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Comment Letters Received in October 2005 

 
List of Comment Letters (Attachment Numbers Noted on Documents): 
 

1. Comments on Tentative Cease and Desist Order from Somach, Simmons & Dunn, 
Representing Rancho Murieta Community Services District and Rancho Murieta 
Country Club (7-pages) 

 
2. Request to Reschedule Hearing on Revised Tentative Cease and Desist Order 

from Cassidy Shimko Dawson, Representing Regency Centers (2-pages) 
 

3. Comment Letter from Cassidy Shimko Dawson, Representing Regency Centers 
(5-pages) 

 
4. Letter from Cassano Kamilos Homes supporting Regency Centers position on the 

Tentative Cease and Desist Order (1-page) 
 

5. Comment Letter from Elk Grove Unified School District (2-pages) 
 

6. Comments from Stanton, Kay & Watson, Representing Rancho North Properties, 
LLC (3-pages) 

 
7. Additional Comment Letter from Stanton, Kay & Watson, Representing Rancho 

North Properties, LLC (3-pages) 
 

8. E-mail from Rancho Murieta Resident Jeannie LeBlanc; 11/18/2005 (1-page) 
 

9. E-mail from Rancho Murieta Resident Cheryn Salazar; 11/18/2005 (1-page) 
 

10. E-mail from Rancho Murieta Resident Janis Eckard; 11/20/2005 (1-page) 
 

11. E-mail from Rancho Murieta Resident Brad Sample; 11/21/2005 (2-pages) 
 

12. Letter from Rancho Murieta Resident Donald Sams: 11/23/2005 (2-pages) 
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20 CALIFORNIA ST.  SUITE 500  SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 TELEPHONE: (415) 788-2040 
  FACSIMILE: (415) 788-2039 

C A S S I D Y  
S H I M K O  
D A W S O N  

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 

 
November 21, 2005 

 
 

 

Via Facsimile 
Mr. Robert Schneider 
Chair 
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
11020 Sun Center Drive, Suite 200 
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670 
 

Re Request to Reschedule Hearing on Revised Tentative Cease and Desist 
Order for Rancho Murieta Community Services District, Rancho Murieta 
Country Club, Sacramento County       

 
Dear Mr. Schneider: 

 
This firm represents Regency Centers in connection with its proposed Murieta 

Gardens project in Rancho Murieta, California.  Regency Centers is a property owner in 
the service area of the Rancho Murieta Community Services District. We are sending this 
letter to you and the other Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(“Regional Board”) members on behalf of Regency Centers to request that the November 
28/29, 2005 hearing on the proposed cease and desist order discussed herein be 
rescheduled for January 2006. For reasons identified in the attached letter to Ms. Wendy 
S. Wyels, Regency Centers would be financially and legally affected by the Regional 
Board’s decision in this matter.  

 
On October 14, 2005, Regional Board staff released a Tentative Cease and Desist 

Order (“Tentative CDO”) for Rancho Murieta Community Services District (“RMCSD”) 
and Rancho Murieta Country Club.  Despite the very short schedule for providing written 
comments, we submitted comments on the Tentative CDO by the October 28, 2005 
deadline.  Regional Board staff reviewed our letter and made certain revisions to the 
Tentative CDO.  We received those revisions on November 14 and the revisions are in 
fact significant. 

 
If the November 28/29, 2005 hearing on the proposed cease and desist order is not 

rescheduled for January 2006, Regency Centers will suffer significant hardship.  We 
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cannot adequately review and prepare comments on the significant revisions to the 
Tentative CDO within the short time frame allotted by Regional Board staff.  Further, 
there are several alternatives that have not been reviewed by the RMCSD and Regional 
Board staff that may efficiently resolve the carryover and storage issues, including use of 
reclaimed water on landscaping in future developments.  Cassano Kamilos Homes, 
Woodside Homes of Northern California, Warmington Homes California, and Rancho 
North Properties, all land owners at Rancho Murieta, support the request for a 
continuance made in this letter. 

 
Given the long term nature of the wastewater treatment storage and disposal 

planning requirements in the Tentative CDO, postponing the hearing will not result in 
water quality impacts.  Regency Centers appreciates your serious consideration of this 
request for a continuance of the November 28/29, 2005 hearing on the revised Tentative 
CDO until January 2006.  Please feel free to contact me with any questions or concerns. 

 
      Very truly yours, 
 
      CASSIDY, SHIMKO & DAWSON 
  

      By:      
         Stephen K. Cassidy 
          Attorneys for Regency Centers 
 
SKC:bls 
cc: Wendy Wyels, CVRWQCB 

Mark List, CVRWQCB 
 Anne Olson, CVRWQCB 

Thomas Engberg, Regency Centers 
Douglas Wiele, Foothill Partners 
Scott Franklin, Regency Centers 
Richard Brandt, McDonough, Holland and Allen 
Kristen Castanos, Somach, Simmons and Dunn 
Robert Cassano, Cassano Kamilios Homes 
Clay Heil, Warmington Homes 
Edward Mevi, Rancho Levi 

 Andrew Zinniger, Woodside Group, Inc. 
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20 CALIFORNIA ST.  SUITE 500  SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 TELEPHONE: (415) 788-2040 
  FACSIMILE: (415) 788-2039 

C A S S I D Y  
S H I M K O  
D A W S O N  

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 

 
November 21, 2005 

 
 

Via Facsimile and Email 
Ms. Wendy S. Wyels 
Supervisor, Title 27 and WDR Units 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Central Valley Region 
11020 Sun Center Drive, #200 
Rancho Cordova, CA  95670 
 

Re: Tentative Cease and Desist Order to the Rancho Murieta Community 
Services District and Rancho Murieta Country Club, November 14, 2005 

 
Dear Ms. Wyels: 
 

This firm represents Regency Centers in connection with its proposed Murieta 
Gardens project in Rancho Murieta, California.  This letter provides Regency Centers' 
preliminary comments regarding the “Tentative Cease and Desist Order to the Rancho 
Murieta Community Services District and Rancho Murieta Country Club”, dated 
November 14, 2005 (the "Tentative CDO"), and regarding any related California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board - Central Valley Region (“Regional Board”) 
decisions on treatment, storage, and disposal of wastewater in Rancho Murieta.  Regency 
Centers owns certain property in Rancho Murieta and for the reasons explained below 
would be materially and adversely affected by any Regional Board decision establishing 
new requirements for the Rancho Murieta Community Services District (“RMCSD”) in 
regard to wastewater treatment, storage or disposal.  For the reasons set forth below, the 
Regional Board should not limit influent flows or connections to RMCSD wastewater 
treatment facilities.  Since Regency Centers has had scant time to respond to the 
Tentative CDO, Regency Centers reserves the right to submit additional evidence at or 
before the hearing to oppose the Tentative CDO (both as a matter of California 
administrative law and Federal constitutional due process and equal protection 
principles). 

 
On October 14, 2005, Regional Board staff released a Tentative Cease and Desist 

Order (Tentative CDO) for RMCSD and Rancho Murieta Country Club (RMCC).  
Despite the very short schedule for providing written comments, we submitted comments 
on the Tentative CDO by the October 28, 2005 deadline.  Regional Board staff reviewed 
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our letter and other letters from concerned parties and made certain revisions to the 
Tentative CDO.  On November 21, 2005, the Regional Board issued the revised Tentative 
CDO, which will be considered for approval at November 28/29 meeting of the Regional 
Board in Rancho Cordova.  The Tentative CDO describes four areas of alleged 
noncompliance by the RMCSD and RMCC and proposes a series of plans to address 
those areas: 

 
1. Reclaimed water storage overflows from the golf course storage lakes at 

the Country Club; 
 

2. Inadequate wastewater treatment facility (WWTF) storage and disposal 
capacity; 

 
3. Nuisance odors from the golf course storage lakes and irrigation; and 

 
4. Potential groundwater degradation; 

 
The Tentative CDO purports to make findings that “the RMCSD facility does not 

have sufficient wastewater storage capacity and/or disposal capacity to comply with 
Discharge Specifications B11 [sic], B.12, and B.13 of the WDRs [waste discharge 
requirements], and therefore RMCSD must address the storage/disposal capacity deficit 
in a timely manner.”  (Page 5, #27).  Regency Centers is not aware of any data that 
supports these contentions and, as indicated above, reserves the right, after review of the 
relevant data, to make further objection to the Tentative CDO on the basis of actual data.  
There is, in fact, no support for the contention of the Regional Board's staff that there is 
“inadequate wastewater storage capacity at the RMCSD facility.”   The only support for 
this conclusion regarding the WWTF storage capacity is the Staff Report contention that 
the water balance model submitted by the RMCSD “predicts that the WWTF storage 
reservoirs would be in violation of the 2 foot freeboard requirements during the 100 year 
annual precipitation event.” (Page 4)  This contention, however, is not supported by the 
evidence as it directly contradicts the conclusion made by the RMCSD engineers 
regarding long term storage and disposal capacity.  In its letter of November 20, 2005, the 
RMCSD states that, “Once the carryover storage is recycled and disposed, RMCSD has 
sufficient wastewater capacity until the year 2013….”  The same Staff Report even 
admits a lack of certainty whether overflows would violate current permits by stating that 
the RMCSD’s storage capacity deficit “may or may not cause WDRs violations in the 
near future.” (Page 7, emphasis added).    

  
The Tentative CDO also states that the monthly average influent flow to the 

WWTF “shall not exceed 0.52 million gallons per day (mgd) and the total annual influent 
inflow shall not exceed 193 million gallons per year.” (Page 11, #4).  The Tentative CDO 
requires the RMCSD to prepare waste discharge reports and a wastewater facilities 
expansion plan to provide adequate treatment and storage and disposal capacity to 
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accommodate all planned growth through 2019.   As Regency Centers' consultants 
understand the data, the Tentative CDO provisions limiting influent flow to the WWTF 
are unwarranted due to the lack of nexus between the overflow issues and the influent 
flow limitations.  These limitations would produce economic injury to Regency Centers 
and potentially many other interests, including agricultural water districts and RMCSD 
bondholders.  While the Tentative CDO does address an issue that has not been resolved, 
the carryover and overflow of Rancho Murieta storage ponds, the CDO also 
inappropriately imposes a powerful and punitive enforcement measure, a limit on the 
monthly average influent flow.  Such a measure, while not directly establishing a limit on 
water connections to the RMCSD, will establish a de facto moratorium on all 
development in the RMCSD coverage area.  The Regional Board, however, cannot 
impose a measure that establishes a moratorium by framing it in other terms; instead the 
Regional Board must identify a moratorium as such and must strictly follow procedural 
requirements in California state law on moratoria regarding notice, evidence and 
findings.  Imposition of such a de facto moratorium is far out of proportion to the specific 
issue at hand: resolution of the carryover storage and overflow issue at the Rancho 
Murieta Country Club ponds.   

 
The RMCSD has prepared and adopted extensive long term wastewater facility 

and financing plans that adequately consider potential growth in the Rancho Murieta area 
and comprehensively provide for future capacity for water treatment and storage.  These 
plans include the possible future conveyance of treated, reclaimed water to other water 
districts in California and thus are fully consistent with State Water Resources Control 
Board policies that encourage and recommend adoption and funding of water reclamation 
projects.  (State Water Resources Control Board, Resolution No. 771.-)  These RMCSD 
plans, which were repeatedly approved by the Regional Board, more than adequately 
address the issues raised by the Tentative CDO regarding long term storage and disposal. 
Despite these verified and previously approved long term storage and disposal plans, the 
Regional Board staff is still recommending the establishment of a de facto moratorium on 
all development in the RMCSD coverage area for the years 2005 through 2013.  Neither 
the Tentative CDO nor the Staff Report however explains why such a drastic measure is 
needed to resolve the specific carryover and overflow issues. 

 
The Staff Report contends that the concerns of Regency Centers (set out in my 

letter of October 28, 2005) have been addressed and that “the CDO does not include a 
connection ban.”  (Page 9)  However, the Staff Report admits that a limitation of 52 mgd 
will allow only 120 new connections, or 60 connections per year, unless RMCSD can 
complete capacity improvements sooner than required by the Tentative CDO.  (Page 4)  
Such a limitation will undoubtedly lead to a severe limitation on all future development at 
Rancho Murieta and, in fact, the Staff Report also contains a more accurate assessment of 
the impacts of the influent limitation in the statement that the “the pace of new 
development may have to be temporarily slowed” (Page 9).  The 52 mgd influent 
limitation in the Tentative CDO may require the RMCSD to limit connections for the 
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entire Regency Centers Murrieta Gardens project, for which large investment sums have 
been made and previous entitlements have already been approved.   

 
The Staff Report states that much of the basis for issuing a CDO to RMCSD was 

the change of policy regarding reclaimed water overflows prompted by the revised 
Master Reclamation Permit for the City of Roseville WWTF issued on October 21, 2005 
(Page 3).  In essence, the new rules for overflows were established one month ago and the 
Regional Board staff is using those new rules as the basis for recommending that a 
building moratorium be established in the Rancho Murieta service area.  Such a change in 
policy without notice or other due process considerations violates administrative law 
requirements and defies any notion of fairness.  Regency Centers and other developers 
have relied on the previous long term WDRs, Regional Board approvals and RMCSD 
permits as the basis for their investment backed expectations in purchasing and 
developing property in Rancho Murieta.  New influent flow limitations, which as a 
practical matter are really a development moratorium, would ignore the longstanding 
Regional Board and RMCSD polices that Regency Centers has relied on.     

 
A decision by the Regional Board to adopt the Tentative CDO as its final order or 

impose any other new requirements for the RMCSD to reduce its influent flows, or 
prohibit any new sewer connections would not only be unsupported by the evidence as 
Regency Centers understands it, but would also cause significant material and adverse 
economic impacts to residents, other water users and businesses in the Rancho Murieta 
area (including to Regency Centers' property interests) and conflict with state policies for 
efficient treatment and reuse of water.  The harm which would ensue to Regency Centers 
and its property interests is actionable and not privileged and we therefore urge the 
Regional Board to have its staff review its quantitative reassessment of RMCSD future 
wastewater treatment and storage capacity before making any decisions regarding this 
matter. We also request that that the Regional Board direct its staff to more closely assess 
all the alternatives for resolution of the overflow issue, such as ceasing all reclaimed 
water discharges, negotiating the adoption of a more appropriate WDR requirements and 
considering the implementation of existing, feasible technical solutions but as of yet 
unexplored by Regional Board staff, such as construction of storage tanks and use of 
reclaimed water on landscaping by future developments.   

 
In conclusion, we urge the Regional Board not to impose any limitations on sewer 

connections, or impose any new influent flow limitations.  Such requirements could force 
the RMCSD to enact a building ban that would cause significant and material adverse 
economic and environmental impacts on Regency Centers, which in our opinion, would 
give rise to significant legal exposures to the Regional Board.  Cassano Kamilos Homes, 
Woodside Homes of Northern California, Warmington Homes California, and Rancho 
North Properties, all land owners at Rancho Murieta, support the positions taken in this 
letter. 
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If you should have any questions regarding this letter, please call the undersigned 
or Ed Yates at the captioned phone number. 

 
      Very truly yours, 
 
      CASSIDY, SHIMKO & DAWSON 
  

      By:      
         Stephen K. Cassidy 
          Attorneys for Regency Centers 
 
cc: Mark List, CVRWQCB 
 Anne Olson, CVRWQCB 

Thomas Engberg, Regency Centers 
Douglas Wiele, Foothill Partners 
Scott Franklin, Regency Centers 
Richard Brandt, McDonough, Holland and Allen 
Kristen Castanos, Somach, Simmons and Dunn 
Robert Cassano, Cassano Kamilios Homes 
Clay Heil, Warmington Homes 
Edward Mevi, Rancho Levi 

 Andrew Zinniger, Woodside Group, Inc. 
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I  l -?1-2005 04r51PMTRO|\|-EGUSD FAC ND PLAIIIII|\G
Mcnbcrs of the Board:

+9166857754

Jcrnefte J. Amirviran
Polly{nn! Cooper-LeVrngie
Priscills S' Cox
Prnela A. Ircy
Willian H. Lugg, Jr.
Chct Madisor, Sr.
Bri{n It. My.r!

Robefi L. Trigg Education Ccntcr
9J l0 Elk Grovc-Florin Road Elk Crove. CA 95624

T-I51 P 001 F-848

constantinc I. BoraDoll
Associale Supcrintcndenr
F[cililies ard l,lanning

(9r6) 686-?7r I
FAx: (916) 686-1754

November 2l , 2005

Mr. Mark R, List
CaJifomia Regional Water Quality Control Board
Ccntral Valley Region
Sacramento Main Office
I I020 Sun Center Drive #200
Rancho Cordovo. CA 95670i114

Subject: Rsncho Murieta Community Services District
Prcposed Cease and Desist Order

Deu' Mr. List:

It is fte understanding of the Elk Grove Unified School District @GUSD) that the Califomia Regional
Water Quality Control Board is proposing to issue a "Cease and Desist Order" to the Rsncho Muriee
Community Services District (RMCSD) wirh regards to allowing additional sewer connections ro the
RMSCD system. As you may be qware from tbe Initial Study that was circulated and approved several
moDths ago! EGUSD has been pursuing lhe consFuction of a new elernentnry school in the general
vicinity of the Rancho Murieta community for several ycars.

The existing campus wherc thcse children are currently housed has exceeded its design capaoiry by
several hundred pupils. As a result, stude,nts are being bussed to other campuses within rhe school
districr resulting in sigificant trave I times for these children. EGUSD has identified ard done
significant planning on a site that is imrnediately adjacent to the Rancho Murieta community. RMCSD
has agneed in principle to provide sewer and \xater connecdons for rhc new school location. The school
district is hopirg ro begin constructiou ofthis school somelime in early 2005 to relieve tlie overcrowding
et the existing oalnpus. Construction is auticipated ro take approximately 12 to l5 monhs.

A vast majority of the students who will be serviced by rhis school live in tjre Rancho Murieta
communiqr; therefore, drere will a cerain redundsncy in wastewater treatment needg. Though it is likely
goiDg to toke several years to resch flrll occupancn the school is aiticipating a generatio[ of
approximfltely 20,000 gallons per day (gpd) of ultimate capacity needs. The school will likelyopen with
an approximarc 12,000 gpd usage.
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Mr. Mark R. List
November 2I,2005
Page 2

With the minimal wastewat€r teetmenl tha! the school will require, we are requesting thal a waiver or
modification to the "Ceasc and Desist Order" be issued thqt will allow EGUSD to connect into the
RMCSD sewer system on a timely ba9i9. EGUSD cannot proceed with coDstruction until this issue js
resolved. Any delay in granting this request may cause the school to not open in timely manner, and will
seriously impact the conlinued overcrowding at the eKisting carnpus.

Thark you for your consideration of this mafter. If I rnay be of any fi.rrther senice or provide any
addirional information, please feel free to contact me or Steven Looper at (91 6\ 686-7711.

SEL:CIB:gg
Concsp\RMC$D I l-21"05

Cc: Steven E. Looper
Edward R. Crouse
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LAW OFFICES OF

SreuroN, KAY & WnrsoN, LLP
I OI NEW MONTOOMERY STREET, FTFTII F1OOR

sAN IRA\Iclsco, CALIFoRNIA 91105

TELBPHONE (4 | 5) s l2-9s01
FAX (4 1 5) 5 J2-3 51 5
\t'll'w.sK$EF,coM

FACSIMILE

Thcfo||ov|tEP|8.!|rrrconfid.ntir|commuiiceiiolintcndcdon|yfolrhtPfiso|ln|mcdb.low.!fyocrrrnot
rh. hcrron nimci bcls*,. or ttrc cmploycl or rgcnt rcsPonibl? for dclivcry of thc fqllorving hformrtior' you 'rc

;:;J;ilffi.t-i";il iirlrorrlio.tiio.iirt ituiion, or iopying or thh connunicrtior ir ltrictlv prohibit.d. lf yoo

;ilil#nili;3njruii"itioo ir crror. pl.rlc roiify ut i ncdlrtlly by tcl.Ptonc rnd rcturr air origlnal

rnrssegt to us by mtiL wt ttll glrdv rdnb$nt yonr tthpbont r|lil lollrgc crPCrlE

Frederick W. ThomPson
Novcrnber 21 . 2005

From:
Date:

Pages including cover sheet: 3
Client Matter Number: 6507.30

MEMBERS OF TIIE BOARD

Origi$l VILL NOT follow

FAX: (916) 4644780

Comments:

Dislrict and Rancho Murieta Country Club

\\$r-nh$trrd\cA56,s\!0nnwd Jo RM G.\Ctnfu<rrd'y' I 12l0! de
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LAV/ OFFICES OF

SraNrtox, KAY & WnrsoN, LLP
IOI NEC'MO T@MERY STTEEf, FIFTfl F1OOR

SAN FRA}'ICISCO. CAIJPOFJ{IA 94I05

TELBPHONB (1t t 51 2-350 t
F^X (415) 5t2.35t5
IVWV{.sKwsE.coM

Novernber 2l , 2005

FREDERICI{ S'. TIIOMFSON
FrrdT@ftrtf.com

\rIA FACSIMILE 91546447E0

To Membets of the Board
Califomia Regional Water Quatity Contol Board
Cental Vallcy Region
11020 Sun Cent€'r
Rancho Conlovq Califomia 95670

RE: Tentative Cease and Dcsist Order to the Ranoho Murieta Commurity Sewices
District and Rrncho Murieta County Club
Hearing Datc: Novembcr 28. 2005

Dear Board Mcmbers:

This flrm represents Rstrcho North Properties, LLC, a califomia limited liability

compar:.y (..compury'). The company owns appro;imately 758 acres of land at Rancho Murieta

ttat woritd Ue adCcted by the subject Cease and Desist ffier. Thc ownq of the Compauy, the

Pension Trust Frmd for Operating Engileers, has owned land at Rancho Muricta fot a long
period of timc. The property is suitable for dcvclopmcnt as rcsidartial housing and the Company
is seeking a bupr fbr ttrc tha. The marketability of the lan4 and the pricc for wlric! it can be

sol4 would be Eeriously impaired by the imposition of thc proposed Cease and Desist Order. Our
client was first madc iware of the most currenl tentativc Cease and Dcsist Order and the most
cuE€Dt strff repul four dap ago. Given thc significant impact on its lan4 our clicnt should have

mop than four days to analpJ ilre impacts before having to rcspond to the proposed action. The

Borra rnoutd not iake action as currcatly proposcd tlat drastioslly alters the historioal course of

managing rcclaimed wastcwaler at Rancho Murieta wifrout giving the intcrcsted parties an

oppoftunity to respond to the proposed action

F:KISESM0oOU5O?.!O RM Cc C.dt & DGrii\CvWQCg Lll t2|os(CamintE) doc
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To Mcmbers of thc Board
November 21, 2005
Pagc2

The company aFc€s vith the rcquert set forth in the letter of cassidy, shiflko &

Dawson dated NovenrUer Z t , 2005 to continue thc hcaring to January of 2006'

Vcry kuly lours'

fttu/t--------
(rederick w. Thompson

FWT:ps
cc: VIA FACSIMLE

David R Howard
Ms. Annc Olson
Mark List
Richard Brandt, Esq.
Stevcn K. CassidY, Esq.

F:\CASESI600O650?.30 RM Cci\C. r & DrrbiqVwQCB Llrl l2t0{Cott'nuc).d$
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LAW OFF-ICES OF

SraNroN, KAY & WersoN, LLp
I O I NEW MONRbMERY STREE! FIFTI.I FIDOR

sAN FRANCTSCO, CJ1LJFORNIA 9rl05

TELEPHONE (4rs) 512-350r
FAX (4| s) sl2-r5t5
www.SKwsF.CoM

FACSIIVIILE

Th. followirB prgc! rra r confidfitlrl connunicetlon intmdcd only for th. pcrron nerned balow. Iftou rr. rot
thc P.rlon mmld bllor' or the.nrPloycc or rgrtrl r.rDomibl. for d.llrcr? ofihG foltowing inforndiil, you rr:
hcrrby rotllird lhet any db$tninstloD' dbtsibutior' or coDylng ofthlr co||lmroic{tion ir ltricfly prohlbitci. Ifyou
h$Yc rrcclvcd this coDnunilttion ir Grror, plcrr. rottfy- u! inn.dirt.|y by tclcphonr rnd-rltirn thc oriFitrd
messsEe to ue Dy mnil. Wc x,lll glrdly rclmbrr.. your tahpborc d poltrgc srp.qr!.

Frederick W. Thompson
Novcmbcr 2l, 2005

From:
Date:

Pages including oovereheet: 3
Client Matter Number: 6507 .30

WENDYWYELS

Original WILL NOT follow

Qrq 4644780

Comments:

District and Rancho Muriea Counry Club

e\C SlsUoOOrt5O7,t0 I}| O'|\Co6b{rltn r l:roJ-d..
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LAW OFFICES OF

FREDERICK W. THOMPSON
Frcdt@kw!f,co'n

SreNroN, KAy & WersoN. LLp
IOl NEWMONIGOMERY STRBRI, FIFTI{ FITOR

SAN FMNCISCO. CALIFORNI^ 94 I 05

I'ELAPHONE (4r 5) 5 r 2-! 50 l
FAX (4rs) 5t2.3Jt5
www.sKwsF.coM

November 21, 2005

vrA F'ACS.IWLE 916-464-4780

Wendy S. Wycls
Supervisor, Title 27 and WDR Units
Califomia Rcgional water
Quality Contol Board
Central Vallcy Region
I I 020 Sun Center
Rancho Cordovq Califomia 95670

RE: Tentative Cease and Desist Order to thc Ranoho Murieta Community Serj/icos
District and Rancho Murieta Country Club
Hearine Date: Novernber 28. 2005

Dear Ms. Wyels:

This firm reprosents Rancho North Properties, LLC, a Califomia limited liabilitv
compary ("company'). The company owns approximately 759 acres of land at Rancho Muriets
that would bc affccted by the subject Cease anr
Pcnsion Trust Fund for Operating Engineers,
period oftime. The property is suitable for deve
is secking a buyer for the land. The markctabili
sold, wouJd bc scriously impaired by the imposition of the proposed cease and Deeist order. our
olient was first made aq/are of the most current tentative Ceese and Desist Order and tho most
cutrent staffrePort four days ago. Givcn the significant impact on its land, our client shoulil have
more than four da}'s to anallze ttre impacts before having to respond to the pmposed action. The
Board should not take action as ounently ptoposed that drastically alters tho lustorical course of
managing rcclaimed wrstswater at Rancho Murieta without consideration of less sfingenr
alternatives and giving the interested partics an opportunity to respond to the proposcd actiori

we rwiewed the letters of cassidy, shimko & Dawson datcd october 2g, 2005 and
Novernber 21, 2005, rospeotivcly-, ard agree with thc positions taken by thoEe parties, including,
without limitation, the failure of the Board to grant interested parties, such as our client, due
process in this proceeding.
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Ms. Wendy S. Wyeis
Novcmber 21, 2005
Page 2

PursuEnt to the Notice of the Public Hearing, our client is an interested party and requests
designation as a designated party and the nght to speak at the hearing.

FWT:ps
cc: VIA FACSIMILE

David R. Howard
Ms. Anne Olson
Mark List
Richard Brandt, Esq.
Stcven K. Cassidy, Esq.
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- Concerns

From: mark c leblanc <marklebl@juno.com>
To: <Aolson@waterboards.ca.gov>
Date: 1111812005 10:22:13 AM
Subject: Concerns

Dear Ms. Olson:
I live in Rancho Murieta North. I enioy walking to the river. The
environment of Murieta is extremely important to my family. I do not
appreciate the smells of sewage coming from Bass Lake and sometimes the
Tiver, I am concerned about sewage treated water going into the Cosumnes.
I'm pleased to see the Waterboard finally taking action to control this
horrible problem. Please do not allow any new development sewage hookups
(other than for existing lots) until all these problems are resolved. We
trust you to do the right thing, to enforce the law and protect our
community. Thank You
Sincerely,
Jeanie LeBlanc
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From: "Cheryn Salazal' <cheryns@cheryn.com>
To: <Aolson@waterboards.ca.gov>
Date: 1111812005 3:27:31 PM

Dear Ms, Olson,
l'm writing in response to your Cease and Desist Order. I live in Rancho l\/lurieta south, and I want to
support the decision by the Waterboard in requring our CSD to be in full compliance with existing law. The
smells on the golf course as well as concerns for sewage capacity with future buildout is an enormous
problem in our community. Also, my children and I witnessed several times this summer a very strong
sewage stench at the river on the north side, which got remedied within two days following my report of it.
I support the limited sewage hookups until all these problems are resolved. Thank you for enforcing the
law and bringing Murieta into environmental compliance.
Cheryn Salazar
354-2550
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Anne Olson - Re: Rancho M Desist

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Janis Eckard'' <janiseckard@ranchomurieta.org>
"Anne Olson" <aolson@waterboards.ca. gov>
1112012005 10:50:59 AM
Re: Rancho Murieta Cease and Desist Order

Dear Anne,

Unfortunately, I will not be able to aftend the meeting.

As a long term resident of Rancho Murieta, I support the Board's position
regarding the Rancho Murieta Cease and Desist Order. When I learned that
CSD did not have adequate storage capacity for it's waste water, I became
very concerned about additional development in the area. I have also
experienced a fowl odor coming from the golf course sprinkler system during
the hot summer months. Although I don't know if these problems pose a
health risk, I am thankful that someone more knowledgable than me is
checking into both matters. I hope residents who have already purchased
lots in Rancho Murieta will be able to get a sewer permit allowing the
construction of their homes, as I do not feel they should be unfairly
punished for this problem. However, until the storage capacity situation is
properly corrected, no new developer sewer hookups should be permitted.

Sincerely,

Janis Eckard
--- Original Message ---
From: "Anne Olson" <aolson@waterboards.ca. gov>
To: <Brad.Sample@CH2M.com>
Cc: <patcan85@aol.com>; "lvlark List" <mlist@waterboards.ca.gov>; "Wendy
\A/yels" <wwyels@waterboards. ca. gov>
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2005 9:10 AM
Subject: Rancho Murieta Cease and Desist Order

Brad:

I didn't want to bother you with a phone call at work, but I was wondering
whether you and/or other residents plan to come to the Board meeting. The
Board really appreciates hearing from concerned citizens, whether they
support the proposed action or not. lf you are not available for the
meeting, you can still submit wriften comments by the 21st. Copies will be
given to the Board members and your letter can be read into the record.

Anne Olson, P,E.
Water Resources Control Engineer
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board

(916) 464-47 40 direct dial
(916) 464-4780 fax

Please note that my e-mail address has changed to aolson@waterboards.ca.gov
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Anne,

<Brad.Sample@CH2l\4.com>
<aolson@waterboards.ca. gov>
1112112005 5:59:25 AM
FW: Rancho Murieta Cease and Desist Order

I'm not sure that you got my response, so l'm re-sending this. I got a
'undeliverable email' message. In any case, I want to reiterate my
appreciation and support for the RWQCBS efiorts and the actions that are
pending. I strongly believe that active and involved regulatory
oversight of the Rancho Murieta Community Services District is needed to
ensure that all outstanding compliance issues are resolved and then
maintained in accordance with existing regulations. I am currently
planning on aitending the Monday meeting and will state the same
sentiments for the administrative record. Thanks again for your efforts.

Brad

---Original Message---
From: Sample, Brad/SAC
Sent: Wednesday, November 16,2005 7:58 PM
To: 'Anne Olson'
Cc: patcanSs@aol,comi Mark List; Wendy \ ryels
Subject: RE: Rancho lvlurieta Cease and Desist Order

Anne -

Please do not worry about calling; you can get me on my offlce phone or
on my cell (916-801-6440) at any trme if you need to.

I greatly appreciate the etfort and attention that you and the RWQCB are
paying to the issues in Rancho Murieta. I plan on attending the meeting,
but I need to look into my schedule to make sure that lwill be
available. l'm currently out of the office and have only been able to
briefly review the revised tentative CDO. I support what I have read so
far, but I need to look at the whole set of documents you sent in more
detail. I plan to do so over the coming weekend.

In any event, lwill make every possible etfort to attend. I understand
the pressure that you all are under, and I want to be there to go on
record that I support and appreciate your efforts. Thanks-

Brad

---Original Message---
From: Anne Olson Imailto:aolson@waterboards.ca govl
Sent: Wednesday, November 16,2005 9:11 AlVl
To: Samole. Brad/SAC
Cc: patcanS5@aol.com; Mark List; Wendy \ ryels
Subject: Rancho Murieta Cease and Desist Order

Brad:
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I didn't want to bother you with a phone call at work, but I was
wondering whether you and/or other residents plan to come to the Board
meeting. The Board really appreciates hearing from concerned citizens,
whether they support the proposed action or not. lf you are not
available for the meeting, you can still submit written comments by the
21st. Copies will be given to the Board members and your letter can be
read into the record.

Anne Olson, P. E.
Water Resources Control Engineer
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board

(916\ 464-4740 direct dial
(916\ 464-4780 fax

Please note that my e-mail address has changed to
aolson@waterboards.ca.gov

<mlist@waterboards.ca.gov>, <wwyels@waterboards.ca.gov>cc:
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