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THOMAS H. JAMISON (Bar No. 69710)
SHERYL L. AINSWORTH (Bar No. 242893)
FENTON & KELLER

A Professional Corporation

2801 Monterey-Salinas Highway

Post Office Box 791

Monterey, CA 93942

Telephone:  831-373-1241

Facsimile: 831-373-7219

Attorneys for PEBBLE BEACH COMPANY

BEFORE THE CALIFORNIA
STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

In the Matter of Draft Cease and Desist PEBBLE BEACH COMPANY’S PRE-
Order No. 2008-00XX-DWR Against HEARING RESPONSIVE BRIEF
California American Water Company

I.
INTRODUCTION

Pebble Beach Company (“PBC”), as a party to the above-entitled matter, submits this
brief in response to the pre-hearing briefs on procedural matters and scope of the proceedings
submitted by various parties.

PBC did not submit an initial brief on such matters because the issue presented by PBC is

limited and was succinctly framed by PBC in its Notice of Intent to Appear (“NOI”), as follows:

“The primary objective of Peach Beach Company in these proceedings is to
assure that the Pebble Beach Water Entitlement of 380 afa is recognized in, and
not affected by, any Cease and Desist Order issued by the State Water Resources
Control Board (“State Water Board”) against California American Water
Company (“Cal-Am”). State Water Board staff has previously and consistently
recognized that the Water Entitlement of 380 afa annually granted to Pebble
Beach Company and other fiscal sponsors of the CAWD-PBCSD Wastewater
Reclamation Project is allowed to be served by Cal-Am with withdrawals over
and above the 11,285 afa Carmel River withdrawal limit presently set-forth in
Order 95-10 (see letters from Edward C. Anton, Chief, Division of Water Rights
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dated March 27, 1998, and October 18, 2001, attached hereto as Attachments 1 &
2). The same provision should be made in any Cease and Desist Order that may
be issued to Cal-Am ordering reduced withdrawals from the Carmel River.”

As the Draft Cease and Desist Order (“Draft CDO”) does not explicitly mention or
recognize the Pebble Beach Water Entitlement, the issue posed by PBC is simply measures
(through modifications to the Draft CDO, if issued, or otherwise) to explicitly recognize what
has already been recognized by the State Water Board with respect to the Pebble Beach Water

Entitlement.

IL.
THE PEBBLE BEACH WATER ENTITLEMENT

To briefly summarize, the Pebble Beach Water Entitlement (sometimes referred to herein
as the “Water Entitlement”) is a “present vested property right” to potable water granted to PBC
and other “fiscal sponsors” by the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District
(“MPWMD?”) as consideration for funding the Carmel Area Wastewater District (“CAWD”) -
Pebble Beach Community Services District (“PBCSD”) Wastewater Reclamation Project (the
“Recycled Water Project”). The Recycled Water Project was designed to provide at least 800
acre feet annually (“afa”) of recycled water for irrigation of Del Monte Forest golf courses and
open spaces, thereby conserving 800 afa of potable water then being used for irrigation.
Pursuant to an extensive set of agreements entered into beginning in 1989, the Recycled Water
Project was completed and commenced operation in the fall of 1994. PBC guaranteed $33.9
million in debt obligations of MPWMD for the project and in return received its Water
Entitlement of 365 afa for future use of Cal-Am water.'

Order WR 95-10 specifically recognized this Water Entitlement in Footnote 2 of the
Order.” Subsequently, in 1998, the State Water Board through the Chief of the Division of]
Water Rights confirmed that “under Footnote 2 of Order WR 95-10, the 380 afa is available to

' Two other fiscal sponsors, J. Lohr Properties and the Hester Hyde Griffin Trust, received 10
gnd 5 afa respectively, bringing the total granted Water Entitlement to 380 afa.

Footnote 2 of Order WR 95-10 states in pertinent part that “[I]n return for financial guarantees,
the Pebble Beach Company and other sponsors received a 380 afa potable water entitlement from
the District, based upon issuance of an appropriative right permit to the District, for development

within Del Monte Forest.”
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serve these projects [in Del Monte Forest],” and that use of the Pebble Beach Water Entitlement
was not subject to the 11,285 afa limit on Cal-Am withdrawals from the Carmel River and could
be utilized over and above such limit (up to 380 afa) without violating Order WR 95-10 (letter
from Edward C. Anton, Chief, Division of Water Rights to Darby Feurst, Monterey Peninsula
Water Management District and Larry Foy, California American Water Company, dated
March 27, 1998, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A”).

From 1994 until 2005, the Recycled Water Project delivered recycled water to the Del
Monte Forest golf courses in the annual average amount of approximately 670 afa (thereby
conserving the same amount of potable water). Because of unanticipated salinity problems with
the recycled water (requiring flushing of the golf course greens) and insufficient storage to meet
peak demand, potable water was required to supplement the recycled water in the average annual
amount of approximately 270 afa. These problems were addressed in 2005 with the adoption of]
MPWMD Ordinance No. 109, which provided a funding mechanism for improvements to the
Recycled Water Project. The improvements consist of (1) rehabilitation of Forest Lake
Reservoir in Del Monte Forest to provide substantial storage for the project, completed in 2006
at a cost of approximately $12.5 million, and (2) installation of desalination facilities at the
CAWD treatment plant to reduce the salinity of the recycled water, presently under construction
with an expected completion this year (2008), at a projected cost of approximately $21.5 million.

The 365 afa PBC Water Entitlement was initially dedicated to use on land owned by
PBC. The funding mechanism for the improvements to the Recycled Water Project in 2005
involved the sale of a portion (up to 175 afa) of PBC’s Water Entitlement to other landowners in
Del Monte Forest pursuant to MPWMD Ordinance No. 109, with the proceeds dedicated
exclusively to the project improvements. The State Water Board was made aware of this plan,
and reiterated in 2001 that service to satisfy the Water Entitlement was permissible over-and-
above the 11,285 afa limit on Cal-Am withdrawals from the Carmel River, and the Water
Entitlement could be used anywhere within the Cal-Am service area (letter from Edward C.
Anton, Chief, Division of Water Rights to Emest A. Avila, Monterey Peninsula Water

Management District, dated October 18, 2001, a copy of which is attached hereto as
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Exhibit “B”).

To date, PBC has sold approximately 115 afa of its Water Entitlement to other
landowners in Del Monte Forest, generating approximately $23 million which has been applied
to the costs of the project improvements; and PBC has committed to pay the balance of the costs
of the project improvements that are not covered by the proceeds from sales of the Water
Entitlement. These improvements will when fully completed this year result in conservation of]
an additional 270 afa annually of potable water/withdrawals from the Carmel River.>

The Pebble Beach Water Entitlement thus represents the foundation that has supported,
and continues to support, the Recycled Water Project, which in turn has saved hundreds of acre
feet annually in withdrawals from the Carmel River.* The Recycled Water Project represents an
investment of almost $68 million ($33.9 for the original project and $34 for the recent project
improvements) that has been made in reliance on the security and assurance of the Water
Entitlement. PBC and many Del Monte Forest landowners have paid hard money for the Water
Entitlement, without which the Recycled Water Project and its consequent savings in

withdrawals from the Carmel River would not exist.” The State Water Board has consistently

3 The Forest Lake Reservoir component was completed in 2005. Records of the project show
that for the last two years of full operation, the project delivered 1080 afa and 920 afa of total
water (recycled and potable) for irrigation. On account of the Forest Lake Reservoir, the potable
portion of these amounts was reduced from approximately 30% to 15%. Thus, recycled water
deliveries were increased to approximately 918 afa and 782 afa, respectively, in these two years,
or an annual average of 850 afa, with a consequent reduction of potable water deliveries to an
annual average of 150 afa. With completion and commencement of operation of the desalination
improvements at the CAWD treatment plant this year, this remaining amount of required potable
water will be eliminated.

* The math showing the benefit to the Carmel River and its public trust resources from the
Recycled Water Project and the Water Entitlement is simple. For a Water Entitlement of 380 afa
requiring withdrawals from the Carmel River, the Recycled Water Project has reduced
withdrawals (through 2005) by 670 afa and with the recent project improvements, will further
reduce withdrawals to in excess of 900 afa. Thus, the net reduction in withdrawals from the
Carmel River due to the Water Entitlement (assuming its full use of 380 afa and deliveries of]
recycled water in excess of 900 afa with recent project improvements) is well in excess of 500
afa. The savings in reality have been much greater over the life of the project, because only a
small portion of the Water Entitlement has actually been used to date, and indeed the full use of]
ghe Water Entitlement is not expected to occur for a number of years.

It is noteworthy that the Water Entitlement has benefitted not only the Carmel River but the
community as well, as it is readily apparent that without the Recycled Water Project substitution
of recycled water for potable water for irrigation, Cal-Am would have exceeded in most years
the 11,285 afa limit on withdrawals from the Carmel River, thereby subjecting Cal-Am and
ultimately the community to potential penalties or remedial measures for violating Order WR 95-

10.
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recognized these facts, and has assured that the Water Entitlement may be served by withdrawals
from the Carmel River by Cal-Am notwithstanding other limits that may be applicable to Cal-
Am.
HI.
PROCEDURAL ISSUES RELATED TO THE PEBBLE BEACH WATER
ENTITLEMENT

A. Scope of Hearing.

The issue of the Pebble Beach Water Entitlement as a secure water right (i.e., right to
potable water service from Cal-Am through withdrawals from the Carmel River) is an issue that
can, and should, be eliminated from the hearing by a pre-hearing order. The State Water Board
and Cal-Am, the two principal adversarial parties in the proceeding, have not disputed the status
and validity of the Water Entitlement. The only two other parties with an interest in the issue
(MPWMD, which granted the Water Entitlement, and PBC, which received the Water
Entitlement) fully support the Water Entitlement.

The State Water Board’s position that the Water Entitlement is not subject to the
limitations otherwise applicable to Cal-Am on withdrawals from the Carmel River is clear, as
evidenced by Order WR 95-10 and the letters attached as Exhibits “A” and “B.” The State
Water Board has confirmed that under Order WR 95-10, “380 afa is available” pursuant to the
Water Entitlement. In such case, the matter of the status and validity of the Water Entitlement
has already been decided, and is not subject to any further adjudication under the principle of]
collateral estoppel and res judicata ably described in Cal-Am’s pre-hearing brief.

The status and validity of the Water Entitlement are not a matter of dispute among the
parties who have a direct interest in the matter such that, if it is not disposed of through
principles of collateral estoppel/res judicata, it would be appropriate to eliminate the issue from
the scope of the hearing as an undisputed issue. The Hearing Officer may wish a stipulation to
this effect, but the Hearing Officer’s proviso should be that only the consent of those with direct

interest in the matter — namely, The Water Rights Prosecution Team, Cal-Am, MPWMD, and

H:\Documents\jlh.1x565np.doc -5-

PEBBLE BEACH COMPANY’S PRE-HEARING RESPONSIVE BRIEF




w

O o0 31

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

FENTON & KELLER
ATTORNEYS AT Law
MONTEREY

PBC - is required for the stipulation to be effective.® The other parties to the proceeding do not
have a interest in the issue, are not in a position to controvert the facts and legal effect of the
Water Entitlement; they do not have any financial or other stake in the matter, and none of them
have mentioned the issue in their pre-hearing briefs. As Cal-Am notes in its pre-hearing brief, as
intervening parties it would be inappropriate to allow any of such intervenors to attempt to

control or prevent resolution of an issue in which they have no interest.

B. Conduct of Hearing.

Several parties in their pre-hearing briefs have requested bifurcation of the hearing into a
“liability” phase and a “remedy” phase. If the status of the Pebble Beach Water Entitlement is
not eliminated at the outset from the scope of the hearing, bifurcation would be appropriate and
favored from PBC’s perspective. PBC has no particular evidentiafy light to shed on the question
of whether Cal-Am is in compliance with Order WR 95-10; the status of the Water Entitlement
would not change if Order WR 95-10 is not changed; and PBC would not have to participate in
the “liability” phase of the hearing. However, if “liability” on the part of Cal-Am is found and
Order WR 95-10 is to be superseded by a new Cease and Desist Order, PBC at that point would
definitely actively participate in the “remedy” phase to make sure that the Pebble Beach Water
Entitlement is recognized and protected under the terms of the Cease and Desist Order (or other
remedy) that may be issued or adopted.

As such, bifurcation represents the most administratively efficient economical method of]

conducting the hearing from PBC’s standpoint.

Iv.
CONCLUSION

The Pebble Beach Water Entitlement as the means of supporting the Recycled Water
Project has substantially reduced withdrawals from the Carmel River. This is an incontrovertible

fact. The State Water Board has consistently recognized the Pebble Beach Water Entitlement as

% PBC assumes in this regard that the Water Rights Prosecution Team does not intend to
countermand the consistent position of the State Water Board as to the status and validity of the
Water Entitlement as described above in this brief. Indeed, the Water Rights Prosecution Team
in its pre-hearing brief “invites comments™ from the other parties on stipulations for issues for
which there are “no material disputes.”
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a secure right to water that is not subject to the limitations on withdrawals from the Carmel River
by Cal-Am under Order WR 95-10. There does not appear to be any dispute in this proceeding
among the parties with a direct interest in the matter that it should continue to have the same
status. As such, it would be appropriate to eliminate this issue from the scope of the hearing by

one of the methods suggested above.

Dated: April 23, 2008 Respectfully submitted,
FENTON & KELLER

oy sl T [ Brcun .

She | Ail§worth
Attorneys for PEBBLE BEACH
COMPANY
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Q - ATTACHMENT 1
Cal/EPA .

State Water

‘Resogrees
Coatrot Board .
Division of k - %Rﬁﬁ 27 ]998
Water Rights '
e .Mr. Darby Fuerst
::2: 2000 Monterey Peainsula Water
Sacramento. CA Management District
95312-2000 P.O.Box 85
901 P Strest Monterey. CA 93942-0085
Satxameruo. CA -
95814
(916) 657-1359 Mr. Lamy Foy
FAX (916) 857-1435  California American Water Company
P.0. Box 951
Montersy, CA 93942-095]
~ Dear Sirs:
RECLAMATION PROJECT WATER AVAILABILITY — CARMEL RIVER DN MONTEREY
COUNTY
In responss to a November 14, 1997 request by the Del Monte Forest Property Cwners
organization this ketter addresses the availability of 380 afa to serve development under the water
entitlement granted by the Monterey Peninsula Water Management District (District) to sponsors
of the Carmel Area Waste Water District (CAWD) ~ Pebble Beach Community Services District
(PBCSD) wastewatar reclamation project aad its relarion to SWRCB Order 93-10.
SWRCB Order WR 93-10 refers to the entitlement granted by the District and de»e!oPment of
the Del Monte Forest property. Footnote 2 of the Order states:
“The (Wastewater Reclamation) Project will provide 800 af of reclaimed water for the
imigation of golf courses and open space in the Del Monte Forest. {n return for financial
guatantsses, the Pebble Beach Company and other sponsors, received a 380 af potable
water entitlement from the District, based upon issuance of an appropriative right permit
to the Distriet, for development within Del Monte Fon:sz_” ' .
+  The wastewater re'-!amanon facility operated by the CAWD is presentlv producmo more than
800 afa of reclaimed water annually for usc upon golf courses and open space aress. Use of
treated wastewater has reduced the potable water deliveries of Califomia-American Water
Company (Cal-Am) for this irrigation project by at least 500 afa. The SWRCB understands that
imprevements are being corsxdered that may- allow reduction of potable water use bv the full
s 800 afa.
EXHIBIT “A”
ﬁkaqckd.’apﬂ . ._ Our mizsion iz 1o preserve and crhaner the quality of California’s waier rexaees. and

ensure their proper allocenicn and ¢fficaent uax for the benefis of present and future pemerations.




msﬁ 27 e

Mr. Darby Foerst -2-
Mr. Larry Foy : -

The SWRCB has recognizzd that the Pebbie Beach Company and other sponsors were project
participants in, and assisied in funding, the wastewater reclamation project which enabled 7"
Cal-Am to reduce its delivery of potable water o the Del Monte Forest property and thersby
reduce the demand on the Carmel River by at least 500 afz and potensially 300 afa. Upon
completion of the development project on the Del Monte Forest property, 380 afa will be
diverted from the Carmel River by Cal-Am for delivery to thess lands. Thus, there will be no net
increase iy Carme! Rjver diversions in the future over the level of past documented diversions as ™
a result of developing these projects. As a resuit of the reclamation project and especially during
* the interim period while the Del Monte Forest property is being des eloped. the net diversion
from the Carme! River to sarve the Del Monie Forest properties will be less than the level that
would have occurred if the wastewater reclamation project had not been de 1810p¢d Thus., voder
Eootnote 2 of Order WR 95-10, the 380 afa is available to serve these projects.

Asa result Order WR 95-10 does not preclude service by Cal-Am 1o the Del Monte Forest
property under the 380 afa entitiement granted by the District. As vou are aware, the SWRCB is
requiring Cal-Am to maintain a water conservation program with the goal of limiting annual
diversions from the Carmel River ta 11,285 afa until full compliance with Order WR 95-10 is
achieved, While Cal-Am has besn exceeding the fimit, it is not the intent of the SWRCB 10
penalize the developers of the wastewater reclamation project for their efforts to reduce refiance
upon the potable water supply via utilization of weated wastewarer.

Thus. the SWRCR will use its enforcement discretion 1@ not penalize Cal-Am for excess
diversions from the Carmel River as long as their diversions do not exceed 11,285 afa plus the
guantity of potable water provided to Pebble Beach Company and other sponsors under this
entitlement for use on these lands. This enforcement discretion will be exercised as long as the
wastewater reclamation project continues to produce as much as. or more than, the quantiny of
potable water delivered 1o the Del Monte Forest property, and the reclaimed wastewater 1s
utilized on Jands within the Cal-Am service area. :

Footnote 2 of Order WR 95-10 deals only with the issue of water use for purposas of projects in
the Del Monte Forest. Consequently, the order does not provide discretion to address any
projects invelving the use of the unassigned 420 afa (800 afa minus the 380 afa identified in the
fooinote equais 420 afa) dcveloped by the wastewater treatment faciliny,

In arder to accurately document that only the historic level of diversion has been maintained, the
District is requested to advise the SWRCB of both the quantity of potable water obtained from
Cal-Arm pn a monthly and total annual basis 1o serve these lands. Information on both monthly

ﬁlu)dadfw . 4 Ouruk:imumprzmmdmba}rzu:q'mhqa/CaI{famia’: weaer rezowerces, pnd
ensure ther propes allocation and efficient use for the benefit of presert and future pewerations.

NU————t




» » : A WARCH 27 .
Mr. Darby Fuerst . =3 4

Mr. Larry Foy _

and total annual production and beneficial use from the wastewater treatment project should also

be included in the submittal. This information should be submitted quarterly, and the annual

data should document use-during the water year. The water yedr begins on October | of one year
and ends on September 30 of the subseguent yzar. -

If you have any questions regarding this matter. I can be contacted at (916) §57-1355.

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED
EDWARD C. ANT

Edwiard C. Anton, Chief
Division of Water Rights

cct /Mr Robent €. Gross
Del Monte Forest Property Owners
P.O. Box 523 ‘
Pebble Beach, CA 93953

z:’hqddhpar  Owr mizzion iz 10 prescree and enhance the quality of Colifarnia’s water resowrces. and
} ) ensure their proper allocation and ¢fficient wse for the berefit of present ard future gencrations,

TOTAL P.B6




ATTACHMENT 2

” 2 g
;f\‘ State Water Resources Control Board 74 e
u | Division of Water Rightz - %&Im /

' xmlIs:r-,s.*.lvﬂnar's;cgggmg,&ﬁfnmhgj{ltid,"m:.s]galﬂjéa GravBvis
nstnn dreww: 710« Box 2000 « Sacamen fornia i
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Environmontal )

Prolecilon The a:;ergy thallengs Jning Callfernia i real. Ewery Californian nseds la take htmediaie actian ip raduse snergy SorsUIMpLiaR
R Forzlis of :fqnln wajz pou con reduce demand 2nd ol YOUr GIREY ¢0i6, e o chwrzfc -] hx:,u:/fwww.m‘#.ca.},mu
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P —

Mr. Bmest 4., Avila

Monterey Perinsula Water
Manegemen: District

2.0.Box &5

Monteray, Cé 839420085 : -

’ Dw M- Jdaﬁsba-:

PEBBLE BEACH FROTECT ~ USE OF RECLADMED WASTEWATER FROM THE
CARMEL ARBA WASTEWATER DISTRICT/PERBLE BEACH COMMUNITY SERVICES
DISTRICT (CAWD) WASTEWATER RECLAMATION PROTECT - FILE 262.0 (27-01)

By letter dated Oclober 2, 2001, you request clarification regarding use of treated wastewnter
produced by “he CAWD poject in lisn of potable water suppliss for purposes of developing new
projects,

The Divisicn of Water Righte (Divisicn) addrassed thiz icsue in onr latrer of March 27, 1998,
The Magch 27 lettar states that it is acceptable to transfer a maximum of 380 acre-fuat per anmum,
of potable witer supplies Seed up through use of treatad wastewstar on the Del Monte Forest
property for naw puxposes, providsd that diversions fom the Carme] River do not sxceed 4
11,285 acre-eet per year plus the quantty of potable water provided to Pebble Reach Company
end other spongors under this entitlement for use on fhe Del Monte Porest properties. Continual
records must be maintained, on both & monthly end iotel snrmzsl besis, to documen:t that (=) the
new use of patable water doss not excead the historic quantity of potabls water provided by the

. Californiz-American Water Comparyy (Cal-Am) to the Del Monte Forest property and (b) the
quentity of treated wastewsier put to beneficial use equals or excesds the poteble weter use, The
Montersy Peninaula Weter Management District is responsible for submitting these recards to
the Division oxt a quarter]y basis, wntll full compliance with Order WR §5.10 i achieved,

You specifieally asked whether the use of 2 portion of the original Pebble Beach Company water
entiddement from the CAWD raclamation project can be used on non-Pebble Beach Company
properties (1) within the Del Monte Forsst and (2) outside the Del Montz Forsst. Cal-Am may
distribute the new’ potable weisr supply anywhere in its service arta, subject to the Cannel River
diversion requiraments of Order 'WR, 95-10,(and any subssquent modifications epproved by the

- Stats Water Resotress Control Board) end requizaments (a) and (b) ebove.

EXHIBIT “B”




Bz, Emnest AL Avila ‘ 2

¢

08T 1 8 zp01

- Katherine Mrowks ix the staff person presently assigned o !..15 matter, Ifyou reqm e faxther

a._sﬁtama M. Mrowka ean he comacted at (9186) 341-5363,

' Sinearely,

/u%w&aq W
7§Y Edward C. Anton, Chief .

D:'rv?isicn' of Vater Rights

oo \vMI Arnthony Lombarde
Lombaris & Gillex PLC
P.0. Box2118
- Balirure, CA 93502-2119

°

TOTAL P.B6




1 ‘ PROOF OF SERVICE

2 I, Jodi Horner, declare:

3 I am a resident of the State of California and over the age of eighteen years, and not a
party to the within action; my business address is 2801 Monterey-Salinas Highway, Post Office
4 | Box 791, Monterey, CA 93942. On April 23, 2008, I served the within document(s):

5 PEBBLE BEACH COMPANY’S PRE-HEARING RESPONSIVE BRIEF
6 by transmitting via email only the document(s) listed above to the email
|Z] addresses set forth below on this date from 2801 Monterey-Salinas Highway,
7 Monterey, California.
8 by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed envelope with postage
9 thereon fully prepaid, in the United States mail at Monterey, California addressed
as set forth below.
10
by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed envelope
11 D and affixing a pre-paid air bill, and causing the envelope to be delivered to a
agent or deposited in a box or other facility regularly
12 maintained by for delivery.
13 SERVED VIA EMAIL ONLY:
14 California American Water State Water Resources Control Board
15 Jon D. Rubin Reed Sato
Diepenbrock Harrison Water Rights Prosecution Team
16 400 Capitol Mall, Suite 1800 10011 1 Street
Sacramento, CA 95814 Sacramento, CA 95814
17 (916) 492-5000 (916) 341-5889
18 jrubin@diepenbock.com rsato@waterboards.ca.gov
19 Public Trust Alliance Sierra Club — Ventana Chapter
Michael Warburton Laurens Silver
20 Resource Renewal Institute California Environmental Law Project
Room 290, Building D P.O. Box 667
21 Fort Mason Center Mill Valley, CA 94942
2 San Francisco, CA 94123 (415) 383-7734
Michael@iri.org larrysilver@earthlink.net
23 jgwill@dcn.davis.ca.us
24 Carmel River Steelhead Association Calif. Sportfishing Protection Alliance
Michael B. Jackson Michael B. Jackson
25 P.O. Box 207 P.O. Box 207
26 Quincy, CA 95971 Quincy, CA 95971
(530) 283-1007 (530) 283-1007
27 mjatty@sbcglobal.net mjatty@sbcglobal.net
28

FENTON & KELLER H:\documents\jlh.1x568z7.doc
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City of Seaside

Russell M. McGlothlin
Brownstein, Hyatt, Farber, Schreck
21 East Carrillo Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

(805) 963-7000

RMcGlothlin@BHFS.com

Monterey County Hospitality Association
Bob McKenzie

P.O. Box 223542

Carmel, CA 93922

(831) 626-8636

info@mcha.net

bobmck@mbay.net

Planning and Conservation League
Jonas Minton

1107 9 Street, Suite 360
Sacramento, Ca 95814

(916) 719-4049

jminton@pcl.org

VIA U.S. MAIL ONLY:

Monterey Peninsula Water Management
District

David C. Laredo

De Lay & Laredo

606 Forest Avenue

Pacific Grove, CA 93950

(831) 646-1502

City of Carmel-by-the-Sea
Donald G. Freeman

P.O. Box CC
Carmel-by-the-Sea, CA 93921
(831) 624-5339 Ext. 11

The Seaside Basin Watermaster
Russell M. McGlothlin
Brownstein, Hyatt, Farber, Schreck
21 East Carrillo Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

(805) 963-7000
RMcGlothlin@BHEFES.com

California Salmon and Steelhead
Association

Bob Baiocchi

P.O. Box 1790

Graeagle, CA 96103

(530) 836-1115
rbaiocchi@gotshky.com

National Marine Fisheries Service
Christopher Keifer

501 W. Ocean Blvd., Suite 4470
Long Beach, Ca 90802

(562) 950-4076
christopher.keifer@noaa.gov

City of Sand City

James G. Heisinger, Jr.
Heisinger, Buck & Morris
P.O. Box 5427

Carmel, CA 93921

(831) 6243891

I am readily familiar with the firm's practice of collection and processing correspondence
for mailing. Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal Service on that same
day with postage thereon fully prepaid in the ordinary course of business. I am aware that on
motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage
meter date is more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

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

Executed on April 23, 2008, at Monterey, California-

Jodi Hoxér
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