95
Monterey County Chemistry Laboratory Letter to Ross Hatch dated 1/23/95
Bishop Water Company Water Quality Data dated 3/2/94
Bishop Water Campany Newsletter dated 4/1/95, 2 pages
American Analytical Laboratories Repoft dated 12/23/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 12/30/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated ‘12'/30/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 1/9/95
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 12/7/94
American Analytical L_abofatoxies Report dated 12/14/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 11/21/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 10/6/95
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 11/14/94

. American Analytical Labotatories Report dated 10/18/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 10/27/9_.4
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 11/1/94

BISHOP.EXC 31
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American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 9/25/94
American Aualytical Laboratories Report dated 9/19/94 ‘
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 9/12/94
Ameérican Analytical Laboratories Report dated 9/7/94

~ American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 8/29/94

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 8/22/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 8/8/94.
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 8/1/94

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 7/25/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 7/18/94
American Analytical Laboratﬁﬁes Report dated 7/11/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 7/5/94

American Analytical Laboratories Reporf dated 6/23/94, 2 ﬁages

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 6/13/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 6/6/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 5/23/94

- American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 5/18/94

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 5/16/94

_ C_M Analytical Report dated 5/13/94

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 5/5/94

'CM Analytical Report dated 5/23/94, 3 pages

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 4/20/94

* American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 4/18/94

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 4/6/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 3/31/94 -

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 3/21/94
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. American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 3/14/94 .-

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 3/1 1/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 3/7/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 3/1/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 2/22/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 2/14/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 2/7/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report-dated 2/1/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 1/24/94
American Analytical Laboratbries Report dated 1/18794
‘American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 1/10/94
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 1/4/94

. PG&E Agricultural Service Pump Test Report dated 3/10/93, 2 pages

CM Analytical Report dated 12/23/93

American Analytical Laboratories Rej)ort dated 1/22/93 with notaﬁbns
. American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 1/22/93 without notations

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 3/1/93
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 5/27/93

 American Analytical Laboratoﬁes Report dated 6/22/93 with notations

‘American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 6/28/93
American ‘Analytical Laboratoﬁeé Report dated 7/2b/93
American Analytical Laboratories Reﬁort dated 8/3/93
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 8/18/93

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 8/23/93

" American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 9/29/93
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 9/7/93

BISHOP.BXC 33
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American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 9/15/93 -~ - -
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 9/20/93

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 10/11/93

American Analytical Laboratories Re?ort dated 11/1/93
Ameﬁcan Analytical Labor_ato;ies Report dated 10/18/93

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 1021/93

American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 11/10/93
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 11/17/93, 2 pages
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 11/24/93
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 12/8/93
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 12/13/93 -
American -Analytical Laboratories Report dated 12/21/93
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 12/27/93
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 12/23/93
American Analytical Laboratories Report dated 1/6/93, 2 pages
M;)nterey' County Health Deéarhnent Fax Transmittal dated 8/16/93 with notation
Sequoia Analytical Laboratory Report dated 8/29/86, 6 pages -

American Anélyﬁcal Laboratories Notice to Customers

Account Profile _
Bishop Water Company Letter to Mark Dias dated 3/25/93

Monterey County Chemistry Laboratory Letter to Evlyn Vitarisi dated 12/28/93 with
notations , _

Maps Pertaining to Firestone Business Park’

" BISHOP.EXC . 34




Staal, Garduer & Dunne Report 1z

Stall, Gardner & Dunne Letter to Monterey Partners BMIF dated March 2, 1994 with
enclosures, 21 pages

_ Well and Pump Information (10)
Liquid Metronics Product Information, 8 pages
LMI Series A Metering Pump Informaﬁon, 4 pages
Diagrafn of Well System
. Notes Conceming Pumps
‘Goulds High Pressure Centnfuga] Booster Pump Information, 6 pages
F&W C2000 Series Pump Informauon, 2 pages
Goulds Pumps Product Informatlon, 14 pages

California- American Water Company has been accorded full and unlimited access to BlShOp
Water Company’s records and has inspected them as fully as desired. California-American
Water Company has also conducted inspections of the physical facilities of Bishop Water
Company’s system. To the Imowledge of Bishop Water Company and its directors, officers
and employees the -condition of the physical facilities and system is as reflected in the
company’s records and as would be revealed by physical inspection of its facilities.

BISHOP .EXC 35
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_ Enclosure 1

FINAL
MONTEREY PENINSULA WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

APPLICATION FOR ANNEXATION OF
LAGUNA SECA RANCH SUBDIVISION INTO THE
BISHOP WATER COMPANY SERVICE AREA

OCTOBER 21, 1996

The Bishop Water Company (BWC) service area shall be increased to include the Laguna
Seca Ranch Subdivision (“Subdivision™), formerly known as the Bishop Ranch Subdivision,
which is a 565-acre area currently listed as assessors parcel number 173-071-053. New
assessors parcels will be established upon recordation of the final subdivision maps for the
area to bie annexed. ' '

The proposed annexation shall be for the purpose of providing municipal water service
from the BWC system to serve the Subdivision, comprised of 253 residential units, an 18-
hole golf course, a golf-course clubhouse and open space. The golf course shall not be
served by BWC as irrigation shall be provided by well(s) operated by the golf course

- owner in addition to use of reclaimed wastewater. The golf course wells may be

interconnected with the BWC system to allow either party to use water from the other’s
system on a temporary basis when wells are unavailable or in cases of emergency.
Reporting of production from BWC wells and golf course well(s) shall be done separately.

~ Any water transferred from one system to the other on a temporary basis shall be clearly

identified in reports to the District.

The system capacity limit of BWC shall be 295 acre-feet per. year (AF/yr), and the
expansion capacity limit shall be 454 connections.

The Phase III Hydrogeologic Update groundwater study of the Laguna Seca Subarea fee

 for this permit is $68,730. (This fee has been calculated based on the estimated use of 158

AF/yr by the entire Subdivision at a fee rate of $435 per acre-foot.) The fee shall be paid
to MPWMBD upon filing of the first final subdivision map for a residential component of
the project. No individual water connection permits authorizing domestic water service
by BWC for any of the Subdivision lots shall be issued by MPWMD until the fee is paid
in full.

“This permit shall incorporate the final Conditions of Approval for the annexation -of Bishop

Water Company into the California-American Water Company (Cal-Am) service temtory
dated Apnl 15, 1996 as follows:

exer_D



The California-American Water Company shall operate the BWC as a subsidiary
unit of the Cal-Am system. Metered monthly production and delivery for BWC
shall be reported separately from the balance of the Cal-Am system.

There shall be no use of emergency interties to the BWC from the Cal-Am system
that draws from the Monterey Peninsula Water Resources System.

A program to encourage drought tolerant landscaping shall be initiated after
annexation by Cal-Am, if a program is not already in place. District requirements
for installation of low-flow plumbing fixtures to reduce average per-unit
consumption shall be repaired with the goal of reducing system losses to seven
percent or less of production by July 1997.

Cal-Am shall monthly measure water table levels in each active and inactive BWC
well and shall transmit these data arinually to the District in August along with the
Annual Water Distribution System Report. Active wells shall not be pumped for
24 hours prior to water table measurement. The reference elevation of the
measuring point at each well shall be surveyed and recorded.

- Cal-Am shall record monthly production records for each BWC well. These
records shall be submitted annuaily in August along with the Annual Water
Distribution System Report.

Cal-Am shall conduct a water quality sampling program once every year during

83

October and transmit the results the following August along with the Annual Water

Distribution System Report. Each active BWC production well shall be sampled
and analyzed by a state-certified water quality laboratory to include as a minimum
the following parameters: ammonia nitrogen, nitrate, calcium, sodium,
magnesium, potassium, bicarbonate, sulfate, hydrogen sulfide, chloride, iron,
manganese, selenium, water temperature, pH, total dissolved solids, and specific
~ conductance. : '

Cal-Am shall require, and each unit shall install, water closets with a capacity of
1.6 gallons or less, and shower heads with a maximum flow of 2.5 gallons per
minute for new construction and remodels served by BWC. In addition, all new
construction and remodels shall install instant hot-water recirculating systems.

Each new connection that increases the expansion capacity limit of the BWC must
be approved by the District Board, and must receive a water connection permit
from the District Permit Office prior to setting of the water meter. Prior to final
approval of each new connection, each applicant shall provide proof of Use Permit
approval from the Monterey County Planning & Building Inspection Department,
and pay applicable fees for (1) the water connection permit, and (2) the study to
update the water supply evaluation of the Laguna Seca Groundwater Subbasin.
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6. The annexation approval granted by this permit is subject to revocation if any condition
set forth above is not met in full. R

UAHENRI\WP\CEQA\1996\LSRCND.008



" In the Matter of the Application of BISHOP WATER
" COMPANY, a California corporation, and

. CALIFORNIA-AMERICAN WATER COI\/IPANY
- (U210 W) a California corporation, for an Qrder: -
A authonzmg" A. Bishop Water Company to sell and ot
R transfer to California ~American Water: Company utxhty
-+~ assets-of Bishop Water.Company including the -

B
. utility business; and C. California-American Water -

" - the water utility business of Bishop Water Company; and |
- D. California-American Water Company.to assume - -
" certain obligations of Bishop Water Company; and E
- California-Ameérican Water Company, Monterey

e Laguna Seca Ranc:h subdxvrszon mto the Bxshop sub-umt.

" ALJ/JBW /wav

Decision 97-09-095 September 24 1997

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UT!LITIES COMM!SSJON OF THE STATE OF CAUFORN!A

properties used in its water utility business; and
Bishop Water Company to withdraw fromm the watér™

Company, Monterey Division, to engage in and car:ry on |

Division to annex the area generally known as the

OPINION

. Statement of Facts .

Mailed
SEP 2 4 1997

‘ Apphcanon 97-O4~030

(Filed April 7, 1997;
Amended July 14, 1997)-

In the early 1960 period F. C. Blshop and his wife, exther themselves or through

their wholly-owned B-F Propertles Inc. (a real estate development firm), owned a
g »substantxal portion of the Laguna Seca Ranch situated approximately six miles east of
Vi Monterey, in Monterey County Cahfonua In January-of 1962, the Bishops organized
- the Bishop Water Company (Bishop), a California corporation, to provide pubhc utility
_water service in a proposed 46 lot, 35 acre  portion of the Ranch known as Tract No. 405,
Laguna Seca ranch Estates Umt No. 1. By Decision (D ) 64314 issued September 25, 1962,
: BlShOp was granted a Certlﬁcate of Pubhc Convemence and Necessity to construct and
operate a pubhc utility- water: system in that Tract. The Water System’s servxce area was

| o expanded over the years. By October of 1996, Bishop was serving approximately 133

i
exer &
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residential and business customers in the a;ea generally referred to as Laguna Seca
Ranch Estates Nos. 1 and 2, Laguna Seca Office Park, and the York School. _

California-American Water Company (Cal-Am), a Class A water public utility,
sérves several localities in California. Its Monterey Division serves the cities of
Monterey, Pacific Grove, Carmel-by-the-Sea, Del Rey Oaks, Sand City,’ PO;ﬁons of
Seaside, and unincorporated portions of Monterey County. The service terrifory of Cal-
Am’s Monterey"Division is contiguous to Bishop’s service area.

Bishop’s water production and distribution system is comprised of several wells,

‘'storage tanks, a treatment plant, and associated mains, hydrants, meters, and related B

appurtenances, and title to well parcels and easements. Pursuant to an operating
agreement between Cal-Am and Bishop dated September 1, 1996, Cal-Am, since
September 3, 1996, has continued to operate the Bishop water production and
distribution systems, including all billing functions. |

On September 1, 1996, Cal-Am and Bishop made an agreement whereby Cal-Am
is to acquire the service area and operating assets of Bishop. Upon consummation of
this agreement, Cal-Am proposes to integrate the Bishop service area into its Monterey
Division (Division) for operational purposes fo the extent consistent with conditions
imposed by the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District (District), and to
provide service at Bishop's tariff rates which it will retain.’ Bishop then proposes to
withdraw from the utility business. B

District is an instrumentality created in 1978 by the Legislature (Statutes of 1977,

Chapter 527) with extensive powérs to deal with water supply and use in its local area.
Cal-Am has a Water Distribution System permit from District. On January 25, 1996,

' Bishop on April 23, 1997, submitted an Advice Letter to the Commission to increase rates to
recover increased operating expenses and plant investments, and to earn an adequate rate of
return. Bishop’s existing rates had become effective on May 6, 1996 (Decision (D.) 92-03-093). By
Resolution W-4054 effective August 1, 1997, new tariff rates were authorized. Bishop was
further authorized to file an Advice Letter to recover costs up to $450,000 for a proposed storage
tank and a booster station, or a new water supply well, after it has completed the plant
additions and placed them in service. '




87

A.97-04-030 ALJ/JBW/wav *

o Cal-Am filed an application mtthstn £ : rxmt to expand Cal-Am s |

" operation to include Biéhcp,‘ and requested ; ) » e' a Negahve Declaratxon as

o the Lead ‘Ageney under the 1 reqmremen o
1‘(CEQA) ‘Cal-Ani also sought- District’s approv

s annex Laguna Seca Ranch o
 subdivision (Subdiwsmn) (embracmg 253 res'dentxal umts an 18—hole golf course a goif _
*" " course clubhouse, and « open space) mto th s
On April 15, 1996, District approved a:C al-A
" conditions accepted by Cal-Am. On May 1, 199,
""" Declaration for'the project and fled a Notace ofDe;“; ration to comp¥yw1th
" Final confirmation of approval by Dlstnct ‘was made May 21,199%.

ce area a 565—acre addition. »
cqmsmon of Bxshop, sub)ect to
District prepared a Negaﬁve

CEQA.
Subsequently, based upon a Fmai Enwronmental Impact Report of Monterey
County, District on October 21, 1996, approved annexahon of Subchvxsmn into Bxshop s

service area to increase system capaczty limit for Bxshop from 200 to 295 acre—feet and

- expansmn ‘capacity Timit from 194 0454 connechoné jANotlce of Determmatxon was
 filed to comply with CEOA, and as of October 21, 1996 an amended Fmal Condmon of

o Approval was lssued by District. The essentlal condltlons can 1 be summanzed as

~ follows: Bishop (including Subdivision) is to be operated as an mdependent ‘sub-unit”
of Cal-Am’s Monterey Division to be served exduswely by productlon from wells and
facilities in that sub-unit up to a maxxmum of 295 acre—feet per year with a maximum of
454 meters with specxal sub-unit accountmg and reportmg No mtertles (emergency or
. otherwise) to Cal-Am’s ad)acent Monterey District are aﬂowed
| On April 7, 1997, the present apph'cation was ﬁled It was aénended on ]uly 14,

1997. By this application, Cal-Am (with concurrence by Bishop) seeks authorization
from the Commission to acquire Bishop’s assets; assume certain Bishop obligations for

provision of water service;* integrate Bishop into it"s‘Mon;t:er'ey Division subject to

. *These exxstmg service agreements mclude (a) an amended'and restated agreement of
December 13/:1995, between BMIF Monterey County Limited Partnershlp, Bishop, Mclntosh &-

' Mclntosh; and Bishop Water Company; (b) that Fourth Amendment to Lease and Agreements

" Related to Water made effective August 12, 1994, between Bishop, McIntosh & McIntosh; Nick

Footnote continued on next page
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District’s conditions; annex Subdivisio’n' into Bishop; and authorization for Bishop to
withdraw from utility service and obligations. The puréhasé price is $52,576 (the rate
base as of December 31, 1995) subject to adjustments for additions and / or retirements
after January 1, 1996: Cal-Am, as to the Bishop ratepayers, would adopt Bishop’s tariff
rates.’ .

Notice of the application and amendment appeared in the Commission’s Daily
Calendars of April 15,1997, and July 18, 1997, respectively. Customers were informed

by a letter of the proposed acquisition. No protests or comments have been received.

Discussion
Public Utilities (PU) Code § 851 provides that no public utility other than a

railroad may sell its system without first having secured from the Commission an order
authorizing it to do so. The concern is to prevent impairment of the public service by - k
the transfer of utility property and functions into the hands ofa party incapable of
performing an adequate service at reasonable rates, or upon terms which would bring
about the same undesirable result (So. Cal. Mountain Water Co. (1912) 1 CRC 520). The
Commission seeks reasonable assurance that the purchasing party is financially and
technically capable of the acquisitidn and satisfactory operation of the company
thereafter. | o

In the present instance, we have that assurance. Cal-Am is a Class A water pubﬁ¢ 5 "
utility with extensive experience in the operation of water uﬁlity service in a number of
California localities. As its Balance Sheet and Statement of Income and Retained »
Earnings (Exh. 6) evidence, it is financially capable of the acquisition and satisfactory

operation thereafter.

.. D. Lombardo, Inc.; Bishop Water Company; and BMIF Monterey County Limited Partnership;

and (c) agreements between Bishop Water Company and its customers for the provision of
water service. : ’ )

3 See footnote 1.
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easonable. Acquisition of Blshop by Cal-Am is in accord with the Comxmssmn s pohcy

‘encouraging thie acquisition or merger of small water pubhc utilities by the larger :
ass A ‘water'publicutilities. The annexation is in accord with the pohcy of the District
nce the Bishop supply source is outside the Monterey Peninsula Water Resources
ystem, and users will continue to be supphed from the Bxshop system source.’ Wlth no
tertie to be perrmtted to ’Dmsxon s system the annexation will not nnpact Dwxsmn s
raw from the Monterey Peninsula Water Resources System. = 7 o

Annexation of Subdivision into Bishop is desirable and in the public interest as it

ill bring public utility water service to the Subdivision’s residents and to the golf
urse clubhouse and adjacent open space: The irrigation for the golf course will
ntinue to come from wells operated by the golf club owner, aﬁd these wells may be
terconnected with the Bishop System to allow either party to tempérerily draw on the
ther when wells-are unavailable or in an emergency. Annexation further follows * B
omumissich afid District policy to encourage consolidation of smaller units‘into larger,
ore-ec_enOmically feasible units. Although as an area contiguous to the Bishop service
rritory; and as an area not theretofore served by a public utility of like character,
‘ommission authorization for Bishop to extend into Subdi_viSion is not required
ursuant to the provisions of the second paragraph of PU Code § 1001, in view of
ishop’s request, the Commiésion will make the authorization as being in the public

interest.

The District’s policy is to discourage annexations of property into the Cal-Am system if the
annexation would result in an increased burden on the water supplies that are relied upon by
e Cal-Am system (i.e, the Monterey Peninsula Water Resources System). District also
courages annexation of smaller systems to larger systems where both partxes are willing, ™
xcept-where the result is substanbal addmonal cost to the customers.

ishop’s water supply source is from ‘wells completed in the Laguna Seca Ground-Water
bbasin. This subbasin is located outside of the Monterey Peninsula Water Resource System.
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All issues cénsidered, the Commission concludes that the sale and transfer of
Bishop’s assets to Cal-Am, «. .th .tﬁe_ assets to be operated as a sub-unit of Division
subject to District’s conditions, would notbe adverse to the public interest.

The Legislature having established Public Utilities Commission Reimbursement
Fees to be collected pursuant to provisions of PU Code §§ 431 et seq., upon payment by
Bishop to the Commission of the fees required to be collected to the date of
consummation of the sale and transfer of the Bishop system assets to Cal—Am Bishop
should be relieved of its water pubhc utxlmes obligations to the ratepayers in its service

area. ‘ -

Findings of Fact _ , |
1. Bishop and Cal-Am are water public utilities subject to the control and regulation

‘of this Commission.

2. Bishop is extending into Subdivision, a contiguous area not heretofore served by
a public utility of like character. o

3. Bishop and Cal-Am have contracted for Cal-Am to acquire all Bishop’s assets,
and for Bishop to withdraw from the public utility water business.

4. Cal-Am has agreed to assume certain sérvice agreements of Bishop.

5. The purchase price is to be the rate base of Bishop, adjusted for retxrements and
additions to the date of consummation of the proposed sale and transfer.

6. District is in accord with the proposed Subdivision extension and the acquisitién
of Bishop assets by Cal-Am. |

7. There is no known opposition to thé proposed sale and transfer.

8. The proposed extension and the proposed sale and transfer of Bishop's assets to
Cal-Am are not adverse to the public interest.

9. It is reasonable to require the payment of all PU Code § 431 fees required to have
been collected by Bishop up to the actual date of consummation of the sale and transfer
as a condition of relief of Bishop from its public utility obligations. '

10. Cal-Am will operate the Bishop assets and service territory, mcludmg

Subdivision, as a sub-unit of Division.
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11. There may be 1o interties of any sort between the Bishop sub-unit and Cal-Am’ s

~

13. Because Cal-Am has operated the Bishop utility under contract smce

ptember 3,1996; and the: pubhc mterest would best be served by havmg the sale and

1. A public heanng is not necessary
- 2. The proposed extensmn of Bxshop into Subdlvxswn should be authonzed
3. The proposed sale and transfer of Blshop s assets to Cai-Am should be »

erritory, mcludmg Subd1v1510n asa sub—umt of Cal-Am’s Dx\nswn sub}ect to Dlstnct s
nditions.

4. Cal-Am should be authonzed to assume the B1shop service agreements descnbed

the purchase agreement.
5. Upon payment to the Commxssxon of the PU Code § 431 fees coHected to date of

-»consummahon of the sale and transfer Bxshop should be relieved of 1ts water pubhc

IT IS ORDERED that:
1. Within three ‘months after the effective date of this order, Bisnop Water
ompany (Blshop) is authonzed to extend its service territory into the Laguna Seca -
Ranch Subdlwslon (Subdstwn) and annex that area into Bishop.
2. Within six months after the effective date of this order, Blshop is authorized to: -
Il and transfer, and Califonxra-American Water Company (CaLAm) is authorized to |
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purchase and acquire the public utility assets of sthop m accordance with the terms of
the captioned application. ‘

3. Within 30 days of the extenswn authonzed by Ordering Paragraph 1, Bishop
shall file by Advice Letter a revised service territory map reflecting the annexation of
Subdivision into Bishop. ‘

4. Within 30 days of the actual sale and transfer authorized by Ordering
Paragraph 2, Bishop shall notify the Commission in writing of the date on which the
sale and transfer was consummated. A true copy of the instrumentality effecting the
sale and transfer shall be attached to the written notification.

5. As of the date of the consummation of the sale and transfer, Bishop shall make
remittance to the Cozmmsswn of the Pubhc Utilities Commission Reimbursement Fees
collected to that date.

6. Upon comphance with all the provisions of this Order, Bishop shall stand

- relieved of its water public utility obligations with regard to the Bishop service

territory.

7. Cal-Am shall operate the former Bishop uﬁ}ity operations as a sub-unit of its
Monterey Division (Dlmsxon) subject to the Conditions of Approval {dated April 15,
1996, and October 21, 1996) set forth by the Monterey Peninsula Water Management
District, and included as Exhibit 3 to the captioned application.

8. Cal-Am shall either file a statement adopting Bishop’s Tariff rates as set forth by
Resolution W-4054 dated August 1, 1997, and Bishop’s other tariffs, or refile those tariffs
under its own name as prescribed in General Order Series 96. Rates shall not be
increased unless authorized by this Commission.

9. Before the transfer occurs, Bishop shall deliver to Cal-Am, and Cal-Am shall
retain, all records of the construction and subsequent operation of the water system.

10. Within 90 days after actual transfer, Cal-Am shaH file in proper form an annual
report on Bishop’s operations from the first day of the current year through date of
transfer. '

11. Cal-Am shall use its existing corporate identification number (U-210 W)in

connection with the authority issued in this proceeding. The number shall appear in the

-8-
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caption of all original pleadings, and in the title of pleadings that may be filed in R
existing cases before the Commission. o
12. This proceeding is closed.

This order is effective today.

Dated September 24, 1997, at San Francisco, California.

. JESSIE J. KNIGHT, JR.
HENRY M. DUQUE
" RICHARD A. BILAS
Commissioners

President P. Gregory Conlon,
being necessarily absent,
did not participate.
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U.S. Geological Survey deep aquifer monitoring well DMW-1 north of Marina. An average
water elevation of -17 feet (msl) for the two highest well completions was reported by
WRIME, Inc. (2003). Water levels in DMW-1 tend to remain very stable and do not respond
in an obvious way to pumping by deep zone wells (none of which are nearby). For the
contour maps, the average water elevation was used for spring and fall 2002.

Wells in the Salinas Valley routinely monitored by Monterey County Water Resources
Agency (MCWRA). MCWRA monitors water levels in a large number of wells throughout
the Salinas Valley. Water levels in 20 wells screened in the 400-Foot aquifer and located near
the northern boundary of the Seaside basin were included in the water-level contouring
process. Wells were included as 400-Foot aquifer wells if the top of the perforations was
more than-300 feet below the ground surface and the bottom of the perforations was less than
600 feet below ground surface. Due to a brief hiatus in the agency's monitoring program,
wells were not measured during 2002. However, data before and after that year indicated
little trend or variation in spring or fall water levels. Accordingly, water levels for 2002 were
estimated by selecting a spring or fall measurement from another recent year. In a few cases

- where trends were evident, values were obtained by interpolation between measurements
before and after 2002. These calculations are documented in Table D-1.

Corral de Tierra wells. Several private and small-purveyor wells in the eastern Laguna Seca
and Corral de Tierra areas were measured in fall 2002 as part of the Laguna Seca Subarea
Phase IIT Hydrogeologic Update (Yates and others, 2002). Water levels are for the nearby
Ambler Park subdivision are routinely measured by Cal-Am, and data for Well #6 were
selected for inclusion in the contouring.

Toro Park wells. Three wells along El Toro Creek near the entrance to Toro Regional Park
are operated by California Water Service Company. Monthly water-level measurements for
2003-2004 were obtained from the operator (Luongo, pers. comm.), and spring and fall water
levels in 2003 were used in the contouring. '

- The contours were drawn by hand and reflect a number of assumptions and basic principles of
groundwater hydrology, as follows: ’

ndwater flow. Water levels were contoured. .

Water levels in inland areas north of the anticline are anchored by a single well in the
southeast corner of the Northern Inland Subarea, the Wolf Hill monitoring well (FO-3, or
15S8/2E-33Ca). The water levels in this well were identical in spring and fall 2002, consistent
with the absence of nearby pumping and with attenuation of recharge pulses by the thick
unsaturated zone. Water levels were assumed to slope radially and uniformly from the most
inland corner of the Northern Inland Subarea—which happens to be near the Wolf Hill
well—toward pumping depressions in the Salinas Valley, El Toro Park area, and the
Northern Coastal Subarea. The Wolf Hill well was included in the Paso Robles/400-Foot and
the Santa Margarita/Deep aquifer contours because vertical gradients at that location are
certainly small. The differences between spring and fall water levels and between shallow

Seaside Groundwater basin: Update on 50 April 14, 2005

Water Resource Conditions
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ITEM X.B.
10/1/2008

Seaside Groundwater Basin Watermaster

Reported Quarterly and Annual Water Production (in Acre Feet) From the Seaside Groundwater Basin
For All Producers Inclued in the Seaside Basin Adjudication -- Water Year 2008

(All Values in Acre-Feet ([AF])

Coastal Subareas

CAW (Coastal Subareas) 1,049.8] 248 7215 1,996.1 3,504.0
Seaside (Municipal) 76.0 537 92.0 _ So217 287.0
Granite Rock Company 0.0 . — - ' 0.0 . 27.0
DBO Development No. 27 0.0 .~ - 0.0 49.0
City of Seaside (Golf Courses) ' 87.1 6.1 201.0 3552} 540.0
Sand City ' 00 0.0 00] - 0.0 9.0
Security National Guaranty 20] 2.1 02 43 149.0]
M.‘E. Calabrese 1987 Trust 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0 14.0
Alderwoods Group 4.2 1.4 34 11.0 31.0
Coastal Subarea Totals 1,219.1 349.2 1,020.2 ~ 2,588.4 461101

Laguna Seca Subareas

CAW (Inland Subareas) 113.1 884 156.2 357.7 345.0
Pasadera Country Club 112 39 64.9 80.0 251.0
Laguna Seca/Bishop 317 ' 92 122.8 163.7 320.0
York School 4.0 29 70 13.9 32.0
Laguna Seca Park (County) 73 3.1 9.4 19.7 41.0
Laguna Seca Subarea Totals 167.2 1075 360.3 635.0 989.0
Seaside Basin Totals : 1,386.3 : ' 3,223.4 5,600.0
Notes:

1. The water year (WY) begins October 1 and ends September 30 of the following calendar year. For example, WY 2008 began on October 1, 2007, and
will end on September 30, 2008.

2. Values shown in the table are based on reports to the Watermaster as received by MPWMD by July 29, 2008.

3. All values are rounded to the nearest tenth of an acre-foot. Where required, reported data were converted to acre-feet utilizing the relationships:
325,851 gallons = 43,560 cubic feet = 1 acre-foot. :

4. "Operating Yield" allocation values based on Seaside Basin Adjudication decision as amended, signed February 9, 2007 (Monterey County Superior
Court Case No. M66343).

5. Any minor discrepancies in totals are attributable to rounding. CAW = California American Water.

6. Graniterock Company and DBO Development No. 27 exempted from production reporting by Watermaster TAC February 2008.

5
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9/26/2008 _
SEASIDE BASIN WATERMASTER - » '
GROUND WATER LEVEL MONITORING RESULTS
Water Year 2008 - Quarter 3 '
Period: 4/1/2008 to 6/30/2008 (data in feet) -
Producer Wells with Water Level Data
Weli Number Date ' Depth Reference Point . Water -
and Name - to Elevation Comments _ Elevation
Water {MSL) : ' {MSL)

Laguna Seca Subarea Wells
Well Number: 16S/R2E-09Cd Name: CAW - Ba y Ridge

412412008 9999 54592 Code 999.9 = no measurement taken *

5/29/2008 . 9999 54592 Code 999.9 = no measurement taken *

6/26/2008 999 545.92 well on - level 431.0' *
Well Number: TI6SR2E05Ea Name: CAW - Bishop #1 (west)

4/24/2008 ’ 999 398.81 well on- water level 296.3' *

5/29/2008 999 398.81 well on - leve *

6/26/2008 999 398.81 well on - level3¢ *
Well Number: TI6SR2E05Fb Name: CAW - Bishop #2 (east)

4/24/2008 999.9 418.34 no measurement taken i J ' *
Well Number: 16S01E01E50 Name: CAW - Ryan Ranch #7

4/24/2008 999 294 well on- water level at 351.0° *

5/29/2008 999 294 - well on - level 354 8" *

6/26/2008 260.2 294 33.8
Well Number: 16S01E01754 Name: CAW - Ryan Ranch #8

4/24/2008 1916 306.86 115.26

5292008 210.8 306.86 96.06

6/26/2008 2255 306.86 81.36
Well Number: 16S/R1E-01Cd Name: CAW - Ryan Ranch #11

4/24/2008 191.6 307.59 115.99

5/29/2008 191.6 A307.59 115.99

ExHBIT A
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9/26/2008
SEASIDE BASIN WATERMASTER
GROUND WATER LEVEL MONITORING RESULTS
Water Year 2008 - Quarter 3
Period: 4/1/2008 to 6/30/2008 (data in feet)
- Producer Wells with Water Level Data
Well Number Date Depth Reference Point Water
and Name to Elevation Comments Elevation
‘ Water © (MSL) {MSL)

6/26/2008 198.7 307.59 108.89
Well qunben 16S02E05Mg Name: Pasadera Golf - Main Gate

5/1/12008 ' 2049 34542 Static level w/ well off <24 hrs prior to reading 140.52

6/1/2008 : 204.91 345542 Static fevel w/ well off <24 hrs prior to reading 140.51
Well Number: 16S02E05Mf Name: Pasadera Golf - Paddock #1

5/1/2008 - 198.51 352.69 ~ Static fevel- well off <24 hrs prior to reading 154.18

6/1/2008 198.21 35269 Static level- well off <24 hrs prior to reading . 154.48 §
Well Number: 16S02E05Ge Name: Laguna Seca Recreation Area - MCPD #1

41712008 185 392.86 Measurement collected by Dougherty Pump 207.86

5/6/2008 185 392.86 Measurement collected by Dougherty Pump 207.86

6/2/2008 188 392.86 Measurement collected by Dougherty Pump 204.86
Well Number: 16S02E05Gf Name: Laguna Seca Recreation Area - MCPD #2

41712008 - 174 391.04 217.04

5/6/2008 173 391.04 218.04

6/2/2008 174 391.04 217.04
Well Number: 16S02E06Hb Name: Laguna Seca Golf - Old No. 12

5/31/2008 2226 368.02 Data sheet from Tom Bevins (JWO) 14542

6/13/2008 237.96 368.02 ' 130.06

EXHEBIT ,ﬂ:___



October 6, 2008

Ms. Linda S. Adams - | 0BGt -y 2008
Secretary for Environmental Protection ' .

California Environmental Protection Agency RALAATR A
P.O. Box 2815 - M pWMD
Sacramento, California 95812

Dear Secretary Adams:

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) is considering the issuance of a
cease and desist order (CDO) against California-American Water, the main water
purveyor on the Monterey Peninsula. The draft CDO, if issued, would be devastating to
the economy and public welfare of our region. As Mayor of the City of Sand City and
the Mayors’ representative on the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District Board,
T urge you to help put an end to this process by not issuing such an order.

Along with other Mayors on the Monterey Peninsula, earlier this summer I participated
in the SWRCB hearings regarding the draft CDO. We testified about how much our
communities have done to conserve water during the time that the SWRCB became
involved in our water supply issues (1995) to the present, reducing water demand by
approximately 4,000 acre-feet per year. We also explained to the hearing officers that
any further cutbacks on water would cripple our largely tourist based economy.

Our per capita water consumption on the Monterey Peninsula is among the lowest in the
state, averaging 70 gallons per person per day. This amount of water is below that which
was recommended by the SWRCB engineer, Mr. Streetars during public testimony. Mr.
Streetars stated that the community could live with a 75 gallon per capita per day figure.
In his estimates, he also failed to account for water use by commercial users and the
tourist industry.  As you can see, because we are conserving so much water currently,
there is no need for a cease and desist order against Cal-Am.

The answer to the Peninsula’s water supply problem is the implementation of a
supplemental water supply. Cal-Am has been diligently pursuing this objective since the
early 1990s. Please allow Cal-Am and Monterey Peninsula water officials to continue
to work together on this mission and not get side-tracked by dealing with Draconian
water cutbacks that will stifle our economy.

Sin 8

David K. Pendergrass,
City of Sand City

{onterey Peninsula Mayors
Cal-Am Water




