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3 New Water Main Breaks Soak Mulholland, South L.A.  
KTLA News  


7:59 AM PDT, October 20, 2009  


LOS ANGELES -- Three more water mains have burst in the Los Angeles area -- 
one along Mulholland Drive in Beverly Hills and two in South Los Angeles. 
 
A 20-inch ruptured pipe near the 13600 block of Mulholland Drive was reported 
around 1:55 a.m. Tuesday, a Los Angeles Fire Department dispatch supervisor said. 
 
The rupture was located between Coldwater Canyon Avenue and Beverly Glen 
Boulevard, southeast of Sherman Oaks. 
 
Water was sent gushing downhill, flooding nearby streets, including Donington 
Place. 
 
Homeowner Kyoo Ro showed KTLA his tennis court and pool, which were both 
filled with mud and water. Firefighters worked to protect Ro's property from any 
further damage. 
 
Department of Water and Power workers eventually shut off the water supply sometime before 4:45 a.m. 
 
Mullholland is closed between Coldwater Canyon Road to Deep Canyon. 
 
Around 2 a.m., two pipes burst in the South Los Angeles area -- one at the intersection of 83rd and Wall Streets and another a few 
miles away at Van Ness and Florence Avenues. 
 
Fire officials say a sinkhole opened up at 83rd and Wall Streets, causing significant flooding. 
 
Crews were on the scene of both broken mains, and drivers were being warned to avoid the area of Van Ness and Florence, if 
possible. 
 
Meanwhile, officials are trying to figure out whether there's a connection between some 40 water mains that have ruptured in the 
Los Angeles area since September 1. 
 
USC has announced that its major civil engineering center -- the USC Center on Megacities -- will join the Jet Propulsion Lab and 
Cornell University to determine just what is happening on the thousands of miles of pipes operated by the Department of Water and 
Power under the city's streets. 
 
Engineers will pore over DWP records, visit the sites of water main breakages, and study characteristics of the system like pipe 
age, diameter, and expected pressures. 
 
It has been said the city's new water-rationing plan could be straining the system, causing the rash of burst pipes. 
 
But, USC engineering professor Jean-Pierre Bardet says similar increased frequency of pipe breakages are occuring in other 
Southland cities where the water conservation plan is not in effect. 
 
"We are not in any way prejudging the issue," he said. "We are finding facts, not assuming them."  


Copyright © 2009, KTLA-TV, Los Angeles  
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California's Water - A vanishing resource 


Ambitious overhaul of state water system in works 
By Michael Gardner 
U-T Sacramento Bureau 


2:00 a.m. October 20, 2009 


WHAT'S NEXT 


Hearings: The first Assembly-Senate informational meeting on key elements is expected tomorrow. No vote is 
planned. 


Governor: Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger and lawmakers will continue to negotiate the policy and spending package 
over the coming weeks. 


Voters: If a compromise is struck in the Capitol, voters must approve a bond measure to raise money for new projects. 
The election would be in June or November of next year. 


SACRAMENTO — Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger and lawmakers are laboring over an ambitious package of policy 
and spending initiatives that could transform — from dam to tap — how California uses its limited water supply. 


If the changes happen, most residents and businesses probably would have to pay more and consume less. 


For the first time, statewide law would require farmers to pay a premium if they draw too much water. Among the 
dozens of potential directives is a proposal for urban customers, including those in the San Diego region, to wring at 
least 5 percent more in water conservation. 


Longer term, the area's water agencies might be able to compete for billions in state grants to build more storage 
facilities, invigorate conservation and extend alternative supplies, such as desalination. 


In return, the state expects to make progress toward rebuilding a crumbling and undersized water supply system that's 
overly strained even during normal periods of rain and snow. 


Carrying out the full set of measures is estimated to cost billions of dollars, but no firm price tag has been established. 


The outlook for overcoming years of deadlock isn't promising, even after three straight years of drought. Lawmakers, 
farmers, environmentalists and water agencies are being challenged to bridge long-standing divisions over new 
reservoirs, fish and wildlife protection, conservation mandates and whether the state should take on more debt amid 
financially trying times. 
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Yet there does appear to be a growing realization that the choice is to confront the water crisis now or risk widespread 
economic and environmental catastrophe later. 


“Water has been considered the most unsolvable issue in this state,” said Senate President Pro Tempore Darrell 
Steinberg, D-Sacramento. “We believe we are on the verge of breaking that barrier.” 


Senate Republican Leader Dennis Hollingsworth, who represents parts of northern San Diego County, warns that tough 
negotiations are ahead. But “each side is moving closer together,” he said. 


If approved, the package would represent the most significant redirection of water policy and resources since 1960, 
when voters approved the State Water Project and its network of reservoirs and pipes. 


Details remain sketchy as legislative leaders and special-interest groups continue to huddle, aiming to unveil more 
details this week. The agenda includes hashing out a range of policy initiatives and determining the size and scope of a 
bond measure — exceeding $9 billion — to pay for the most expensive projects. 


As it stands now, local water agencies likely would be required to provide matching grants to qualify for revenue from 
state bonds. That might force some of them to boost rates. 


“The costs will have to be built into rates as we go forward,” said Roger Patterson, assistant general manager of the 
Metropolitan Water District. But water prices probably won't spike because bond repayment and other costs will be 
spread over 30 years, he added. 


Of immediate consequence is the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, one of the nation's most fragile estuaries. It doubles as 
the hub of the state's water supply. 


“A decade ago, we were talking about a risk that the delta estuary would collapse,” said Barry Nelson, an analyst for 
the Natural Resources Defense Council. “Today, it has collapsed. We run the risk of extinctions and potentially the 
permanent loss of the California salmon fishing industry.” 


The legislative package would inject billions of dollars into repairs for the delta, from saving endangered fish to fixing 
crumbling levees, while charting new courses for its use and growth. 


San Diego County draws about a third of its annual water supply from the delta, a 1,100 mile maze of waterways 
roughly the size of Rhode Island. 


Spending — in terms of amounts and priorities — will be a difficult issue for lawmakers to resolve, much less sell to 
debt-wary voters as part of a bond ballot measure in 2010. 


“Given the financial frailty of our state budget, we want to make certain we spend no more than what is necessary to 
solve the problem at hand,” said Assembly Republican Leader Sam Blakeslee of San Luis Obispo. 


Fiscal frugality aside, Blakeslee and his allies plan to hold out for at least $3 billion to build reservoirs, possibly at sites 
east of Fresno and north of Sacramento. 


“We have a system that has just not kept up with the times,” said Danny Merkley, a lobbyist for the California Farm 
Bureau Federation. “That includes environmental needs. That includes changes in weather patterns. That includes 
changes in population. We simply cannot conserve our way out of the current situation.” 


Steinberg, the Senate leader, cautions that new dams aren't a given. 


“It doesn't preordain dams. It simply says that storage projects have the ability to compete for a pot of money,” 
Steinberg said. “The competition will be based on which project brings the most public benefit.” 


Jim Metropulos of Sierra Club California is leery of reservoirs, as well as other elements in the package that he fears 
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could compromise commitments to fish and wildlife protection.


“When have the 1,200 dams we have ever been run to benefit the environment?” he asked. 


One common thread is the theme of doing more with less. Schwarzenegger and others are looking for extensive 
statewide consumption cuts by 2020, but would leave compliance up to individual water agencies. 


Legislators also are targeting water use for agriculture, though they're not prescribing precise benchmarks for 
conservation. Instead, growers would have to implement specific water-saving practices. Most important, they might 
have to choose between curbing usage or paying more — an approach common in thirsty cities. 


The strategy has drawn first-blush interest from some Republican leaders. “The most powerful means of producing 
sensitivity to use is increasing the price,” Blakeslee said. 


Depending on how the measure is crafted, a newly created authority with unprecedented powers over the Sacramento-
San Joaquin Delta may be given a role in determining the size and site for a proposed north-to-south canal. The canal 
would carry water to San Joaquin Valley farms and Southern California cities. 


The Metropolitan Water District worries that authority influence could undermine the project after it has secured all the 
necessary environmental permits. For several years, Metropolitan and others have been working with state and federal 
agencies on a proposed route and size for the canal. 


“We want to make sure that if we go through the hoops and expense, we can move ahead,” Patterson said. 


Ed Manning, who represents the giant farm-based Westlands Water District, said finding a way to move water through 
the delta while safeguarding fish and wildlife must be the cornerstone of any broader deal. 


“The key to making everything work is conveyance,” he said. 


Union-Tribune 


Michael Gardner: (916) 445-2934;  
 
 
 
Find this article at:  
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POLITICS 


It’s Fish vs. Lawns, Not North vs. South  


By DANIEL WEINTRAUB 


Anyone who has flown in an airplane above California’s vast Central Valley has seen them: two canals snaking 


north to south, carrying Sierra Nevada snowmelt to thirsty farms and cities via the sprawling Sacramento-San 


Joaquin Delta. Northern California natives are raised to scowl at these channels and the supposedly 


rapacious, wasteful, environmentally insensitive Southern Californians they supply.  


But the federal government’s Central Valley Project and the California Aqueduct are not the only straws 


sucking water from the Delta or diverting the Sierra’s liquid bounty from its natural path to the sea. 


Residents of seven of the nine Bay Area counties — all but Sonoma and Marin — draw much of their water 


from the same source. On their behalf, rivers have been dammed and majestic gorges inundated. To keep 


them in showers and sprinklers, hundreds of miles of pipeline has been built to move water around or from 


the Delta, which scientists say has been pushed to the brink of ecological collapse.  


Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger and legislative leaders have been haggling behind closed doors for months 


seeking a historic agreement to make California’s water supply more reliable while restoring and preserving 


the Delta and its wildlife habitat. Some in the Bay Area fear that the true aim of these talks is to allow 


construction of a new canal to send still more water south for farmers to grow crops in the desert and 


Angelenos to fill their pools and wash their BMWs. 


But Bay Area interests have been fighting as hard as anyone to protect their right to pull water from the Delta 


and the rivers that feed it. 


It is no accident that a key player in the water talks is State Senator Joe Simitian,. a Democrat from Palo Alto. 


He represents the Silicon Valley, where the pharmaceutical and computer chip industries depend on a 


reliable supply of clean water for their research, development and manufacturing. They are working 


feverishly to guard the valley’s supply. 


“Historically, people have characterized this as a north-south issue,” Mr. Simitian said last week in an 


interview. “But the fact of the matter is a significant portion of the water for the district I represent comes 


right out of the Delta.” 


Or, as the Senate leader, Darrell Steinberg, put it: “The whole Northern California versus Southern California 


frame is so 1980s. It’s different now.” 


This copy is for your personal, noncommercial use only. You can order presentation-ready 
copies for distribution to your colleagues, clients or customers here or use the "Reprints" tool 
that appears next to any article. Visit www.nytreprints.com for samples and additional 
information. Order a reprint of this article now. 
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Indeed, Mr. Steinberg laments he has spent too much time lately fending off attacks from the East Bay 


Municipal Utility District. 


Unless you pay your monthly water bill to this agency known as East Bay MUD, you have probably never 


heard of it. It serves 1.3 million thirsty customers. Eighty years ago, the district built a dam on the 


Mokelumne River in the Sierra foothills, creating Pardee Reservoir, then built the 90-mile Mokelumne 


Aqueduct to carry its captured Sierra runoff. Now the district is contemplating a big expansion that would 


inundate a scenic section of the river to serve future growth.  


Just like the water that goes south to Los Angeles, the water that residents drink in Oakland, Berkeley and 


Walnut Creek would flow into the Delta and help to keep fish alive had it not been diverted. The same is true 


of San Francisco, which blocked the Tuolumne River nearly 100 years ago, filled Hetch Hetchy Valley and 


uses the water for itself and cities on the Peninsula. 


A key issue in this fight is whether Bay Area residents from San Francisco to Fremont should give up some 


water to preserve the Delta’s ecosystem. Randy Kanouse, a Sacramento lobbyist who represents East Bay 


MUD, says that if that happens, more water rationing will surely follow.  


“When you make conservation a permanent way of life and all of your customers take the waste out of their 


household and business use,” Mr. Kanouse said, “there’s no more excess water they can give up. Consumers 


will have to let their lawns die, their landscapes die, and business customers will have to cut production. If 


the Mokelumne River has to have more water kept in the river to flow into the Delta, it’s a virtual certainty 


that rationing will be more frequent and deeper than it is today.” 


Forgive Mr. Kanouse if he sounds like a thirsty Southern Californian. He, too, has water interests to protect. 


Yes, this fight might be part north versus south. But there is a western front that extends all the way to the 


Golden Gate. 


Daniel Weintraub has reported on California politics and policy for more than 20 years. 


 


  


Copyright 2009 The New York Times Company 
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Long Beach water  
projects get federal  
funding  
  
By Paul Eakins, Staff Writer  
  
Posted: 10/19/2009 06:58:54 PM PDT
LONG BEACH - The Long Beach Water  
Department's seawater desalination and  
water recycling projects have received a  
surge of federal funding that will bring them  
closer to completion.   
  
Water Department officials announced last  
week that the projects will receive $1.3  
million in federal funding.   
  
The U.S. Senate voted last week to approve  
the $33.5 billion 2010 fiscal year Energy and  
Water Appropriations Conference Report,  
which includes $670,000 for the Long Beach  
Seawater Desalination Project and $634,000  
for the Long Beach Reclaimed Water  
Expansion Project. The bill was approved two  
weeks ago by the U.S. House of  
Representatives and will now go to President  
Obama to be signed into law.   
  
The water projects, which are still in the  
research phase, could eventually become an  
independent water source for Long Beach,  
reducing the city's dependance on imported  
water.   


"With these funds, we will now be able to  
complete the third and final phase of our  
Seawater Desalination Research and  
Development Project," Kevin Wattier, General  
Manager of the Long Beach Water  
Department, said in a statement. "We will also  
be able to continue to expand the city's use  
of recycled water, which reduces our  
consumption of potable water, and makes  
Long Beach less dependent on outside  
sources of water, which as everyone knows  
are becoming more and more unreliable." 


With the addition of the new appropriations,  
Long Beach's water projects will have  
received $11.4 million for desalination and  
$12.4 million for water recycling in federal  
funding since 2000, according to  
spokesman Matthew Veeh. 


Veeh said the third phase of the desalination  
plant research and development will be  
completed by the end of next year and then a  
full-scale plant will be built. 


The cost of building the plant would be "tens  
of millions of dollars" and would cost about  
$1 million per year to operate, Veeh said. The  
cost savings from having a new water source  
would make up for the operating costs, he  
said. 


The recycled water project, which is  
designed to get more reused water to  
schools, parks and the Port of Long Beach, is  


Page 1 of 2Long Beach water projects get federal funding - Press-Telegram


10/20/2009http://www.presstelegram.com/news/ci_13596499







 


Advertisement


 
 
 
 


earlier in its research and development  
process, Veeh said.   
  
paul.eakins@presstelegram.com , 562-499- 
1278
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WATER: New lawsuit filed to halt desal project  
Environmental groups sue Carlsbad, Poseidon Resources 


BRADLEY J. FIKES - bfikes@nctimes.com | Posted: Monday, October 19, 2009 8:00 pm 


Opponents of the desalination plant proposed in Carlsbad have filed a new lawsuit seeking to block it, the latest of five filed over its six-year 
history. 


Filed Friday in Superior Court for the county of San Diego, the suit says that the city of Carlsbad failed to adequately review the project's likely 
harm to the coastal environment when approving changes to the project. 


Poseidon Resources Corp., which is scheduled to begin construction on the project in the next few weeks, replied in a statement that the lawsuit is 
based on "tired arguments" already rejected in previous lawsuits. 


San Diego Coastkeeper and Coastal Environmental Rights Foundation, the groups that filed the suit, alleged that Carlsbad wrongly approved 
changes to the project on Sept. 15 without performing a legally required environmental review. 


The lawsuit makes three main requests of the court: 


-- To halt "all construction, approvals, permit processing or any other activities," related to, or depending on, the city's approval of the desalination 
project. 


-- To order the city to set aside its project approval. 


-- To order that desalination project activities remain suspended until the court rules that the city has fully complied with the California 
Environmental Quality Act. 


Poseidon's statement said the allegations are false, and that the project has endured numerous reviews and lawsuits aimed at stopping it. 


"This latest lawsuit involves the final design approvals for the project, which merely involve improvements and enhancements that allow the project 
to have a smaller footprint on the site and operate more efficiently," the statement said. 


The desalination project is planned for construction next to the Encina Power Station, adjacent to the coast of Carlsbad. Poseidon has said 
construction will begin by Nov. 14, when a critical permit from the California Coastal Commission will expire if not acted on. 


If constructed, the plant will have a capacity of making 50 million gallons a day of drinking water, about 9 percent of countywide demand, from 
ocean water. 


The project is supported by the city and other local government agencies as an important new source of water for drought-prone Southern 
California. 


However, Coastkeeper and other environmentalist opponents say the project will unduly harm the environment, by killing sea life taken in through 
pumps or trapped against intake screens. In addition, they say the project will use a large amount of energy and generate nearly 100,000 metric tons 
of carbon dioxide emissions per year. 


Call staff writer Bradley J. Fikes at 760-739-6641. Read his blogs at bizblogs.nctimes.com.
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LOCAL NEWS 


Monday, October 19th, 2009.  


Issue 43, Volume 13.  
 
RAINBOW- the Rainbow Municipal Water District has been notified it will receive $6.7 million in funds rom the Safe 


Drinking Water State Revolving Fund and the Federal Stimulus Package for the covering of its North and Northside
Reservoirs. Half of the amount, or about $3.35 million, can be repaid over a 20-year period at an interest rate of about 
2.5 percent; the remainder is a grant that does not have to be repaid at all.  


The Rainbow district recently held an election to try and modify Ordinance 95-1, which limits the agency’s ability to 
borrow money. That election failed by 235 votes. According to the District’s general manager, Dave Seymour, that
means this loan is the only one his district will be eligible to receive.  


"Ordinance 95-1 only applies when we have in excess of $1 million in debt, and we currently have no debt so we can 
take this loan," said Seymour. "Once we do it will put us over that debt threshold so we cannot borrow any more 
money without 2/3rds vote."  


Board President, Rua Petty, said, "This money from the Revolving Fund and Stimulus Package will help us mitigate 


any future water rate increase needed for our reservoir projects. There may be increases, but they will be a lot lower 
than they would have been if we hadn’t received the funding."  


The District faces a shortfall of about $26 million to bring their drinking water reservoirs up to current standards. 
Seymour said he remains optimistic his district will be able to resolve their funding problems. "We had high hopes of 
modifying Ordinance 95-1 so we could pursue these types of loans for the rest of our projects, but the voters said no, 
so we will find other ways," he added, "this funding reduces our annual cash flow demands by about $2 million per 
year over the next three years, so it buys us a bit of time."  


The Rainbow Municipal Water District serves water through over 7,200 meters and provides sewer service to 3,629 
connections in the unincorporated communities of Rainbow, Bonsall, and a portion of Fallbrook covering approximately 
49,800 acres.  


Press release submitted by Rainbow Municipal Water District  


Rainbow Water District to receive $6.7 million in stimulus funds for 
reservoir covers


 


ADVERTISEMENT 


2 comments for "Rainbow Water District to receive $6.7 million in stimulus funds for reservoir 
covers"


 


1. caln8tive says : 


it's about freaking time....I surely don't want to pay more for water when we already live in the district that is the 
highest for San Diego County. 


 


2. fda says : 


caln8tive, 
 
Where do you think the stimulus money is coming from? Now you'll be paying more because of the interest than 
you would have if Rainbow had just raised its fees. Don't forget, every tax paying citizen will now be paying for your 
covers. You're welcome. 


 


5:03 pm Mon, Oct 19th, 2009


9:04 am Tue, Oct 20th, 2009
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