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MCINTOSH: Awash in water gobbledygook  
By Andy McIntosh - For the North County Times | Posted: Monday, November 2, 2009 12:05 am 


I am convinced there is a secret university course that specializes in "gobbledygook," the graduates of which flock to the hallowed halls of law and 
politics. 


The lesser lights, I'm equally convinced, polish their skills in the backrooms of the nation's utility companies, bent on conjuring invoices and 
marketing junk that would take a genius with a PhD in ... well, gobbledygook, to understand. 


My phone bill resembles a phone book. And while my electricity bill is a bit thinner, it is undecipherable. Rancho California Water District puts out 
a reasonably coherent bill, but then ruins it by including a newsletter that confuses, deludes and obfuscates. 


Everybody knows that California is in a Stage 3 water emergency. What most people don't know, or refuse to admit, is that the water shortage is 
bogus. Chief among the reasons is a court-ordered reduction in water deliveries to regional water districts, an order crafted not out of need to 
conserve water but to protect delta smelt in Northern California, of all things. The water is there, but they refuse to deliver it. 


While legislators apply the Endangered Species Act with blinders firmly in place, California farmers are crying over needlessly dry land that makes 
the Oklahoma dust bowl look like a monsoon by comparison. Already, experts predict job losses will amount to 30,000 in the Central Valley alone 
due to the destruction of the agricultural basin. 


Why do we have a water shortage at all? The earth is primarily water and we have billions of acre-feet of it at our Pacific shores. If we can refine 
and pump oil ---- and transmit electrical power ---- across the land, why can't we desalinate sea water and pump it where it needs to go? The answer 
is because our governments want to control our growth through manufactured crises in resources. We've seen it play out with oil, electricity and 
now water. The technology is there, but the will is not. 


Closer to home, the trickledown effect of this government-made water crisis keeps the newsletter writers at RCWD fully employed and the autumn 
issue is rife with gobbledygook. 


I am admonished as to when and how I can wash my car or water my lawn. I will be allocated "outside" water in relation to the size of my lot, that 
information being gleaned from big brother Riverside County tax assessors. And I will be given 60 gallons of water a day to use however I wish 
within the confines of my interior walls. Any more, and I will pay a higher rate and risk a visit from the RCWD water police. So says the newsletter.


Californians should be red hot. While the power brokers drench their estates and fill their pools, you and I get 60 gallons a day and a visit from the 
water Gestapo. 


ANDY McINTOSH writes from Temecula. Contact him at socalmcintosh@aol.com.
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Legislature's water action comes in dribbles 
 


 
10:00 PM PST on Monday, November 2, 2009 


By JIM MILLER 
Sacramento Bureau 


SACRAMENTO - State lawmakers began voting Monday on legislation meant to ease California's perennial water 
woes, with the fate of key parts of the package still uncertain. 


The Senate had approved two bills by late evening, including a $9.99 billion bond measure for the November 
2010 ballot that would pay for new dams, repairs to the Sacramento/San Joaquin Delta and billions in other 
projects. 


The votes followed a daylong flurry of negotiations and amendments meant to secure enough support among 
legislators. Voting is expected to continue today. 


"We're as close as the Legislature has ever been to a comprehensive statewide solution," said Assemblyman 
Kevin Jeffries, R-Lake Elsinore, one of the Assembly GOP's water negotiators. "But we really don't know where 
things are going." 


The water package has two main pieces. One group of bills deals with issues such as conservation and 
improving the tattered delta, through which much of Inland Southern California's water supply flows. 


The other part is a November 2010 bond measure to pay for delta improvements, new dams and other 
projects. The bond approved by the Senate -- including all Inland lawmakers -- could change as it goes through 
the Assembly, where its prospects are much less certain. 


The day divided legislative caucuses along ideological and geographic lines. The legislation also split Inland 
water districts and other agencies. 


Eastern Municipal Water District in Riverside County and the Inland Empire Utility Agency in San Bernardino 
County are on record supporting the bills, as is the Western Riverside Council of Governments. 


But Riverside County's Western Municipal Water District and the San Bernardino Valley Municipal Water District 
have not signed on. 


John Rossi, Western Municipal's general manager, said he and other district officials continue to worry about 
parts of the legislation, such as a provision requiring a 20 percent reduction in water use by 2020. 


Some public-employee unions complain that debt service on the bonds would divert money from other state 
services. 


But state Sen. Gloria Negrete McLeod, D-Chino, said either the delta gets fixed or federal judges will further 
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reduce water shipments to protect endangered fish. 


Assemblyman Brian Nestande, R-Palm Desert, said he is leery of more borrowing on top of billions in bonds 
approved in recent years. He said he is fine with the proposed conservation rules and other law changes -- 
particularly if they ease the way for the construction of a canal to carry water around the delta, a priority for 
Southern California water agencies. 


Inland state Sen. John J. Benoit lobbied fellow Republicans to support the bond. 


"This is the closest I've come to building a dam in my lifetime and we need it badly, and a canal, also," he said. 
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Wetlands tours to be offered by EMWD 


Eastern Municipal Water District will begin offering morning tours so people can view 
up to 120 species of birds in the wetlands of San Jacinto. 


The water district will collaborate with the Audubon Society to offer free tours on the 
first Saturday of each month beginning Nov. 7 and continuing through May. Reservations 
are not required. 


The tours begin at 8 a.m. at the San Jacinto Valley Regional Water Reclamation Facility, 
770 N. Sanderson Ave., San Jacinto. 


Information: 951-928-3777, extension 4226. 


--Michael Perrault 


mperrault@PE.com 
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Environmental Groups Around State Oppose Scary Legislative Water Package 
by Dan Bacher  
Saturday Oct 31st, 2009 3:23 PM  


Like a crowd of brain-eating zombies just in time for Halloween, dangerous Delta and water bond bills 
have proliferated over the past week in the California Legislature, creating a mind-numbing stench 
throughout the State Capitol.  
 
Photo: Don't let scary zombie bills like these make the West Coast's largest estuary into "Delta of the 
Dead." 


 
640_zombies_-_george_rome... 
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Stop Zombie Bills from Creating the 'Delta of the Dead' 
 
by Dan Bacher  
 
Like a crowd of brain-eating zombies just in time for Halloween, dangerous Delta and water bond bills have 
proliferated over the past week in the California Legislature, creating a mind-numbing stench throughout the State 
Capitol.  
 
As of Friday, October 30, there were no less than 20 water bills introduced and "few of them are any good for 
California rivers," said Steve Evans, Conservation Director of Friends of the River. Many of the new bills are over 100 
pages long and the Legislature is expected to vote on them by Monday, Nov. 2!  
 
'Leading the pack of scary Halloween-weekend bills is Senator Darrell Steinberg’s SB4, a bill that purports to solve 
California’s supposed water crisis," said Evans. "Friends of the River is concerned that the bill will result in the fast-
track approval of a large Peripheral Canal capable of diverting fresh water from the Sacramento River around the Delta 
for export to corporate agribusiness in the southern Central Valley and urban developers in southern California. The bill 
would also encourage the construction of new or enlarged dams that would harm the Sacramento, San Joaquin, 
Mokelumne, and Bear Rivers."  
 
Unfortunately, representatives of the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) and other corporate environmental 
groups who have participated in back door negotiations with Legislative leaders, Westlands Water District and 
Metropolitan Water District claim that the "environmental community" is behind the proposed water legislation 
currently being considered at the State Capitol.  
 
However, nothing could be further from the truth, since grassroots environmental organizations, fishing groups and 
environmental justice organizations throughout the state oppose the deals that the NRDC, Environmental Defense and 
the Nature Conservancy are making behind closed doors without input from Delta legislators and communities. This 
water legislation package, rather than "restore" the Delta ecosystem as its proponents contend, clears the path for the 
construction of a peripheral canal that would result in pushing imperiled Central Valley salmon and Delta fish 
populations over the abyss of extinction.  
 
Environmental groups from around California weighed in Friday with their opposition to the dangerous proposed water 
legislation. The Sierra Club California, Planning and Conservation League, Friends of the River and the Butte 
Environmental Council have all joined Restore the Delta, California Sportfishing Protection Alliance, the California 
Water Impact Network (C-WIN), California Striped Bass Association, Clean Water Action, the Environmental Justice 
Coalition for Water, Northern California River Watch, the Public Trust Alliance and the Environmental Protection 
Information Center in opposing the legislative water package, including the estimated $9 billion general obligation 
bond.  
 
"Over the past several months, these groups have attended every public hearing to voice their concerns on the proposed 
water legislation," according to a joint press release. "Unfortunately, over the past month there have been no public 
meetings and the major decisions on this package were made entirely behind closed doors."  
 
These groups have repeatedly criticized the proposed budget-busting legislation, being pushed by corporate 
agribusiness and other water exporters, for being financially and economically unsustainable.  
 
Jonas Minton, Water Policy Advisor of the Planning and Conservation League, said, "Unfortunately, the proposal being 
pushed by those who take water from the Delta would be neither environmentally nor economically sustainable." (San 
Diego Union Tribune, 10/29/09)  
 
Jim Metropulos, Senior Advocate for Sierra Club California, stated, “They’re proposing 19th century solutions for a 
20th century problem.” He wants lawmakers to put more emphasis on conservation instead. “Sadly the legislature 
cannot pass a law to get more rain to fall in California. And, we certainly don’t know what effects climate change will 
have on rain patterns...on snow pack storage and melt...but we have to keep that in mind." (Capitol Public Radio 
10/26/09)  
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Steve Evans said, “A $9 billion bond will cost the taxpayers $576 million a year for 30 years. It’s just not feasible 
because the state’s debt service on bonds already authorized by the voters will grow to about 10% of the state’s budget 
and will contribute to more state funding cuts for public safety, health, education, and environmental protection have 
been slashed to the bone." (http://www.IndyBay.org, October 15)  
 
These groups recently proposed a set of groundbreaking policy recommendations that would both protect the Bay-Delta 
ecosystem and move the water debate forward. The recommendations included values driven management, 
comprehensive reform of existing agencies and sustainable financing that would not drive California deeper into debt. 
 
"These reforms would be cheaper to implement, produce more sustainable outcomes, and would ultimately provide 
more reliable and resilient water resources to support a healthy California public, environment and economy than the 
current water package," according to the groups.  
 
There are three actions that you can take in the next couple of days to help stop the environmentally destructive and 
obscenely costly water package.  
 
First, you can send a letter to your Legislators NOW by going to: http://www.friendsoftheriver.org/site/R?
i=7tvL5wmeLRIaRmUAyFDqTg  
 
Second, you can picket in front of the Capitol at the corner of N & 12th Streets in Sacramento on Monday, November 2 
from 7 a.m. to 9 a.m. For more information, call Barbara Daly of Save the Delta at 916-761-4726.  
 
Third, you can attend the Senate and Assembly hearings on Monday, November 2. The hearings are tentatively 
scheduled for 9 a.m. for the Assembly and 1 p.m. for the Senate, but these hearings have not been confirmed. Go to 
http://www.restorethedelta.org for more information or call 916-761-4726.  
© 2000–2009 San Francisco Bay Area Independent Media Center. Unless otherwise stated by the author, all content is free for non-commercial 
reuse, reprint, and rebroadcast, on the net and elsewhere. Opinions are those of the contributors and are not necessarily endorsed by the SF Bay 
Area IMC. Disclaimer | Privacy | Contact  
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REGION: New-water-service moratorium on tap  
Rancho California plan would pause while state addresses crisis 


By DAVE DOWNEY - ddowney@californian.com | Posted: Saturday, October 31, 2009 6:35 pm 


An agency that delivers water to 120,000 people in Temecula, Murrieta and Wine Country will consider next week taking the extraordinary step of 
temporarily denying service to new customers until Sacramento crafts a legislative solution to California's water crisis. 


A Rancho California Water District board member says it's time to stop delivering water to new homes and businesses because the agency is maxed 
out trying to meet the demands of its 40,000 existing customers. 


"I don't consider this a moratorium," board member John Hoagland, architect of the sweeping plan, said in a telephone interview last week. "I 
consider this a pause to encourage the Legislature to solve this problem so that we can see where we are going." 


This problem is the uncertainty swirling around the future of California's water supply. 


The state is in the grips of a three-year drought that has been drying up reservoirs. But the problem goes much deeper than that. 


A significant amount of the snow that falls on the Sierra Nevada and flows into the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta no longer is shipped south. A 
federal court order aimed at protecting the tiny delta smelt fish, which tends to get chopped up in the delta's giant pumps, is preventing a huge 
amount of water from reaching Riverside County ---- and will continue to do so even in wet years. 


Officials for Temecula, Murrieta and the county say they are well aware of the uncertainty about long-term supply. But they maintain that shutting 
off the tap is a draconian response, one that could cripple the local economy at a time when it is struggling to bounce back from recession. 


"That does not lend itself well to a positive forecast for economic recovery," said Vern Lauritzen, chief of staff for Riverside County Supervisor Jeff 
Stone of Temecula. 


Temecula Mayor Maryann Edwards said such a move could sour the area's reputation, further eroding the economy. 


"Do we want tourists not coming here because they don't think they can get a drink of water?" she asked. 


What's more, Edwards said, a policy of turning away new service could doom crucial projects that hold the promise of bringing hundreds of jobs to 
a community built largely on long-distance commuting. And she said it could have implications for the planned hospital, Cal State San Marcos 
campus and water park, and the civic center under construction in Old Town. 


On Friday, Edwards, Stone and Murrieta Mayor Gary Thomasian sent off a letter to district board Chairman Ralph Daily outlining their concerns 
about the proposal. 


The reality measure 


Hoagland countered that his plan should have little effect on the economy, given the hundreds of foreclosed homes that need to be snatched up and 
thousands of square feet of office and retail space that need to be filled up before building rebounds. 


"So, maybe, this is a real good time ... to do something like this," Hoagland said. 


And, he said, "This is not an anti-growth measure; it's a reality measure." 


Hoagland, noting farmers' water supplies have been cut back 30 percent and homes are being asked to conserve 10 percent, said Rancho California 
can't deliver all the water its existing customers want, let alone provide for new customers. 


The district distributes 75,000 acre-feet of water annually, about two-thirds of which comes from distant rivers in Northern California and the 
Rocky Mountains. The rest comes from local ground water and Vail Lake. 


New customers are served exclusively with imported river water ---- the source that is uncertain for the future. 


The plan is going to be the subject of a public hearing set for 6 p.m. Nov. 9 at the district headquarters, 42135 Winchester Road, Temecula.
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If adopted, the plan immediately would halt the practice of issuing letters to developers indicating the district has an adequate supply to serve their 
developments, something that is required by state law before they can build. 


The district also would, at once, cease to issue new meters for houses and businesses. 


Hoagland's proposed resolution does not set an end date. But Matt Stone, district general manger, said it sets the stage for possibly discontinuing the 
policy when the district completes a new urban water management plan, which is required every five years. The next one is due in 2010. 


The plan is similar to a strategy Eastern Municipal Water District employed in 2008. 


Eastern, which serves 675,000 people in the Interstate 215 corridor, stopped issuing will-serve letters to developers in 2008, and a plan to bring a 
Skechers shoe plant to east Moreno Valley was held up because of that. Peter Odencrans, a district spokesman, said the policy was discontinued six 
months later and eventually Sketchers was given the green light to proceed. 


In Eastern's case, the moratorium did not affect new water meters for businesses and houses built within projects the district already had agreed to 
supply, Odencrans said. 


Reducing the water footprint 


However, the Hoagland plan won't be the only proposal to go to the Rancho California board next week. Stone said his staff is drafting an alternate 
plan that would provide a way for developers to get the delivery assurances they need. 


But Stone said developers would have to take measures to reduce use, such as installing high-efficiency sprinklers and low-water-use landscaping. 
And he said developers may be asked to pay fees to fund conservation or recycled-water programs that effectively eliminate the need for the district 
to find new potable water for their projects. 


Conservation is something existing customers have become quite familiar with, as it is a theme that has dominated the last several months with all 
the talk about drought. 


In the midst of that, Hoagland said, it is unfair to give conserved water to new development. 


"It's the conservation aspect of this that makes me really uncomfortable," Hoagland said. "The point is to reduce the footprint of water use. 
However, if we take on new service responsibilities, we really haven't reduced the water footprint." 


In the letter Edwards, Thomasian and Jeff Stone wrote, they said they were uncomfortable with "the manner in which this proposal found its way" 
onto the district's Oct. 7 agenda. 


Edwards said in an interview Friday that she did not know about the plan until a couple hours before that board meeting. She quickly phoned City 
Hall and asked some officials to attend, and they raised concerns about the initiative. 


"They may have gone ahead and voted to pass it that morning, as far as we know," if city officials had not attended, she said. 


Matt Stone, the water district's general manager, declined to respond to the criticism. 


But Stone said the agency realizes there is much interest in the plan, and that's why it scheduled a special meeting for Nov. 9 ---- at night ---- to give 
as many people as possible a chance to weigh in. 


Edwards also said she was unhappy because the district abruptly canceled a private meeting scheduled last Monday between the district and 
officials from the county and two cities. 


"They refused to meet with us," Edwards said. "Never in my 15 years of volunteer and public service have I had a municipality or government 
agency refuse to meet." 


Stone said the district didn't feel it would be appropriate for elected officials to be in attendance. He said the district would schedule another 
meeting between staff members exclusively. 


"We're fine with having a staff-to-staff meeting," Stone said. But he said the presence of elected officials "might in some way compromise the 
process." 


Call staff writer Dave Downey at 951-676-4315, ext. 2623.
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WATER: Poseidon seeks additional $50 million for desal bonds  
Bond limit raised to $550 million 


By BRADLEY J. FIKES - bfikes@nctimes.com | Posted: Monday, November 2, 2009 1:35 pm 


CARLSBAD ---- Poseidon Resources said it is asking a state agency for an additional $50 million in bonds to finance construction of its proposed 
seawater desalination plant, raising the amount sought from $480 million to $530 million. 


The actual limit has been raised to $550 million, according to the California Debt Limit Allocation Committee. The committee decides which 
projects get the tax-free Private Activity Bonds, up to the limit the Internal Revenue Service allows for the state. 


However, Scott Maloni, a Poseidon vice-president, said the Stamford, Conn.-based company only will ask for $530 million of the possible $550 
million. The increase from $480 million reflects updated estimates of bond insurance, required reserves, construction costs and interest, he said. 


The request is scheduled to be heard this month. 


Poseidon's request hasn't been officially received, but is expected soon, said Joe DeAnda, a spokesman for State Treasurer Bill Lockyer, chairman 
of the committee. 


After six years of public hearings and lawsuits from opponents, construction is scheduled to begin on the desalination plant this month. The plant is 
to be built next to the Encina Power Station in coastal Carlsbad. It would have a capacity to make 50 million gallons of potable water a day, about 9 
percent of the water consumed in San Diego County. 


Supporters say the plant supplies a needed new supply for water-starved San Diego County. Opponents say water can be supplied more cheaply by 
recycling, and that the desalination plant's location means it will cause great harm to the coastal environment. 


State revenue bonds are tax-exempt, which typically allows them to sell for a lower interest rate than for taxable bonds. This lowers the cost for 
those repaying the bonds; in this case, the local water agencies the desalination plant will serve. 


Poseidon has an unusual opportunity for CDLAC financing, because of lower demand from the housing sector, which typically gets more than 80 
percent of the money, Maloni said. Lowering the financing costs will reduce the price charged to customers, he said. 


Opponents of the desalination project said the bonds are a bad investment, because the desalination project has a high risk of failure, and because 
relatively few jobs will be created. 


"Bonds like that are meant to encourage community development and jobs," said Renee Maas, a spokeswoman for Los Angeles-based Food & 
Water Watch. But the Poseidon project only will create 18 permanent full-time jobs, she said. 


Poseidon says that in addition to those 18 employees, several hundred jobs will be created indirectly. And Maloni said the Private Activity Bonds 
help ratepayers by lower the cost of financing. For example, the less the project costs, the faster a subsidy promised by Metropolitan Water District, 
Southern California's main water wholesaler, can be ended. 


The cities of Carlsbad and Oceanside and seven local water agencies have contracted to buy water from the plant. The agencies are: Valley Center 
Municipal Water District; Rincon del Diablo Municipal Water District; Sweetwater Authority; Rainbow Municipal Water District; Vallecitos Water 
District; Santa Fe Irrigation District; and the Olivenhain Municipal Water District. 


Call staff writer Bradley J. Fikes at 760-739-6641. Read his blogs at bizblogs.nctimes.com.
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Second Thoughts: Scary Senate bill has water grab aura
by Jon Mendelson 
10.31.09 - 02:00 am 
Forget the Freddy Krueger mask. If you want scary this Halloween, just take a 
look at what’s happening at the state Capitol. 
 
Late last week, a bill was unveiled that would completely overhaul the state’s 
water delivery system — mandating conservation, setting up a new bureaucracy 
and paving the way for a canal to be built around the Sacramento-San Joaquin 
Delta. 
 
But the bogeyman is not that the proposal is making the rounds. It’s that it’s not 
really making the rounds.  
 
At least according to someone who knows how these things work — she is, after 
all, a member of the Legislature — the process that brought about “the most 
significant water policy bill in decades” has so far been a cloak-and-dagger 
enterprise. 
 
“It’s been very secretive,” said state Sen. Lois Wolk, a Democrat who represents 
Tracy in addition to vast swaths of the Delta. “I’ve never seen it this bad.” 
 
When I talked to her this week, Wolk was referring to the closed-door 
negotiations in Sacramento that led to the bill by Senate President Pro Tem 
Darrel Steinberg, a Democrat from Sacramento.  
 
So far, Wolk said, the give-and-take leading to one of the most important pieces 
of legislation in California’s modern history has been directed by a small group 
of stakeholders out of the public eye. 
 
Most notable of those vested interests are the Westlands Water District, which 
supplies the thirsty west side of Kern and Fresno counties, and the Metropolitan 
Water District, which serves a collection of counties and cities in Southern 
California. 
 
Both are voracious consumers of Delta agua. Both have considerable stakes in 
ensuring a stable and high-quality water supply for the folks they service — the 
former mostly farmers, the latter largely suburbanites. 
 
Notably excluded from much of the discussion has been the five-county region 
including San Joaquin County that just happens to be home to the Delta.  
 
According to Wolk, those who stand to lose the most in this game — from a 
restructuring of the state’s 150-year-old water rights system or from a peripheral 
canal shipping wet stuff around their homes and farms — have so far been on the 
outside looking in. 
 
This is not reassuring for our region, considering Steinberg’s proposal could open 
the door for the dreaded peripheral canal by setting up a “Delta Stewardship 
Council,” a non-elected committee that would have vast discretion to govern 
California’s water. 
 
Some environmentalists say that the bill doesn’t give carte-blanche for a canal, 
that it would still have to jump considerable hurdles. The director of the state’s 
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Department of Water Resources, meanwhile, claims that the state already has 
authority to approve a canal’s construction.  
 
But giving canal authority to an appointed council could give such a project more 
political legitimacy, not to mention a better chance of standing up to the 
inevitable legal challenges. 
 
So excuse me for being cynical when supporters of this plan say it’s not a water 
grab. Because that’s sure what it looks like. 
 
Sensing this, Wolk and Assemblywoman Alyson Huber floated a bill Friday that 
would keep the yea or nay on a canal under the Legislature’s purview.  
 
It’s a clear shot across the bow of anyone who might be trying to fast-track a 
peripheral canal. 
 
Wolk’s gambit might pass, or it might not. At the very least, it’s a signal that 
more local input is needed. 
 
For one thing, doing so could ease the concerns of Delta denizens. It could also 
result in a better final product. 
 
Perhaps a final product that keeps the Steinberg bill’s laudable conservation goals 
— cutting urban use 20 percent by 2020, for instance — but ditches the problem-
fraught canal, a proposal that could hurt Delta farmers and ocean fishermen while 
burdening consumers with an upper-end cost estimate of $54 billion. 
 
If nothing else, widening the table could convince those running this show that a 
canal-based plan won’t change the real cause of California’s water house of 
horrors: 
 
Namely, that the Delta is not an unlimited resource. 
 
The pumps outside Tracy can throttle up even during dry years, more dams can 
be built, more water can be siphoned to farm permanent crops in a grassland 
desert. Screw the smelt and drain the rivers. None of that will turn a shallow 
estuary into the deepest of drinking bowls. 
 
The Delta already supplies two-thirds of the state’s population with water and 
irrigates millions of acres of farmland. Expecting it to deliver even more can’t be 
considered realistic. 
 
But that type of thinking might well prevail if the conversation at the Capitol isn’t 
opened up. In fact, it might prevail anyway.  
 
Talk about scary. 
 
• Share your thoughts with columnist and associate editor Jon Mendelson at 
jmendelson@tracypress.com. 
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Water: Senate OKs bonds, delta governance 
By Capitol Weekly Staff | 11/03/09 12:00 AM PST 


Two key pieces in an ambitious plan to overhaul California's troubled water-delivery system were approved late Monday in 
the Senate, and the remainder of the package - delayed once on the floor - faced new votes on Tuesday.  
  
The 40-member Senate approved borrowing $9.9 billion to finance water projects, pending the approval of voters. The 
house also approved a hard-fought proposal to dramatically change the way the heart of the state's water system, the 
Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta, is governed and developed. The plan includes a new, seven-member council - four 
members would be gubernatorial appointees - to decide delta water policy.  
  
The actions followed months of negotiations between an array of interests that have roiled California's water politics for 
years - farmers, environmentalists, organized labor, builders, public water agencies, fiscal conservatives, delta activists 
and more.  
The bills do not contain authorization for a Peripheral Canal or for new reservoirs - two issues that have drawn intense fire 
from environmentalists, who believe the state should be focusing more on conservation and groundwater storage.  
  
But major supporters of the bills, including the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California and the Westlands Water 
District in the Central Valley, both believe the legislation will help pave the way for the canal.  
  
One version of the proposed canal would take water from the Sacramento River near Hood and send it along the edge of 
the delta toward the California Aqueduct. The goal of the canal is to get water into the aqueduct and move it southward 
without pumping it directly from the delta. Traditionally, the huge pumps have drawn water from the delta, disturbing 
wildlife and degrading the fragile delta habitat.  
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California legislators are "hard at work" developing Delta and water policy and bond legislation that will 
provide a clear pathway to build a peripheral canal and Temperance Flat and Sites reservoirs. 


The Legislature Hard at Work: 14 Water Bills and Counting  
 
by Dan Bacher  
 
California legislators are "hard at work" developing Delta and water policy and bond legislation that will provide a 
clear pathway to build a peripheral canal and Temperance Flat and Sites reservoirs.  
 
"Coming into Monday, there was a single piece of introduced legislation in the special water session," said Steve 
Evans, conservation director of Friends of the River. "As of dawn Thursday, there were at least 14 bills. With the 
Assembly scheduled for check-in tomorrow, there is the possibility of even more bills."  
 
On Thursday, Assemblywoman Alyson Huber, to counteract the bills providing a road map to a peripheral canal and 
more dams, introduced legislation that would block the construction of a Peripheral Canal unless it was expressly 
authorized by the Legislature.  
 
"The special-session bill by Assemblywoman Alyson Huber, D-El Dorado Hills, also requires the Legislature's 
nonpartisan fiscal adviser, the Legislative Analyst, to put together an economic feasibility study of the potential 
project," according to the Capitol Weekly on October 30.  
 
Here is a brief run-down of the bills, according to Evans.  
 
· SBX7-1 (Steinberg) - Introduced last Friday and the subject of an informational hearing this past Monday, this was the 
160-plus page proposal that contained all of the policy elements of the package (Delta governance, water use 
efficiency, water rights reporting, etc.). It is no longer the Senator’s primary policy bill (see SB X7-4).  
 
· SB X7-2 (Cogdill) – This is Senator Cogdill’s $9.4 billion bond proposal, introduced on Tuesday. It is currently the 
“live” bond in the Senate that is the center of negotiations. It was the subject of an informational hearing on 
Wednesday.  
 
· SB X7-3 (Steinberg) – This is Senator Steinberg’s $9.3 billion bond proposal, introduced Tuesday. He is not pursuing 
this bond as of Thursday, deferring to the Cogdill bond as the platform for negotiations.  
 
· SB X7-4 (Steinberg) – This is Senator Steinberg’s active comprehensive policy bill, introduced Wednesday. It 
contains all the elements of the Delta package, essentially replacing SB X7-1.  
 
· SB X7-5, 6, 7, 8 and 9 (Steinberg) – These five bills introduced Wednesday are “spot” bills. They appear to be vessels 
for individual elements of the policy package if a decision is made to pursue votes on individual pieces of the package 
rather than as a whole.  
 
· AB X7-1 (Fuller, Jeffries, Nielsen) – This is a Delta policy package proposal from Assembly Republicans introduced 
on Monday.  
 
· AB X7-2 (Blakeslee) – This is a broader proposal introduced Tuesday to reform the California Environmental Quality 
Act.  
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· AB X7- 3, 4 and 5 (Fuller and Berryhill). These are “spot” bills introduced by Assembly Republicans on Wednesday. 
 
"If the Assembly Democratic leadership is to replicate Steinberg’s creation of individual bills for pieces of the broader 
Delta package, there could soon be five to six more bills on the Assembly side," said Evans. "In addition, a bond 
proposal on the Assembly side has yet to be introduced. Stay tuned for more."  
 
With the exception of Assemblymember Huber's bill blocking the construction of a peripheral canal, the other bills in 
the package emerging from the special session appear to be designed to clear the pathway to a peripheral canal and 
more dams.  
 
For example, Steinberg's SB X7-4 (replacing SBX7-1) does not expressly authorize a Peripheral Canal or new surface 
storage. However, it does have specific provisions that facilitate construction of new conveyance and storage, including
85304: "The Delta Plan shall promote options for new and improved infrastructure relating to the water conveyance in 
the Delta, storage systems, and for the operation of both to achieve the coequal goals."  
 
The peripheral canal/tunnel proposal would end up costing from $23 billion to $53.8 billion, according to an analysis 
done by economist Steven Kasower. How can Steinberg and other legislators support the construction of this 
enormously expensive and environmentally destructive government boondoggle at a time when budgets for teachers, 
game wardens, health care for children and state parks are being slashed?  
 
It is any surprise that a a Field Poll released on October 13 found that only 13 percent of the state's registered voters 
approve of the Legislature's performance? This is the lowest rating since the survey group started measuring opinions 
of the Legislature in 1983.  
 
Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger's approval rating of 27 percent is also the lowest the Field Poll has recorded for the 
man who has presided over the unprecedented collapse of Central Valley salmon, Delta smelt, longfin smelt, green 
sturgeon, striped bass and other fish populations.  
 
If find it amazing that there is anybody who approves of the Legislature's and Governor's performance! Who are these 
people? What type of alternate reality do they live in?  
 
There are some notable Delta region legislators, including Assemblymember Alyson Huber (D-El Dorado Hills), 
Senator Lois Wolk (D-Davis), Assemblymember Mariko Yamada (D-Davis), Assemblymember Joan Buchanan (D-
Alamo) and Senator Mark DeSaulnier (D-Concord), who have vigorously protested plans by the Governor and 
Legislature to build a peripheral canal. Unfortunately, Steinberg and Assembly Speaker Karen Bass have excluded 
Delta legislators and communities from the negotiations leading to the development of the Delta/water package.  
 
Senate President Pro Tem Darrell Steinberg, who is collaborating with the Metropolitan Water District, Westlands 
Water District and other corporate agribusiness interests to build a peripheral canal, is clearly acting against the wishes 
of his constituents in Sacramento on the Delta's north end. Fortunately, a broad coalition of his constituents and Delta 
residents have united in a grassroots uprising to stop plans by Steinberg and the Governor to build a canal to increase 
water exports from the Delta to unsustainable agribusiness and southern California.  
 
Canal proponents claim that building the "improved conveyance" facilities would result in meeting the "coequal goals" 
of ecosystem restoration and water supply. However, I have repeatedly asked canal advocates in legislative hearings 
and other meetings to give me one example, in U.S. or world history, where the construction of a big diversion canal 
has resulted in less water being taken out of a river system. I have also asked them to give me one example, in U.S. or 
world history, where the construction of a big diversion canal has resulted in a restored or improved ecosystem. None 
of the canal backers have been able to answer either one of these two questions.  
 
For more information and action alerts, go to http://www.restorethedelta.org.  
© 2000–2009 San Francisco Bay Area Independent Media Center. Unless otherwise stated by the author, all content is free for non-commercial 
reuse, reprint, and rebroadcast, on the net and elsewhere. Opinions are those of the contributors and are not necessarily endorsed by the SF Bay 
Area IMC. Disclaimer | Privacy | Contact  
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Western Customers Can Replace Turf and Get a Rebate 
 


RIVERSIDE, CA – November 2, 2009- Western introduces a pilot Turf Replacement Program for its direct 
residential customers that pays up to 40 cents per-square-foot for participants who replace their lawn with 
approved climate-appropriate plant materials.  
 
Western’s first Turf Replacement Program is 
available through June 2010 or until $48,000 in 
funding is exhausted.  Western will review the 
program results and determine if it will continue for 
the next fiscal year with possible expansion to all 
water users within its 527 square-mile general 
service region.  
 
“We’re excited to have the Turf Replacement 
Program join our list of Western’s water use 
efficiency rebates,” said Western General Manager 
John V. Rossi. “Western prides itself in looking at all the options to help our residents save  
water and manage costs.” 
 
Reducing or eliminating turf grass can save approximately 1,800 gallons of water per month, which translates 
into long-term savings. 
 
The Turf Replacement Program rebate is not retroactive and projects must receive pre-approval from Western 
before commencing. Program participants have 90 days to complete the project. Turf replacement project 
areas must fall between 1,000 and 6,000 square feet, with the exception of parkways. The maximum rebate 
amount allowable is $2,400 per participant (6,000 square-feet). 
 
 Western’s residential customers can learn about rules regarding the Turf Replacement Program and apply via 
the District’s website at wmwd.com.  
  
“The Turf Replacement Program is a pilot program, offered for a limited time, so we encourage those who are 
interested to apply quickly,” said Board President Tom Evans, who along with his fellow board members 
voted to augment the overall District rebate program by a half million dollars last month. “It’s about using 
water wisely. These incentive programs move us all toward greater water efficiency. 
 


Western Municipal Water District provides water supply, wastewater disposal and water resource management to the public 
in a safe, reliable, environmentally sensitive and financially responsible manner. 
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