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Foothill Municipal Water District's Point of Delivery
Executive Summary

In a March 2024 letter addressed to Chair Ortega, Foothill Municipal Water District (Foothill) stated that it is
inequitable to be required to own and pay for the capital and pumping costs of facilities outside its service area,
which are necessary to convey imported water from Metropolitan to its boundary. In its March 2024 letter,
Foothill requested that Metropolitan assume ownership of a 1.3-mile section of pipeline and a pump station and
cover future operations and maintenance costs. In a later letter addressed to Metropolitan’s General Manager,
Foothill modified its request, this time seeking reimbursement for the cost of operating and maintaining the
facilities up to their boundary. Further, Foothill requested that this issue be brought to the Board for discussion
and action before the end of the year.

In response to Foothill's request, Metropolitan staff delivered a detailed informational letter to the November 2025
Engineering Operations and Technology (EOT) committee. Attachment 1 is a copy of the November letter. At
their November meeting, the EOT Committee referred the matter to the Finance, Affordability, Asset
Management, and Efficiency Committee for their review and input.

Since the November Board meeting, Foothill has clarified that, in addition to reimbursement for the annual
operation and maintenance costs for the pump station and pipeline, Metropolitan should also be responsible for
costs associated with major rehabilitation and replacement activities for the facilities as necessary.

Fiscal Impact

It is estimated that the annual cost of pumping water from the current point of delivery to one along the boundary
of Foothill would be approximately $500,000. This number does not include additional operational and
maintenance costs of the facility or long-term rehabilitation costs. Additionally, any changes to the current point
of delivery policy may establish a precedent that impacts other member agencies whose annexation was
negotiated based on then-existing terms and policies, and who have committed financial resources to receive
water at the boundaries of their service area.

Applicable Policy

Metropolitan Board Statement of Policy, adopted January 9, 1931 (establishing policy on delivery of water to
member agencies)

Metropolitan Administrative Code § 3200. Water Availability (first adopted October 26, 1938)

Metropolitan Board Letter, Minute Item 7962 (May 24, 1940) (explaining Metropolitan's general policy of
delivering "to a point "at or near [a member agency's| boundary")

Metropolitan Board Resolution 4164 (signed November 18, 1952) (setting the terms and conditions of Foothill's
annexation)
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Metropolitan Board Resolution 4249 (signed July 14, 1953) (Metropolitan statement of non-obligation for
additional facilities for delivery to future annexation areas)

Metropolitan Board Resolution 4324 (signed November 10, 1953; repealed June 29, 1954) (repealing resolution
and providing portion of payment to Foothill for costs of construction of the service connection)

Metropolitan Administrative Code § 3104(d). [Annexation] Mandatory Terms and Conditions

Metropolitan Board Resolution 9318 (signed August 15, 2022) (Affirming a Call to Action and a Commitment to
Regional Reliability for All Member Agencies)

Related Board Action(s)/Future Action(s)

Metropolitan Board Letter (July 6, 1949) (On consideration to the problems of policy with respect to annexation
of additional areas to the Metropolitan Water District)

Metropolitan Board Letter (March 10, 1950) (On the subject of annexation to the Metropolitan Water District of
the Altadena-La Canada-La Crescenta area)

Metropolitan Board Letter (April 9, 1959) and Minute Items 19548 and 19511 (April 14, 1959) (denying
Foothill's request to assume ownership and operation of the Foothill facilities outside its boundary, and explaining
the Board's rationale)

Metropolitan Board Letter (November 17, 2025) (Informational Item to the Engineering Operations and
Technology Committee on Foothill's Point of Delivery)

Details and Background

The November board letter to the EOT Committee provides a detailed history of Foothill’s annexation to the
Metropolitan area. In summary, the Foothill annexation was approved in 1952, subject to the condition that
Foothill construct, operate, and maintain facilities to deliver water from the Metropolitan system to its service
area. Foothill contends that it is not receiving equitable service and that Metropolitan should absorb the cost of
conveying water to its boundary.

Following the November board meeting, Foothill clarified their current position regarding the ownership and
operation of the pipeline and pump station that conveys water from the Upper Feeder to their service area.
Foothill desires to retain ownership and operational responsibility for the pump station and pipeline and is
requesting that Metropolitan reimburse them for the annual maintenance and operational expenses. Foothill also
requests that Metropolitan pay for the long-term major rehabilitation of the pump station and prestressed concrete
cylinder pipeline as necessary.

Metropolitan evaluated each member agency’s annexation with the overall benefit of the entire cooperative and
the broader region in mind. These decisions prioritized regional interests over the specific interests of the
annexing agency. Several agencies were required to pay significant costs or accept less favorable conditions to
join, reflecting Metropolitan’s commitment to fairness and regional equity over individual benefits. The history of
Foothill is not unique among the member agencies, where each annexation was negotiated separately.

In response to questions received during the November 2025 committee item on this subject, staff researched the
current locations of service connections relative to member agency boundaries. Because agency boundaries are
not static and can change over time, the locations of service connections relative to those boundaries may also
change. Based on staff’s research, only four of Metropolitan’s 26 member agencies currently have all their service
connections entirely within their boundaries, as indicated in Attachment 2. In addition, seventeen member
agencies have a mix of service connection locations, with service connections located both inside and outside
their boundaries. This leaves five member agencies that do not currently have any service connections within their
own boundaries, as shown in Attachment 2. Of these five, Foothill is the only member agency that must pump
water from its service connection to reach its service area boundary. The other four service connections in this
grouping have adequate pressure at the service connection location to allow water to be delivered to the member
agency’s service area by gravity flow.
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The location and configuration of service connections vary for practical reasons. Some of the historical reasoning
that has led to specific agency service connection locations and configurations includes the following:

L.

6.

Often service connections are initially sited for operational efficiency, as water infrastructure is frequently
designed according to engineering feasibility rather than boundaries. Many times, it is more efficient to
place a turnout, valve, or service connection at a specific location along a pipeline, even if that point lies
outside the agency’s official boundary.

The location of Metropolitan’s pipeline alignments depends on terrain, elevation, pressure zones, and
construction constraints. The most hydraulically advantageous location for a turnout may not align with
the mapped jurisdictional boundary.

Agencies sometimes have interconnections for operational flexibility, redundancy, or emergency supply.
These interconnections can appear as service points outside a member agency's own boundary.

Some service connections are purposely located outside agencies’ service areas to facilitate groundwater
recharge, for example, CENB-28/48.

Metropolitan’s current service connection policy does not guarantee specific flow and pressure
specifications for water deliveries to the member agencies. However, under most operating conditions,
typical service connections have sufficient pressure at the service connection turnout to move water into
the agency’s service area. Foothill is the only member agency, with one service connection, that must rely
on its own pumping system to move water from the service connection into its service area.

Metropolitan’s policy of not building infrastructure that does not benefit Metropolitan as a whole.

Recognizing that Foothill is the only member agency that has its only service connection outside of its service
area AND has to pump water from that service connection to its service area, Foothill suggested three options for
the Board to consider relative to its deliberations on this subject:

Option 1: No action, continue with the present, long-standing arrangement with Foothill from an operation and
maintenance standpoint for the pipeline and pump station,

Option 2: Metropolitan assumes ownership and operational responsibility for the pump station and pipelines and
takes on any additional ownership responsibilities for the facilities, or

Option 3: Foothill maintains ownership and day-to-day operational responsibilities for the assets, and
Metropolitan reimburses Foothill for annual pumping power costs, as well as long-term major maintenance
(rehabilitation and replacement work) on the pump station and pipelines.
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Next Steps

Foothill requested that the Board deliberate on the three options above and provide Foothill with a
recommendation at a future board meeting. Staff will receive and evaluate feedback from the Board committees
on this item. Additionally, staff will also assess any applicable legal issues related to changing the arrangement
with Foothill regarding the costs of water delivery from the Upper Feeder to the Foothill boundary. Metropolitan
would evaluate if doing so is reasonably necessary to provide wholesale water service to its 26 member agencies

and how those costs should be allocated.
‘f% %4—;1%7/( 12/1/2025
Mai Hdttar { Date

Chief Engineer
Engineering Services
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Attachment 1 — November 2025 Board Letter — Foothill's Point of Delivery
Attachment 2 — Maps (Relationships of Service Connections to Member Agency Boundaries)
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Foothill Municipal Water District’s Point of Delivery
Executive Summary

In 1952, the Foothill Municipal Water District (Foothill) was approved for annexation into Metropolitan. The history
related to this action is complex with many considerations that led to a formal set of terms and conditions linked to
approval of the annexation. As a result of these terms and conditions, Foothill’s service connection to Metropolitan’s
distribution system lies outside their agency boundaries. This stands in contrast to most service connections for other
member agencies that lie within their respective agency boundaries.

Foothill conveys water from Metropolitan to its service area via a 1.3-mile pipeline and pump station connected to the
Upper Feeder. Foothill owns, operates, and maintains the pipeline and pump station, both of which are located outside
of'its service boundary. Foothill also pays an annual fee to Pasadena under its License Agreement for the operation
and maintenance of the pipelines and pump station related to the Upper Feeder connection. The current arrangements
are the result of the terms required for Foothill’s annexation.

In a letter dated March 21, 2024, to Chair Ortega and a letter dated September 30,2025, to General Manager
Upadhyay, representatives of Foothill argue it is inequitable that Foothill is required to own and pay for the
capital and pumping costs for facilities outside of its service area to provide imported water into Foothill’s service
area. Foothill argues Metropolitan should absorb these costs as part of the cost of delivering Metropolitan water.
Further, Foothill requested that this issue be brought to the Board for consideration. Given this request,
Attachment 1 includes pertinent documents related to the annexation of Foothill for background information.

Foothill has made a similar request in the past. In 1959, Foothill asked for reimbursement for the cost of
constructing 6,759 feet of the pipeline they built to connect to Metropolitan’s distribution system. They also
asked Metropolitan to take over ongoing operations. Metropolitan considered and documented its response in an
April 1959 Metropolitan board letter, which detailed the reasons the Board refused to assume operation or control
of the facilities upstream of its service connection, known as FM-01. The letter explained why Foothill was
required to assume those obligations when it was annexed in 1952 (included in Attachment 1).

However, Metropolitan is responding to conditions today that may warrant a more contemporary review of this
issue. Attachment 2 is Resolution 9318 (Affirming a Call to Action and a Commitment to Regional Reliability
for All Member Agencies). In support of this resolution, Metropolitan is now investing in significant pumping
facilities within its distribution system to improve member agency access to supplies during times of drought and
emergency conditions. This means that Metropolitan is actively investing in pumping systems at its cost to bring
water to the boundaries of our member agencies. These investments were not contemplated at the time of
Foothill’s annexation. These investments do not require a change in the terms and conditions of Foothill’s
annexation; rather, they should prompt a thoughtful dialogue about whether a change would be helpful in order to
maintain equity among Metropolitan’s member agencies.
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This board letter and its attachments are meant to help support this dialogue by providing the Board with the
historical information about the annexation of Foothill and an overview of current and past policies related to
facility construction as part of annexation into Metropolitan. Staff will seek direction from the Board on next
steps as a follow-up to this information item.

Fiscal Impact

It is estimated that the annual cost of pumping water from the current point of delivery to one along the boundary
of Foothill would be approximately $500,000. This number does not include the operational and maintenance
costs of the facility. Additionally, any changes to the current point of delivery policy may establish a precedent
that impacts other member agencies whose annexation was negotiated based on then-existing terms and policies.

Applicable Policy

Metropolitan Board Statement of Policy, adopted January 9, 1931 (establishing policy on delivery of water to
member agencies)

Metropolitan Administrative Code § 3200. Water Availability (first adopted October 26, 1938)

Metropolitan Board Letter, Minute Item 7962 (May 24, 1940) (explaining Metropolitan’s general policy of
delivering “to a point “at or near [a member agency’s] boundary”)

Metropolitan Board Resolution 4164 (signed November 18, 1952) (setting the terms and conditions of Foothill’s
annexation)

Metropolitan Board Resolution 4249 (signed July 14, 1953) (Metropolitan statement of non-obligation for
additional facilities for delivery to future annexation areas)

Metropolitan Board Resolution 4324 (signed November 10, 1953; repealed June 29, 1954) (repealing resolution
and providing portion of payment to Foothill for costs of construction of the service connection)

Metropolitan Administrative Code § 3104(d). [Annexation] Mandatory Terms and Conditions

Metropolitan Board Resolution 9318 (signed August 15, 2022) (Affirming a Call to Action and a Commitment to
Regional Reliability for All Member Agencies)

Related Board Action(s)/Future Action(s)

Metropolitan Board Letter (July 6, 1949) (On consideration to the problems of policy with respect to annexation
of additional areas to the Metropolitan Water District)

Metropolitan Board Letter (March 10, 1950) (On the subject of annexation to the Metropolitan Water District of
the Altadena-La Canada-La Crescenta area)

Metropolitan Board Letter (April 9, 1959) and Minute Items 19548 and 19511 (April 14, 1959) (denying
Foothill’s request to assume ownership and operation of the Foothill facilities outside its boundary, and
explaining the Board’s rationale)

Details and Background

Background

Foothill receives water from Metropolitan at Service Connection FM-01 located on the Upper Feeder within the
boundaries of the City of Pasadena. Foothill conveys water from FM-01 to its service area via a 1.3-mile-long
pipeline and a pump station. As part of the annexation agreement for Foothill, all construction, operation, and
maintenance costs for facilities to deliver water from the Upper Feeder to the Foothill boundary were to be borne
by Foothill. Currently, Foothill covers the costs associated with the operation and maintenance of the Upper
Feeder connection. Foothill also pays an annual fee to Pasadena under its License Agreement for the operation
and maintenance of the pipelines and pump station related to the Upper Feeder connection.

In a letter dated March 21, 2024, to Chair Ortega and a letter dated September 30, 2025, to General Manager
Upadhyay, representatives of Foothill argue that it is inequitable that Foothill be required to own and pay for the
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capital and operational costs of facilities outside of its service area so that it can provide imported water into its
service area. Foothill contends that Metropolitan should absorb these costs as part of the cost of delivering its
water. Further, Foothill requested that this issue be brought to the Board for consideration.

Foothill previously sent a letter in 1959 requesting that Metropolitan reimburse Foothill for the cost of the 1.3-mile
portion of the pipeline connecting Foothill to the Upper Feeder. In a board letter dated April 9, 1959, then Chief
Engineer and General Manager Robert. B. Diemer recommended denying the request, explaining that he did not
believe Foothill was treated unfairly when it was annexed and required to accept these obligations. At the April 14,
1959, Metropolitan Board meeting, Foothill was granted a request to present the following month in response to
Diemer’s recommendation. On May 5, 1959, Foothill submitted a letter rebutting Diemer’s arguments for denying
Foothill’s initial request. However, on May 8, 1959, Foothill’s board of directors held a special meeting, during which
they adopted a resolution to take no further action regarding their request for Metropolitan to reimburse the cost of the
pipeline. This resolution was presented to Metropolitan’s Board on May 12, 1959, with the Board approving
Foothill’s request that the petition be withdrawn without prejudice and filing away all letters and attachments.

The delivery point for Foothill is located on the Upper Feeder approximately 1.3 miles south of its boundary.
According to Diemer, in his letter to the Board responding to Foothill’s 1959 request, this location was chosen
because it avoided challenging construction and complex right-of-way issues, providing a more practical and
direct alignment to deliver water to Foothill’s various communities. In Resolution 4164 approving the annexation,
Metropolitan specified that Foothill would be responsible for paying for, owning, and operating all facilities
needed to serve its preferred delivery point along the Upper Feeder where Service Connection FM-01 is now
located.

Foothill Annexation into Metropolitan

Inquiries from the foothill areas began in the 1930s, but annexation was delayed for many years due to the high
cost of facilities that would have been required to serve the area. The foothill areas were encouraged to annex to
existing Metropolitan member agencies, including the Cities of Los Angeles, Glendale, and Pasadena, but the
residents in the foothill communities opposed these efforts. By 1951, the Foothill community had approved the
formation of a municipal water district. Regarding Foothill, General Manager and Chief Engineer Julian Hinds
stated in a letter dated March 10, 1950:

An important element in past recommendations, that these areas be annexed to adjacent cities rather than directly
to the Metropolitan Water District, is the cost of facilities required to supply them independently. Representatives
of the areas are now fully aware of this difficulty and know that they cannot expect the required facilities to be
furnished by the District. All present inquiries are based on the understanding that the annexing area must come
to existing lines and do all booster pumping.

Metropolitan’s Board formalized this requirement in Resolution 4164, adopted in 1952, which explicitly stated
that all feeder pipelines, structures, and related facilities for the Foothill area would be built at Foothill’s expense
if it wanted to be directly annexed to Metropolitan. The annexation vote in December 1952 proceeded under these
conditions, and in 1953, the Board approved Resolution 4324 authorizing construction of a connection to the
Upper Feeder at Foothill’s cost. In 1953, Metropolitan adopted a formal “come and get it” policy for facility
construction related to annexations, rather than reviewing each annexation request on a case-by-case basis.

After the adoption of the policy, in June 1954, Foothill returned to Metropolitan’s Board asking for Metropolitan
to revisit the terms of Resolution 4324 and requested that Metropolitan pay for the costs of the service connection
($21,000). In June 1954, Metropolitan’s Board agreed to pay the $21,000 for the service connection and rescinded
Resolution 4324 for this purpose only. Five years later, in 1959, Foothill submitted its letter requesting
reimbursement from Metropolitan for construction of the pipeline, which they subsequently withdrew as
explained above.

Board Authority for Policy Setting

In 1928, the California State Legislature enacted the Metropolitan Water District Act (MWD Act), creating
Metropolitan and granting it broad powers to develop, store, and distribute water. Since its formation,
Metropolitan’s Board of Directors has exercised this authority by delegating certain tasks to staff, codified in the
Administrative Code, and by adopting a range of policy principles to guide Metropolitan’s mission. These policies
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are expressed in formal policy statements, the Administrative Code, board-adopted principles, and board letters,
and are often reflected in meeting discussions and minutes. They are further operationalized through the design of
programs and the provisions of related agreements. While policies provide guidance and clarity for staff and
member agencies, they do not limit the Board’s discretion. The Act gives the Board the authority to establish,
revise, or depart from existing policies as circumstances require, ensuring that policy remains a flexible tool within
the boundaries set by law.

It is Metropolitan’s policy to build infrastructure that benefits the region and not a single agency. Metropolitan’s
distribution system was built to be a regional system, and each pipeline has multiple service connections.
Although Metropolitan constructed a limited number of turnout pipelines, these pipelines were built solely for the
convenience of Metropolitan. Had Metropolitan constructed Foothill’s pipeline to its boundary, it would have
deviated from its standard of practice at that time.

Metropolitan Policy on Annexation

Metropolitan’s policies on annexation charges and facility responsibilities have shifted over time. In the early
1930s, annexing cities such as Compton, Fullerton, Long Beach, and Torrance were treated much like the original
11-member cities. For these cities, Metropolitan constructed boundary connections and required payment of back
taxes in cash with modest interest. Metropolitan implemented this strategy because the original agencies had
shouldered the burden of constructing the Colorado River Aqueduct, the Weymouth Water Treatment Plant, and a
distribution system, incurring a financial burden without income from water sales to support the organization.

In a letter to the Board on May 24, 1940, and approved by the Water Problems Committee, W. P. Whitsett
(Minute Item 7962), in referring to the policy of January 9, 1931, states:

[T]he water would be delivered to each, of the “eleven original member cities and to
those cities whose, application for admission prior to March, 1, 1931, have been
approved.” That wording was put in in order to make it definitely clear that the District
was not adopting the policy of delivering water to every area which annexed to the
District. At the time the policy was adopted Long Beach, Torrance, Compton, and
Fullerton had not yet joined the District but had made application for membership. It was
these particular cities that were in mind when the limitation of “March 1, 1931,” was
included. In fact, the delivery of water to a point at or near their city boundaries was
offered as an inducement to early annexation. They joined the District with the clear
understanding of this policy.

The reason back of all these discussions, way back in 1930 and 1931, was the realization
that there was a limit to the extent to which Los Angeles could be expected to contribute
some 70% of the cost of pipelines and other facilities entirely for the benefit of other
communities and areas.

Then General Manager Whitsett requested the Board to “reaffirm our original policy and eliminate any possibility
of the expectation on the part of anyone that the District intends to build a great maze of distribution lines to every
hamlet on the coastal plain. In my opinion, we should limit our annexations to large integral units with each of
which the District will cooperate in so far as is economically sound in making water available from the nearest
point of the Aqueduct system.”

By the 1940s, as seen with the Coastal Municipal Water District, Metropolitan continued to build major
extensions, such as the 12.6-mile Orange County Feeder. Metropolitan introduced repayment schedules allowing
annexing areas to pay back taxes over 20 years at 4 percent interest. In subsequent annexations within Coastal, the
repayment periods were extended up to 30 years.

However, following World War II, Metropolitan’s approach tightened as its water sales increased and its finances
improved. Annexing agencies were generally required to finance and construct their own delivery facilities,
marking a clear shift of cost and responsibility away from Metropolitan. For example, the Inglewood Lateral, part
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of the West Basin system, was built after the formation of the West Basin Municipal Water District in 1947.
Metropolitan constructed the facilities. However, the cost of the facilities was added to the annexation charges
with interest to be repaid by the annexing territory (West Basin).

In 1949, Franklin Thomas, the Chairman of the Water Problems and Public Relations Committee, submitted a
letter to the Board of Directors regarding annexation and construction of facilities. That letter provided the
following recommendation:

Consideration was also given to the matter of expenditures for the purpose of construction of
works necessary to accomplish delivery of water to the annexing area, but it was concluded that,
because of the fact that each area presents a different geographical and physical problem, no rigid
policy should be expressed, and that each situation should be examined on its merits.

Foothill annexed in 1952 to Metropolitan, and its situation was indeed evaluated on its own merits. As a result,
and as explained in the background section of this letter, Metropolitan and Foothill agreed to annexation on the
condition, among others, that Foothill would pay for the construction, licenses, and operations and maintenance of
delivering water from the Upper Feeder to its boundary line.

In July 1953, the Board formally adopted Resolution 4249, clarifying the obligations of annexing areas related to
facility construction. The resolution reads:

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, that
it be declared to be the intent of the Board that all future annexations to the Metropolitan Water
District be based on the principle that this District shall not be obligated to provide additional
works or facilities, necessitated by such future annexations, for the delivery of water from works
owned and operated by the District.

The policy, referred to as the “come and get it” policy is the current policy for Metropolitan (Metropolitan
Administrative Code § 3104(d)). The Foothill Municipal Water District’s 1952 annexation under Resolution 4164
already demonstrated this policy, as Foothill bore the full cost of its feeder construction, with only limited
exceptions. Although its annexation was approved prior to the formal policy, the Board had already evaluated the
specific circumstances of annexing Foothill and the arrangement was consistent with the developing policy as was
demonstrated in the construction of the Inglewood Lateral.

As Metropolitan’s financial footing improved, annexation charges evolved from Metropolitan assuming both
construction and financial burdens to a model where annexing agencies carried primary responsibility for
infrastructure and repayment. Foothill believes it is not fair to apply the “come and get it” policy in its original
annexation terms and conditions in 1952, prior to the formal adoption of this policy.

Equitable Supply Reliability — 2022 Policy (Board Resolution 9318, August 16, 2022)

Foothill cites a recent board policy as a basis for revisiting its annexation agreement. The Board’s 2022 policy on
equitable supply reliability focuses on intra-district equity. It is intended to ensure that all existing member
agencies (not just those affected by new annexations) have an equivalent level of supply reliability during severe
droughts. The resolution acknowledges disparities, especially for State Water Project—dependent agencies. It
directs Metropolitan to implement a balanced set of projects and programs that improve existing infrastructure,
imported and local supplies, and demand management to provide equitable supply reliability across the service
area. The 2022 resolution assumes annexation is long settled and seeks to ensure all current members, regardless
of when or how they annexed, receive the same level of reliability. Projects approved to date for drought
mitigation have not changed the point of delivery for any agency; instead, they have improved system flexibility
so that all agencies are treated equitably during times of water shortage. None of the projects approved to date by
the Board has altered points of delivery or added new ones.
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However, many of the projects that have been approved in response to Resolution 9318 are pumping plants
within Metropolitan’s distribution system. These plants are largely outside of the boundaries of the member
agencies that would receive supplies during the extreme droughts and emergencies they are designed to protect
against. Metropolitan is investing in these facilities at its own cost in order to bring water to the service
connections of most agencies, which rest within the boundaries of most member agencies. At the same time,
Foothill continues to pay for pumping in order to bring water from Metropolitan into the Foothill service area.
Given the new investments referenced above, it may be worth discussing whether the Board intended
Resolution 9318 to be interpreted so as to have bearing on the question Foothill is asking.

Next Steps

Foothill requested that the Board review and consider their request to absorb the costs of delivering water to their
agency’s boundary. This information item is intended to start the discussion. Staff will receive and evaluate
feedback from the Board on this item. Additionally, in bringing any action to the Board, staff will also assess any
applicable legal issues related to changing the arrangement with Foothill regarding the costs of water delivery

from the Upper Feeder to the Foothill boundary.
W{ 11/12/2025
Mai M. Hattar Date

Chief Engineer
Engineering Services

11/12/2025

even Upadlyf Date
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Attachment 1 — Documents Related to Foothill MWD Annexation, Infrastructure Development,
and Reimbursement Requests

Attachment 2 — Metropolitan Board Resolution 9318 (signed August 15, 2022) (Affirming a Call
to Action and a Commitment to Regional Reliability for All Member Agencies)

Ref# 12710322
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Table 1: Documents Related to Foothill MWD Annexation,
Infrastructure Development, and Reimbursement Requests

*Click the blue text to access the hyperlink to the corresponding document

Date Item/Hyperlink* | Description

January 9, 1931 IS)‘E)a;tiecr;lent of Established policy on delivery of water to member agencies
MWD Board Meeting Minutes 7962 and Whitsett Letter - Metropolitan’s

May 24, 1940 Meeting and general policy of delivering “a point at or near [a member
Whitsett Letter agency’s] boundary”
Water Problems | Letter from the Water Problems and Public Relations

Julv 6. 1949 and Public Committee Chairman on the subject of annexation to the

Yo Relations Metropolitan Water District of the Altadena-La Canada-La

Committee Letter

Crescenta area

March 10, 1950

Hinds Letter

Provides historical context to Foothill Annexation and
initial recommendation to annex to neighboring cities.
Recommends annexation based on proposed larger
annexation area and with FMWD understanding that they
are to bear costs for constructing facilities to service area.

November 18, 1952

MWD Resolution
4164

Metropolitan Board approval of Foothill annexation on
condition of Foothill constructing facilities to convey water
from Metropolitan's pipeline to its service area

July 14, 1953

MWD Resolution
4249

All future annexations to MWD be based on the principle
that this district shall not be obligated to provide additional
works or facilities, necessitated by such future annexations,
for the delivery of water from works owned and operated
by the District

November 10, 1953

MWD Resolution
4324

Approval of construction of service connection at Foothill
MWD Cost

Letter requesting Metropolitan to assume cost for

June 5, 1954 Foothill Letter constructing service connection
MWD Board Meeting minutes 15721 - Approve Metropolitan to assume
June 9, 1954 . f . : : hill
Meeting costs for constructing service connection to Foothi

June 28, 1954

Diemer Letter

Request authorization to construct service connection and
repeal Resolution 4324

June 29, 1954

MWD Board
Meeting

Meeting Minute 15756 - Approve construction of service
connection and repeal Resolution 4324

March 15, 1959

Foothill Letter

Letter requesting Metropolitan to reimburse for cost of
constructing 6,759 feet pipeline

April 9, 1959

Diemer Letter

Recommendation of denial to Foothill request

April 14, 1959

MWD Board
Meeting

Meeting Minutes 19511 - Diemer Letter submitted,
approval for Foothill to present following month
responding to Diemer Letter.

April 30, 1959

Foothill Letter

Correspondence from Foothill to Metropolitan including
May 5, 1959, letter from Foothill in response to Diemer
Letter

May 8, 1959

Foothill Special
Meeting

Foothill adopts Resolution to take no further action on
reimbursement request

Page 1 of 2
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*Click the blue text to access the hyperlink to the corresponding document

Date Item/Hyperlink* | Description
Meeting minutes 19548 - Foothill proposal to withdraw
MWD Board . . o
May 12, 1959 - request for reimbursement approved without prejudice, all
Meeting

letters filed into archives
Letter to MWD Chair for MWD to consider taking
operation/ownership of pipelines and pump station

Letter to MWD Chair including attachment of the License
Agreement between Foothill and City of Pasadena from
May 10, 1954, for building & operation of portion of
pipeline and pumping plant within the City of Pasadena
Letter to MWD General Manager for MWD to seeking
September 30, Foothill Letter reimbursement for the costs of maintaining and operating
2025 — facilities to FMWD boundaries. Ask for action to be
brought to Board by end of year

March 21, 2024 Foothill Letter

Foothill Letter
April 1, 2024 and License

Agreement

Page 2 of 2
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Statement of Policy
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A . SRy .

STATEMENT OF POLICY
of
THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT: OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
ADOPTED "JANUARY 9, 1931. .

To the end that the furnishing of a supply of water:
to the Coastal Plain of Southern California from the
Colorado River, may be accomplished in the most effective
and economical manner, and to the best interests of the

" area.taken as a unit, the following statement of policy is

presented: o i
(1) -  The Coastal Plain is taken to be

That part of Los Angeles County southerly

from the Santa Susana and the San Gabriel or
-Sierra Madre, Mountains; that part of San
" Bernardino County south of the San Gabriel or
Sierra Madre Mountains, and south and west of
the San Bernardino Mountains extending easter-
ly to the summit of San Gorgonio Pass; .that

part of Riverside County west of the San Jacinto
Mountainsy that part of Orange County west and
north of the Santa Ana Mountains.

(2) Those portions of the Coastal Plain to which the
aqueduct system can economically deliver water are regarded
as the ultimate area that should bé included within The
Metropolitan Water District.

Water will be méde available to all areas within the
District in accordance with their requirements, domestic
use being the dominant use. : ’

(3) " Applications from municipalities, or other areas
eligible for membership in the District, within the
described area, will be individually considered by the
Board of Directors. The consent.of the Board to such -
municipalities or areas becoming a part of the District
and receiving water from the aqueduct system will be
decided on the basis of mutual advantage, and the terms
~and conditions of joining will be determined on the merits
of each application.

(4) The Metropolitan Water District will deliver water,
either directly or indirectly, through a system provided
by the District, to each of the eleven original member
cities, and to those cities whose application for admission
- prior to March 1, 1931, have been approved, at or near
the boundary of each, this point of delivery to be




(5)

- (6)

( 7)
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determined by considerations of economy and convenience
with respect to the general engineering plans adopted
by the District, and to such other points as the
Directors may determine.

Particular consideration shall be given to designing -

. the feeder system so that areas of large potential con-

sumption may be adequately served.

Wherever possible, economies of exchange of water

'.shall be encouraged.

The delivery of water to areas within the District
will be so conducted, organized and controlled that the
District may retain its right to recover water originating
tn its system which may reach and replenish.underground

asins.

The District intends to use underground storage to
the greatest possible extent.

Neither surface nor subsurface storage shall be
created to the advantage of any area within the limits of
the District, or elsewhere, unless such storage is a
necessary and economical part of the general englneerlng
plans which may. be accepted. .

All water shall be sold by the Dlstflct within its
defined limits at wholesale rates which shall be unlform

. for like classes of service throughout.

Water applied to the soil directly or indirectly for

‘the purpose.of underground storage shall be sold at as-

low a rate as may be economically possible or desirable.
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Board Minute Item 7962 and Whitsett Letter
May 24, 1940
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-1 467 APPROVED

irectors of
The Metropoh tan Vater District

of Southern California

a MINUTES OF THE ADJOURNPD REGULAR MEETING OF THE f
| BOARD OF DIHhCTORS or THE, MLTROROLITAN WATLR DISTRICT
R OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA |
MAY 24, 1940 i,,;ﬁ-

7953 o The Board of Dlrectors of Tne Metropolltan Water f~

District of Southern Callfornla met ‘in-Adjourned: Regular

Meeting. in the Diredtors Room -at- 306 West. Third Street, N
Los Angeles, Callfornla, on Frlday, May 24, 1940 . S

. -The. Meetlng was called to order by Chalrman
.f?Whltsett at l 32 p m. : L

. Secretary Flnley called the roll Those unswer— o
,1ng present were- Directors Butler;, Cook Emme, ‘Finley,
Hepgood; -Nelson, Norwood; Ramboz, Rossettl, Thomas, ~and -
‘Whitsett. Those not answerlng present were Directors Creel
~ Greer, Humphroys, Nordllnger Pontlus, Rlchards, Rlppy, and

: g

Thc Chalr declared quorum present

7954 ) it was moved by Dlrector Rossettl,'seconded by

Dlrcctor Norwood,. and carried, that considération of the

Minutes of the Regular Meetlnb held May 10, 1940 “and of
~ the Adaourned Regular Meeting hcld Mdy 17 1940 be,
:deferred until- the next Mcetlng ) :

7955 A letter 51vn~d F E. Weymouth General Manager
and Cnlef Englncer, address -d to the Board, dated May 23,
1940, submitting rlfteen 1n3uruments for acccptance, was
read; L .o
' ‘Tt was moved by Dirtctor Cook, seconded by D1—~.f
rector Hapgood, &nd carried, .that. Resolution No. 3113 -
- adopted accepting the Jnstrument executed by Charles Hoyt '
Thorpe and Mary M. Thorpe, -dated April 25, 1940, covering.
Parcel No. 1416-4-5; that Resolution No6. 3114 be adopted
accepting the instrument executed: by Charles Hoyt Thorpe -
end Mary M.. Thorpe, dated April 25, 1940, .covering Parcel -
No. 1416-4-7; that Resolution No. 3115 be adopted ‘accepting
the 1nstrument executed by Eachi Machida and Michi Machida,
,d ted Aorll 20, 1940 covering Parcel No. 1416 8-1; that

™,

=/
| tits meeting held. ?4/}/4(4_
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,.Minuteéit"MéY R4y 1940 . . o ,fﬂ; T ;_:'.ff 5.

A RESOLUTION OF THn BOARD OF DIEECTORS OF : o
7. THE ‘METROPOLITAN- WATER “DISTRICT OF SOQUTHERN . .
- CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING -AND DIRECTING THE '~
'~;~CONDLMNATION OF CERTAIN.PROPERTY SITUATED
IN THE COUNTY OF L0S }NGELES STATE OF
'CALIFORNIA '

[;.be adopted authorlzing the condemnatlon of the property as
«descrlbed and resc1nd1ng Resolutlon No 3063

' 7962 AT letter 51gned F. E.’ Weymouth General Manager o
~and Chief Englneer, addressed to the Water Problems Com- -...
mittee, dated May 1%4;~ 1940, -bearing-the notation "Approved

" for submission to Board May 24; 1940. Wat. Prob. .Com. F.T.

- reporting that as the result’ of" further investigations the
eéstimated cost of constructing -thé proposed -cohnecting lines
to the munlclpal systems of: the ¢ities of Burbank, Compton; -
Long Beach, Banta Ana,; and’ Torrance reported  on Apr11 11,

1940, had. been reduced. from $285,000 to $185,000, summerizing
‘the detalls and cost of each of the proposed connectlons and

stating that inthe- opinion of the General Mznager and Chlef

"Engineer the beneéfit. to the Dlstrict of ‘having physical.
connections to the: Wwaterworks systems of &ll its constltuent
cities, except San Marino, more than. justifies thi$ small

.expenditure, and recommendlng ‘that the construction of these - .

- connections be ‘authorized, was read.
. . Director: Rossetti read a communlcatlon Wthh he -
stated had beén prepared for-him by the Staff summarizing
the actions of the Board and .the conferences and corre- -
spondence between the DlStrlCt and the officials of the |
--various member cities with regard to- the points at which the
~delivery of Aqueduct water was desired zand relatlve to the
-, recent -developments. and -dis¢ussions on the proposal that:
_the District construct connecétions between the distribution’
- system authorized by  the. Board of Dlrectors and the local
distribution systems., '
ol ﬂ The .Chair prestnted a letter signed W. P. Whltsett
addressed to the.Board, datéd May .24, 1940, which was read,
- summarizing the’ background ‘and- expressing hlS 'views on the
. policy of the District relating to.the delivery of Aqueduct
water to its member cities and’ to- future annexations to the
District and presenting as suggestions &nd corisiderations:
that the p0551b111ty be investlgcted of having the extensions
to-the. local systems constructed. as federcl projects; that
" the construction of the™ extensions be deferred until an
--expression is. received by the District from each community
.that it intends to use ‘Colorado Rivér water and indicates the
~amount; that any lines constructed by thé District within a
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' MinuteS'a.May 24, 1940 ' o ;:i:'i**'f\ff:3_.j . 6.

member city -never be used as pdrt of the 100d1 dlstrlbutlon
system; and that the District reaffirm its original policy
of January 9, 4;1 relatlng to the dellvery of water- to- the ..
member cities. -
At the request of Dlrector Ramboz, a letter- signed
- R. H.. Lacy, Mayor of the City of San Marino, addressed to
the Board dated May 21, -1940; requesting on behalf of the
‘City of San Marino that inasmuch as that city may not have
a municipal water system for a number of years, the Board
of Directors of the District. ‘tzke such action . as may be
appropriste to assure the’ construction by the. District -
when required. of-a lateral from the District's . main distri-
buting line on Mountzin Street in Pasadena to the city -
limits of San Marino or .to & point within the city limits
to be designated by the city where water may be delivered
with the greateet convenlence, and to have theé privilege
. of inserting in the District's laterul a storage reservoir i
" located somewhere between Mountain Street and the city
. limits 'of San Maiino in:order to secure the adantage of
~ ... greater water pressure, without being deprived of the
- privilege of having. the District construct the lateérel
between the reservoir and the” p01nt w1thin th 01tV 11mits,
to be de31gnuted later, was Tead.
It was moved by DLFOCtOT ROSgOttl and seconded by".
Director Cook that the recommendstion of the General
‘Mznager and Chief Engineer, addressed to the Water Problems
Committee, under date of Mey 14, 1940, approved for sub-
mission to the Board by the Water Problems Committee, . duthor—
izing the construction by the District of physical = -
connections to the waterworks systems of ull its constltucnt
01t1cs, -except San Marino, be approved.

3 At the request of Director Thomas, thu four -
suggestions contained in the letter of Director. Whltsett to«
-the Bocrd under dete of May 24, 1940 were reread.

». - Director Rossettl, with the consent of the
seconder of the motion, Director Cook, withdrew his motion

approving. Lhe recommendation. of the Generel Mensger and Chlef -

anlneer as approved by the Water Problems Committee.
Director. Ramboz read -a statement from the Minutes
of Februdry 23, 1940 reporting theée estimated initial demand .
of the various member c1tles of the District for Aoueduct
~water. :
- It was moved by Director Rossetti cnd seconded by
Director Butler that the preceding motion be renewed &and
that the reécommendation of the Staff as approved by the
- Water Problems Committee be approved arid that the connections
"~ to the various member cities, involving the expenditure of -
$185 000, be. undertaken and - expedlted to the end thet the
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Aqueduct prOJett be completed atv the earllest p0531ble dcte
and that constiuction of-the connection to the City.of .

San Marino at some. future dzte;. as-requested in the letter
signed R. ‘H. Lacy, Mayor of the City of. San Marino, .
‘addressed to the Board, urider da te of May 21 1940 be
included in the authorization. _
' Director Thomas called for a vote on the motlon;_.
Following &n oral vote, the Chair ordered a roll call on |
the motion. The follow1ng is & record of the vote on theﬁ
motion: : : :

e ye $ Anehelm (Dlr. Hapgood 1 votc), Burbunk

. (Dlr Norwood 3 vote s), Compton.(Dir. Butler 1-vote),
' Glendale (D1r -Ndlson .6 votes), Long Beach (Dir. Cook 18
- votes), POScdan'(Dlro ‘Thomas 9 votes), Szn Marino (Dir.
. Remboz. 2 votes), Santa Anz (Dir. Finley 2 votcs), S(ntd_
- -Monica (Dir.-Creel 5 votes), Tot .1 47 votcs

-Noes None

: Absent Beverly Hills (Dlr Tuylor 6 votes),
- Fullerton iDlr. Humphrtys < votes), Torrence (Dlr. Rlppy
'2jvotes),r Totul ‘10 votes. . S .

. The City of Los Angolts was unable to cesﬁ/its ;
vote because-a majority of its representatives present- dld'”
‘not vote e;ther aye .or no. .The following is & record of
'+ the vote of "the’ reprvsentatiVeslof the City of -Los Angeles
- present at the Meetlng Ayes:r Dirs. Rlchards”und Rossettl,
- Noes: - Dirs. Emme  and Whltsett " Absent: Dirs’ “Greer, =
Nordllnger, znd- Pontiusy (57 votes) :
- . The-Cheir called for &. legal oplnlon regerdlng
. this vote, 'znd upon ‘the report of "Assistznt General Counsel
Weber that’ the affirmative votes . of members representing .
'more than fifty per cent of the total number of votes of -
~all -thé members ‘shall be ntcesscry to' carry.any order,
resolution,. or ordinance comlng be?ore the Board declarcd
the motion not carried.
It was moved by Dlrector Rossett1 und seconded by .
- Dlrector Richards that the Staff be instructed not to
- proceed with the extension cf. any distribution lines beyond
the points éstablished by thé policy of the .Board of Directors..
adopted on January 9, 1931, including: work euthorlzed but
for which the contrsacts heve not-yet been signed. ;
- Following an oral vote, the Chclr caelled for a-
-roll call on the adoption of the motion. The following is
" a record of the vote un the motion: K R
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' - jxe 2 Anahelm (Dlr Hdpgood l VOtL), Burbank
(Dlr. Norwood 3 votes), «Compton - (Dir: Butler l'vote) :

Long .Beach (Dir.- Cook: 18 VOtuD), Santa Ane (Dlr Flnley 2
jlvotes), Total 25 votcs LT o

No 5) Glenddle (Dlr Nelson 6 VOtLS), Pandena

f~-(D1r. Thomzs. 9 votes) San Marino’ (Dlr "Rémboz 2 veteés); . -
"-Santa Monlca_(Dlr. Creel™5: votos), Total 22 votes.,“ L

B Absent‘ Beverly Hllls (Dlr Teylor 6 votes),

' :Fullerton (Dir.. Humphreys e votes), Torrunce (Dlr :Blppy
‘Tf2 votos), TFotal. 10- votes." LN SR

The Clty of Los Ang\les was - dnable to c@st its
vote because a. majority. of 1ts representdt1Vos présent’ dld

.: not vote: either aye or;no. e follow1ng is a--record of-
. 'the vote of“'the representutlves of . the City-«of Los Angtle
.-fﬂpresent gt the Meeting: Ayes: Dirs. Rlchurds and- Rossettl,'
..  Noes: ..Dirs..Emme and. Whltse A Absent Dlrs Greer,.. .
. ”Norollngcr, and. Pontius; (57 votes)

The moticonh not hav1ng recelved the afflrmutlve

.votes\of members- tepresenting more than - flfty per: ‘cent of ”Q <
_the .total number ofyvoteés.of ull the mcmbors, “the. Ch”lr ;"
., declaréd ‘the motion rot - darriedy '

ven . (Tt wés.moved ‘by. Dlrector RlChdrdS and seconded by

'Dlrsctor Rossett1 thtt the contrcots for tho construction Of')
,the dlstrlbution line through the City of "Glendele be held .
in-gbeéyince" until June- T, 1240, or until thc dote- when the _1_,.

Beoard determines. its, pollcy with regard to grenting.

'f,exten51ons to. the five- 01t1es now . requestlng such” oxtcnSLOns;

The Chalr ordtred & roll cdll on- the motion The

fﬂfollow1ng is record of the vote on- the motlon

Ayos Anaﬂclm (Dlr.,Hupgood l vote), Burbank

- (Dlr ' Norwood 3 votes),; Compton (Yir. Butler 1 vote),: -
- . 'Long Bezch (Dir. Cook 18 votes), Santa Anu (Dlr Flnley
Ll R votcs), Totdl 25 votos

e

Noes: Glendele (Dlr. Nelson 6 votes), Pusadcna

v__t_;{(Dlr. Thomzs_§ votes), Sun Merino (Dir. Ramboz 2 votes), .-
-::‘S°nte Monlca (Dlr Creol votos),. ‘Total. 22 votes

- Absent;> Btverly Hllls (Dlr Teylor & votes), |
Fullerton (Dirs Humphrevs 2: votes), Torrdnce (Dlr Rlppy_.._g

2 votes),_ Totcl 10 votes S ;, L

The Clty of . Los Angolcs was unuble to CdSt its”

- vote beciuse a magority of its represtntatlves preserit did.

-".,not vote. elther aye or no. Thc follow1ng 1s a rooord of .
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: the vote of the representatlves of the Clty of Los Angeles
,present at the Meeting: Ayes: Dirs. Richards and Rossetti;
Noes: -'Dirs. Emme and Whltsett Absent: Dirs. Greer,_
Nordllnger, end Pontiusji (57 votes). N

- The motion not having received the cfflrm_tlve
votes of members.representing more than fifty: per cent of

- the tot&l number of votes of all theé membera; the Chalr
-decldred thc motlon not earrled s .

o h,z Dlrector Rossettl w1thdrew from the Moetlng dt
405pm ' S e | L
It was moved by Drr ctor Emme, seconded by -
.'Dlrector Cook, and cerried, that .cons ideration-of the proposal

r‘ . to’construct connections to ‘the¢' local systems of the member
s s jc1t1es be deferred until 'a Meeting to be held June 7, 1940.

'57963 A letter 51gncd Donvld c. Jones, Appraiser,
~..addressed. to the Board, .dated May 22, 1940 submitting a
. 'sealed appraisel on Porcel 1421-15-1 & 3 on the La Verne -
to Walnut Division of the Orengc County Feeder, was read.
It was moved by Director Thomas,  seconded by Di-
. ‘rector Hapgood, and carried,. that the report be filed with
the Secretary with 1nstruct1one to meke available to the -
Land Commlttee and. the»Controller e -

'7964 A 1etter signcd Jonn H. Muthews, addressed to. the
. Bourd, dated May <2, -1940;. stating the pleasure accorded to
him "nd ‘the other members of the Mathews. famlly by the re-
naming of the leke. wt CqulCU, Lake Methews, in honor of
- his father and expressing apprecistien- to the Dlrectars ‘who.
&cquiesced in the change, was read.
: - It .was moved by Dlrector Hepgood .seconded by
_ Dlrector Norwood, ‘and- carried, thut the communication”be
_ acknowledged nd fl]ed : ' S

7965 It Wwas moved by ‘Director Butler, seccnded by Di--

rector Norwoed, and cerriedy tha .t the Meeting be adjourned
S to Frlday, June 7, 1940, at 1:30 p.m. . The Chair declared
' the Meetlng odjournod at 42 l p nis L

1; H. FINLEY)
= _SECRETARY

. (W.:P. WHITSETT). . ° . -
= CHATRMAN T
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THE METROPOL[TAN WATER" DISTRICT

OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

ANAHEIM

306 WEST THIRD STREET o BEVERLY HILLS
- . BURBANK
LOS ANGELES.'"CALIFORNIA . : COMPTON
. FULLERTON
’ . - GLENDALE

. . v LONG BEACH

. . LOS ANGELES

. May 24, 1940 PASADENA

SAN MARINO
SANTA ANA
SANTA MONICA
W.P.WHITSETT, CHAIRMAN TORRANCE
FRANKLIN THOMAS, VICE-CHAIRMAN N

S.H.FINLEY,SECRETARY

Board of Directors

The Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California

Lcs Angeles, California

'dentlemen:

_The extending of distribution lines at the District's
expense for the benefit of the local commuhities may have far-
reaching consequences. The amcunt of money ihvolved is not
very great and I feel there is a great deal of merit ih the
-arguments presented by Director Butler.and others that these
connections be made by the District. My greatest concern'is
with the difficulties we open the door to in departing from
our long established policy. , .

I do not-intend to opﬁose-theseﬂexpenditures but
want to outline to you some aspects of the subJects as I see
ithem._ ’ |

Back in'1924 wheh:l first became intimately'associated
with the question of obtaining'bolorado,River water, the idea
prevailed that Los Angeles would undertake.the job alone just
as she had the Owens Valley Aqueduct. This was Mulholland's

idea. It was discussed many times and many agreed that it would

be the simplest and least expensive course for the City.
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.It is obVious what a dominant pos1tion the City of Los Angeles
would have been in if this course had been followed. However,
the broader-View of including the coastal plain.prevailed with
“the full realization that Los Angeles’ City would be making a
large contribution for. the benefit of outlying areas.- '

Early in 1931 when the selecting of tne Aqueduct
route and of presenting the bond 1ssueifor approval were. the

'pressing_subjects confronting_the!BOard, the question of the

'Diétrict's:policy with regard-to the distribution.of Aqueduct

'water came up for discuSSion. Several of the Directors
-ln515ted that before proceeding further the District should
define its policy With regard to the delivery of Aqueduct water.

'75At that time there was conSiderable discuSSion of the idea
that the District would largely confine itself to bringing the

water to the coastal plain:and leave the problem of distributing f

"
+

',the water to the various areas.partiCipating Ain the District.
:Those were dry years and there. was a preSSing need for
agricultural,water andhwe,visualiaed‘a rather rapid expanSion
of the District, narticularlv in‘the agricultural sections of
the coastal nlainf .Another'factor'Was:that we did not know
what shape the District would takefandﬂwhether the early
‘annexations would be -toward the east end'or_the west.
It was never intended_that eachdcity would build

a line to the Aqueduct but_that'communitiee and’areaS;would
construct~the lines cooperatively? similar to.the way
eanitation districts connect with an outfall sewer or .

. irrigation districts connect to a master ditch.
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The problem was dlscussed at great length and the
result of those dlscu331ons was the adontlon of +the pollcy of
January 9 l9Jl, on whlch the sectlon w1th regard to 'the .
dlstrlbutlon of water reads as follows. "The Metropolltan -

. Water Dlstrlct w1ll oeliver water, elther dlrectly or
1nd1rectly, through-a-system provided by the Dlstrlct, to
“each of the eleven or1g1nal member c1t1es, and to those 01t1es'
whose appllcation for adm1551on prlor to March l 1931 have '

. been approved at or near the boundary of each this p01nt of

| dellvery to be determlned by con51derat10ns of economy and
convenience w1th respect to the general eng1neer1ng plans

_:adonted by the Dlstrlct, and to such other p01nts as the -

"Directors may determlne." o \ _ |
You will' notice, flrst that'the pbiiby states. that_
the ‘water would be dellvered to each of _the "eleven orlglnal
-member 01t1es and to those 01t1es whose appllcatlon for .
admlss1on prlor to March l 1931 have been approved. " That
‘wordlng was put in' in order to make 1t deflnltely clear that
the Dlstrlct Wwas not adoptlnv the pollcy of dellverlng water

. to every area whlch annexed to the Dlstrlct. - At the tlme the
pollcy was adopted Long Beach Torrance, Compton, and Fullerton
'had not yet 301ned the Dlstrlct but had made appllcatlon for
membershlp. It was. these partlcular cities that were in mind
when the llmltatlon of "March l 1931 " was 1ncluded In
fact the dellvery of water to a.point.at or near their city -

'boundarles.was offered_as an indncement.to early annexation.
Thev joined the Distrlct with.the Clear understanding'of_this

| policy.
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The'reason,back of ~all these;discussions; way:back
in'lQBb and'19312.was the'realigation that‘there was a limit
- to the extent to which Los Angeies could be expected to-
contribute some 70%:ofhthe,cost of”pipe iineshandhother
facilities entireiy_for-the benefit;of_other communities and
h areas. | . | . | |

I 31ncerely hope that the constructlon of these
extensions. now contemplated 1f authorlzed w1ll not create
ra precedent or represent a departure from our orlglnal pollcy.l
| I want to give you an. 1llustratlon of what may be
.'the result of a departure.from our pollcy. “The area along
urthe coast from Venice to=San Pedro;-between the'shoestring
~and the ocean,.represents’a naturai unit.for annexation to
"the District. In:my opinion_this nhoie area_should come in as
- a unit. . The meanszand the‘manner-dn which theTWater_would-be
delitéréapto'the“area‘ronld have'to~be'worked out at the time -
.oflannexation; The Dlstrlct under 1ts ex1st1ng pollcy would
'not be obllgated to dellver water at any point beyono its
_existlng llnes.f A mutually satlsfactory peint of dellvery
would have. to be morked out. If we. take that area 1n on the
-iassumptlonithat we ‘would connect to_a}l of the‘dlfferent local
systems‘within-that area; aftrenendous'cost'nould be involved.
In' addition, thé-ﬁi'strict wo.uld ’o‘e-fa-ced'w-ith"the expense of |
operatlng and malntalnlng a- vast network of relatively small
lines under pavements with Valves and meters and all of the
other miscellaneous fa0111t1es; The amonnt whlch Dlrector.

. Ramboz has pointed out to us as remaining unincumbered out of
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| our $220,QO0,000'bond 1ssue uouid'not go very.far'on'such a
jproéram.- | | |
It ‘seems unfortunate to me that ‘the matter of the
_ extensionsvwas_not brought to a headﬂbefore the plans_for-the
.distribution lines'were completed and the - construction
h undertaken. Very llkely a more economlcal locatlon of the
dlstrlbutlon lines could have been made if these extensions
”:had ‘been in mind and could have been taken 1nto account.
It also seems to me fair to p01nt out that the.
Board refused to con51der the constructlon of a lrne as proposed .
by Director Emme for dellverlng Aqueduct water to somewhere'near
‘the -center ‘of the Los Angeles sytem rather than at the remote
deasterly edge from which only a relatlvely small part of the -
City could be served with Colorado River water. I want to
point out: that in line with our origina; policy I Voted against
_.the proposal even'though the expenditure was for . the benefit |
of the City of Les- Angeles._‘ | ‘
" The tlme w1ll-come in the not dlstant future when
{the District will have no addltlotal funds -available for the
construction of dlstrlbutlon‘lines ‘and from then on’ subsequent
annexatlons w1llfprobably haje to bear_the.entlre cost of .
connectlng to the Aqueduct. | o
I thlnk it: can be falrly sald that the City of
Los Angeles'has been more than generous in making expendltures
primarily for the benefit-of the_other conmunities in ‘the
Distrlct. 'As.far as hos Angeles isuconcernedl some features

such as the treatment plant could have been deferred 15 or

'20 years.
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_ Assuming that 1n the light of the foregoing the
f:District authorizes these local exten51ons, totaling _
i approXimately $185 OOO I would like to present the follow1ng .
suggestions and con51derations- _ ‘ _

1.7 That’ the p0551bility be 1nvest1gated in yiewy
of the. new large federal public works program that will
undoubtedly be - started, ‘of the local communiuies unaertaking ;

hto determine whether these exten51ons could not . qualify as -
i, federal prOJects, thereby sav1ng the District the expenditure.
| 2. That the constructlon of eachyof these
ufexten51ons be deferred until the local community states
definitely that 1t 1ntends to use Colorado Rlver water and
:'off1c1ally 1ndicates-the amount Wthh 1t proposes “to use..,ln
the light of statements Wthh have been made to the present
time, some of these connections may remain inactive for ten
_ years or more._ If such is the case then we, should at least
'save the carrying charges until the connection 1s actually :
';needed ' o
'-'3; That lines constructed by ‘the District within a
member city never . be used as a part of the local distrlbution
' system from Wthh serv1ces or connectlons of any kind might
be made.' In other words, that the District only allow’ each
‘memberjcity a_limited number of relatively large and strictly.
nholeSale connections to:theylocal distribution system. If -
 such a’limitationlis notemade3 it'is*conceivable to melthat
eventually the District's distriouting lines will acquire a

multitude of connecting lines w1th valves and meters which

will be a-constant source of expense and annoyance. We
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should'maintaln our ldentity strictly aé a wholesaler.

4+ 'That we reaffirm our origihal policy ahd
eliminate any p0551b111ty of the expectatlon on the part of
any one that the Dlstrlct 1ntends to build a great maze of
.dlstrlbutlon lines to every hamlet on the coastal plaln. In
my opinlon, we should llmlt our annexatlons to large 1ntegral
units with. each of Wthh the D1strlct w1ll cooperate in so.

far as is-economlcally so R

in making water avallable from
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Water Problems and Public Relations Committee Letter

July 6, 1949



N R Chnming

.'—_f

ARy s -
1.0"“‘/ <

{
L
_awmewdmment

oﬂ.&fw. se
axg

I\J

\-

&\.
—
S -

. | . . | (>34 (.
11/17/2025 EOT Committee Meeting 6¢ Attachment 1, Page 21 of 203 C/"" ' }

(¢

THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT

OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA '

ANAHEIM

306 WEST THIRD STREET BEVERLY HILLS
BURBANK
LOS ANGELES 13, CALIFORNIA COMPTON
FULLERTON
GLENDALE
LONG BEACH
LOS ANGELES
3 & PASADENA
JU.ly 6—’ 1949 S:N MARINO

SANTA ANA

SANTA MONICA

TORRANCE

COASTAL MUNICIPAL
WATER DISTRICT

SAN DIEGO COUNTY .
WATER AUTHORITY

WEST BASIN MUNICIPAL = ~
WATER DISTRICT

OFFICE OF
BOARD OF DIRECTORS
'

Board of Directors (y
The Metropolitan Water District i~

of Southern California ﬁg
Building @,

Gentlemen:

Your Water Problems and Publié¢ Relatlons Committee has
given careful consideration to the problems of policy with re-
spect to annexation of additional areas to the Metropolitan Water
District and is pleased to report that a unanimous conclusion has
been reached.

c,l'tql'ble"

Accordingly, i1t is recommended that 1t be declared to

be the\sense of the Board of Directors of the Metropolitan Water
District Thnat) consideration be given to all applications for
,anhexéfzzﬁ—gfﬁadoltLonul units to the Metropolitan Water District
and to annexatlons to existing units over which this Board exer-
cises control, on the following basis:

First. That, as.one of the terms and conditions of
annexation, the system heretofore applied, of determining
the accumulated back taxes to the date of annexation, in-
cluding simple interest at the rate of 4 per cent per -
annum irom the due date ol each item to the date of annexa-
tion, be adhered to.

Second. That the area proposed for annexatlon be given
the opportunity to pay the accumulated amount of back taxes
in cash at the time of annexatlon; or

To amortize such amount over a period not
exceeding 30 years, with interest at the rate of 3 per
cent. per annum, the amounts sufficient to accomplislhi such
amortization to be collected as a speclal tax in substan-
tially equal annual levies over the period of repayment.:

_ Of course, in addition to the specilal tax, the annexa-
tion area would become subject to the District's general tax.
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.-

Board of Directors
-0

The Committee is advised that the plan suggested can
be put into operation without amendment to existing. law.

Consideration was also given to the matter of expendi-
tures for the purpose of construction of works necessary to
accomplish delivery of water to annexing areas, but it was con-
cluded that, because of the fact that each area presents a '
different geographical and physical problem, no rigid policy
should be expressed, and that each situation should be examined
on its merits.

Very truly yours,

WATER PROBLEMS AND PUBLIC
RELATIONS COMMITTEE

By égii;;;;;;;g;;, 222%;;;;;252

Chairman™
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Hinds Letter
March 10, 1950
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THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT

OF SOUTHERN CALIEORNIA

ANANEIM

306 WEST THIRD STREET BEVERLY HILLS
BURBANK
LOS ANGELES 13, CALlFORNIA ggr&'r&héN
950 .fo\ S
L
0 1 b" LOS ANGELES
‘ MAR 1 'd“ ( 0} PASADENA
SAN MARINO
SANTA ANA
O (o 0 V v SANTA MONICA
’ TORRAN
JULIAN HINDS : /“1“* I c COASTAL MUNICIPAL
o TER DISTRI
GENERAL MANAGER ang CHIEF ENGINEER w‘ sx”': DIEGOl Ty
. ab WATER AUTHORITY
"‘ ’ w WEST BASIN MUNICIPAL
WATER DISTRICT

Water Problems and Public Relations Committee
The Metropolitan Water District

of Southern California
Building

Gentlemene

At 1ts meeting on January 27, 1950, the Water Problems
and Public Relations Committee instructed the staff to prepare a
report on the subject of the annexation to the Metropolitan Water
District of the Altadena-La Canada-La Crescenta area with par-
ticular reference to the manner in which the annexation might be
accomplished consistently with a policy of limiting future annexa-
tions in Los Angeles County to two additional units exclusive of
the Pomona’ Valley Municipal Water District now in the process of

- formation.

To review the events leading up to the Board's instruc-
tions, the District received a letter dated November 7, 1949 from
Mr.\J. H. Tumbach, Chairman for the Altadena-La Canada Water Group

. regarding the annexation to the District of the areas (A) and (B)

shown in red on attached map, Exhibit 1. This was followed by
another letter dated January T, 1950 inquiring as to the effect
of enlarging the proposed annexation unit by adding the area (C)
shown in blue.

Inquiries from these general areas concerning the possi-
bility of annexation to the Metropolitan Water District have been
‘coming in occasionally for several years. Definite requests from
the La Crescenta area (blue) have been considered on several
occasions, and declined on the theory that this area could best
be incorporated into the District through annexation to Glendale.
An election which was held on December 6, 1949 with the purpose
of bringing about such an annexatlion failed.

Consideration of overtures from areas A and B (red) have
similarly been deferred on the theory their needs could best be

. supplied by annexation to Pasadena, or to Pasadena and Glendale.
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. Such annexation appears to be not at all'popular, and J
not greatly desired by Glendale or Pasadena,

/ By letter of December 14, 1949 the District

/ from the City of Pasadena an expression of its attitwu. \
annexing Altadena to that City. 1In reply, Pasadena stav. . Y
in the absence of a Specific annexation request, no commitn.

. could be made regarding the City's attitude. A similar reques. .
was not made to the City of Glendale, but events of the past few , .
years indicate that annexation of any part of the proposed area '\\
to that City is unlikely,

: An important element in past recommendation, that these’
areas be annexed to adjacent cities rather than directly to the
Metropolitan Water District, 1s the cost of facilities required
to supply them independently, iRepresentatives of the areas are
now fully aware of this difficulty, and know that they cannot

. In view of the evident improbability of the early annexa-
tion of these areas to Glendale and Pasadena, the urgent need for
~water, and the willingness to assume all cost of procurement, it
V/'is believed the District should indicate its willingness to give
favorable consideration to the annexation, upon conditions satis-
factory to the District., The following stipulations are suggested:

1. The area shall be sufficiently large and of suffi-
clent assessed value to Justify its conslderation as the
first unit, or nucleus, of an ultimate north Los Angeles
County unit;

2, To permit.its ready expansion and to conform most
closely to the general governmental structure of the
Metropolitan Water District, the annexing area shall be
incorporated as a Municipal Water District;

i 3. For the purpose of avoiding a multiplicity of annexa-
tion units, it should be understood that future annexation to
the Metropolitan Water District of areas in Los Angeles County

area. Whlle no enforceable agreement to that effect appears
possible, the basic policy should be stated and understood.

4, Pipe 1lines for Supplying the several areas shall be
furnished without expense to the Metropolitan Water District.

5. Terms and condltions of annexation shall include pay-
ment of back taxes with interest at the rate of 4 per cent
up to the date of annexation. This sum may be paid in cash
-Or amortized at 3 per cent over a period of 30 years. -
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The red and blue areas, (A), (B), and (C), which are
making the inquiry are sufficient to meet the requirements of
Stipulation 1. However, it is believed that certain additional
areas should be included. The water problems of the yellow
areas, (1) and (2) are so intimately connected with Altadena and
Pasadena that these areas should be included in the new District. .
As a Municipal Water District (Stipulation 2) must contain at
least one incorporated city, the inclusion of Sierra Madre, or
some other one of the foothill cities, is suggested. Sierra
Madre is shown in green on the map and designated as area (4).
If this City is included then it would be desirable to include
the intervening area colored orange and designated as area (3).
The location of the entire area with respect to member areas and
the Pomona Valley area is shown on Exhibit 2.

Descriptions and statistics for these areas are -as
follows: ’ ' ‘

Red Areas.

Red .area "A" easterly of the Arroyo Seco includes
the lands served by Rubio Canyon Land and Water Association, Las
Flores Water Conipany, Lincoln Avenue Water Company, and Pasadena
Cemetery Association. The area contains 3230 acres and has an
assessed valuation of about $22,000,000, or $6800 per acre.

, Red area "B" westerly of the Arroyo Seco includes
lands served by Valley Water Company and La Canada Irrigation
District. This area contains 4070 acres and has an assessed.
valuation of about $17,000,000, or $4200 per acre. '

The combined red areas contain 7300 acres with total
valuation of about $39,000,000. Present use of water is 5600
acre feet per year and ultimate requirements for imported water
are estimated to be 7000 acre feet per year.

Blue Area.

The blue area "C" includes the lands served by Crescenta
Mutual Water Company, Mountain Water Company, and Highway Highlands
Mutual Water Company. Total area is 4,050 acres with assessed
valuation of about %16,000,000,,or $4,000 per acre. Present use of
water is 2200 acre feet per year and the ultimate requirement for
imported water is estimated to be about 3000 acre feet annually.

Yellow Areas.

: The yellow areas, numbered 1 and 2, are county areas
being served by the Pasadena City Water Department as a result of
the City having acquired water companies with service areas both
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inside and outside the City limits. Opposition to Jjoining the
‘Metropolitan Water District may be expected.

Area No. 1 contains 375 acres and area No. 2, 1075
acres, making 1450 acre total. Assessed valuation is about
$10,000,000, or $6900 per acre. Present use of water is 1400 -
acre feet per year and the ultimate requirement for imported
water is estimated to be about 900 acre feet annually.

Green Area.

The green area No. 4 is the City of Sierra Madre,
the only incorporated city included in the nuclear area. No
inquiry concerning annexation has been received recently from
this city, but several inquiries have been received in past years.
The City has been advised by consulting engineers that its water
supply is inadequate to provide for an additional area of 200 acres
now seeking annexation to the City. Sierra Madre has a total area
of 1860 acres of which about 1300 acres is valley land, the re-
mainder being mountainous., Assessed valuation is about $6,000,000,
or $3200 per acre. Present use of water is about 1800 acre feet
per year and the ultimate requirement for imported water is estima-
ted to be about 1300 acre feet annually.

Orange Area,

Area No. 3 colored orange fills in the intervening
lands in the County lying between the Eaton Wash and the westerly
‘boundary of Sierra Madre. It contains 1800 acres and has an
assessed valuation of about $2,000,000. At the present time the
area 1s mostly unimproved, but is potentially an attractive

- residential district. Present use of water is small. The ultimate
requirement for imported water i1s estimated to be about 3700 acre
feet annually. : '

~ The foregoing information is summarized in the following
tabulation: )

Annual Water
1950 -Approx. Requirements Ac-Ft
Area Estimated 1949-50 Present UIt, M.W.D.

District Acres Population Assessed Val. Use Requirements
Red "A" 3,230;~ ~ $22,000,000 '
Red "B" ~ 1k,070) 27,000 17,000,000 5,600 7,000
Blue "C 4,050 20,000 16,000,000 2,200 3,000
Yellow 11 375) 14 000 10,000,000 1,400
Yellow "2" 1,075 ’ » 000, s 900
Green "4" = 1,860 7,000 6,000,000 1,800 1,300
Orange "3" 1,800 -- 2,000,000 200 3,700
Total 16,460 64,000 ~ $73,000,000 11,200 15,900

4.
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The county island 1ying between pasadetizrhane lchendd 2e2En
the San Rafael Hills has been excluded because it lies entirely
in a watershed draining into Sycamore Canyon in Glendale. There
is practically nodevelopment in this area at the prgsent time.

The coﬁnty island lying easterly of Burbank in the Verdugo
Mountains has also been excluded. This area is uninhabited moun-

tainous country.

The proposed unlt is larger than eleven District members;
its population exceeds that of eight members and also of the
Pomona Valley area; and in assessed valuation it is greater than
seven present members and also the Pomona area. Any statement that
such an area is "too small" to be suitable for annexation to the
District would be difficult to support. A tabulation is attached
showing the area, population and assessed valuation of District
constituents and of the Pomona Valley and Altadena-La Canada-La

Crescenta areas.

The inclusion of Sierra Madre would make possible the
formation of a municipal water district in compliance with stipu-
lation 2. If this city will not join, some other city may be
substituted, or some one of the groups desiring annexation might

incorporate.

Stipulation 3 probably cannot be put into exact contrac-
tural form. However, there should be at least an informal under-
standing thdat this area is.to serve as a nucleus to which additional
areas could annex in the future. It is not practicable to fix exact
1imits for the ultimate unit at this time. There is no apparent
reason why this phase of the annexation program should not remain
flexible so that exact boundaries may be fixed at the discretion
of the Board as the occasion arises, bearing 1in mind that future
annexations in Los Angeles County would, 1in all probability, be’
1imited to one more member in addition to the Pomona area and the
Altadena-La Crescenta foothlll area.

It is unlikely that the entire San Gabriel Valley northerly
of Whittier Narrows-can be brought into the District in the near
future. In spite of occasional rumors to the contrary, there is no
presently urgent need for water in the upper San Gabrield Valley.
Assuming the recurrence of normal rainfall seasons in the near
future this area will probably not require supplenental Aqueduct
water for 20 years, OTr until the next major drouth comparable to
the present one. In contrast, the greater portion of the foothill
area is now in urgent need of imported water to supplement over- -

drawn local supplies.

Stipulations 4 and 5 are in accordance with the Board!'s

current annexation policies regarding payment of costs for supply-
ing new areas annexing to the Metropolitan Water District and for

payment of back taxes.
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consideration to annexation of ga unit con-
forming to the,foregoing Suggestions, ang that the Water Committee
representing Altadena-La Canada Water Group be S0 advised,

Draft or a'letter of notification is-enclosed.

- Very truly yours,

-

Encl, 7284
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MWD Resolution 4164
November 18, 1952
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RESOLUTION 4164

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE METRO-
POLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA CON-
SENTING TO THE ANNEXATION TO SAID DISTRICT OF THE
CORPORATE AREA OF FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT
AS SUCH CORPORATE AREA WILL EXIST UPON THE COMPLE_
TION OF THE PROCEEDINGS FOR THE EXCLUSION FROM SAID
FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT OF CERTAIN UNIN_
HABITED TERRITORY ANNEXED TO THE CITY OF PASADENA,
DESIGNATED AS HASTINGS NO. 5, AND FIXING THE TERMS
AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH ANNEXATION TO THE METROPOLI-
TAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

A. WHEREAS, .the governing body, to wit, the Board of
Directors, of FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT, a municipal
water district situated in the County of Los Angeles, State of
California (hereinafter referred to as "Foothill"), pursuant to -
its Resolution No. 34, adopted on November 14, 1952, and in ac-
cordance with the provisions of the Metropolitan Water District
Act of the State of California, has applied to the Board of Di-
rectors of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern Cali-
fornia (hereinafter referred to as "Metropolitan") for consent
to annex to Metropolitan the corporate area of Foothill as such
corporate area will exist upon the completion of the proceed-
ings for the exclusion from Foothill of certain uninhabited ter-
ritory annexed to the City of Pasadena, and designated as Hast-
ings Annex No. 5 (such corporate area as it will so exist being
hegeinafter referred to as “said corporate area of Foothill");
and - : :

B. WHEREAS, on November 3, 1952, the Board of Direc-
tors of Foothill, pursuant to proceedings duly initiated by .
Resolution No. 30 of said Board, duly adopted Ordinance No. 3,
entitled "An Ordinance of the Board of Directors of Foothill
Municipal Water District approving the exclusion of certain
territory designated as Hastings Annex No. 5 from the bounda-
ries of Foothill Municipal Water District", by which ordinance
the exclusion from Foothill of that certain uninhabited terri-
tory annexed to the City of Pasadena under the designation of
Hastings Annex No. 5 and so designated in said Ordinance No.
3, was approved, and unless sufficient petition for referendum
be filed within thirty days from the adoption of said Ordinance
No. 3, requiring submission of said Ordinance to the voters of
Foothill for their veto, such Ordinance will become effective
and thereupon it will be the duty of the proper officials to
perform the acts necessary to complete the exclusion from Foot-
hill of said territory so designated as Hastings Annex No. 5,
and upon completion of such exclusion no part of the corporate
area of Foothill then will lie within Metropolitan; and
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C. WHEREAS, it appears to the Board of Directors of
Metropolitan that said application of the Board of Directors of
Foothill for consent to annex to Metropolitan said corporate
area of Foothill should be granted, subject to the terms and
conditions hereinafter set forth:

. D. NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of
Directors of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern Cali-
fornia, subject to the following terms and conditions, does
hereby grant the said application of the governing body of Foot-
hill Municipal Water District to annex to The Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California the corporate area of Foothill
Municipal Water District as such' corporate area will exist upon
the completion of said proceedings for the exclusion from Foot-
hill of said uninhabited territory designated as Hastings Annex
No. 5, and does hereby fix the terms and conditions upon which
such annexation may occur as follows: E

Section 1. Such exclusion from Foothill of that cer-
tain uninhabited territory annexed to the City of Pasadena and
designated as Hastings Annex No. 5, shall be completed prior to
the adoption by the Board of Directors of Foothill of its reso-

lution calling the election for the purpose of submitting to
the voters of Foothill the proposition of such annexation of said
corporate area of Foothill to Metropolitan; in the event that this
condition be not met, annexation to Metropolitan of said corporate
area of Foothill shall not be authorized, and Metropolitan's
consent thereto shall:-be void and of no force or effect.

Section 2. The annexation to Metropolitan of said
corporate area of Foothill shall be completed on or before Janu-
ary 20, 1953.

Section 3. In the event of such annexation:

a. There shall be levied by Metropolitan
special taxes upon taxable property within said corporate area
of Foothill, in addition to the taxes elsewhere in the Metropoli-
tan Water District Act (Stats. 1927, page 694, as amended)
authorized to be levied by Metropolitan.

. b. The aggregate amount to be raised by
such special taxes shall be $4,734,000.

c. The number of years prescribed for rais-
ing such aggregate sum shall be thirty years, commencing with
the fiscal year 1953-1954.
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: d. Substénﬁlally equal annual levies will -
be made for the purpose of raising said sum over the perlod 50
prescribed.

_Section 4. In the event of such annexation, all feeder
pipe lines, structures, connections, and other facilities requir-
ed for the delivery of water to said corporate area of Foothill,
from works owned or operated by Metropolitan, shall be construct- -
ed, provided, and installed without cost or expense to Metropoli-
tan, and Metropolltan shall be under no obligation to provide,
construct, operate, or maintain such works.

E. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Executive  Secre-
tary be, and he hereby is, directed to transmit forthwith to
the governing body of Foothill Municipal Water DlStrlCt a certl-
fied copy of this resolutlon.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foreg01ng is a full, true,

* and correct copy of a resolutlon adopted by the Boardof Direc-

tors of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California,
at its meeting held November 18, 1952. :
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MWD Resolution 4249
July 14, 1953
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RESOLUTION 4249

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of The
Metropolitan Water District of Southern Californla, that it

be declared to be the intent of this Board that all future
annexations to the Metropolltan Water District be based on

the principle-that this District shall not be obligated to

provide additional works or facilities, necessitated by such
future annexations, for the dellivery of water from works
owned and operated by the District.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing resolution
was adopted by the Board of Directors of The Metropolitan
Water District of Southern California on July 14, 1953.

q———_-'

Secretary of the Board of Directors
of The Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California
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MWD Resolution 4324
November 10, 1953



SR

— 11/17/2025 EOT Committee Megting 6¢ Attachment 1, Page o}% /// /
'l
RESOLUTION 4324 ’

WHEREAS, Foothlll Municipal Water District, hereinafter
designated as "Foothill", by letter dated October 20, 1953,
signed by 1ts Secretary, has made formal application for a
service connection to be constructed upon the upper feeder of
The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, herein-
after designated as "Metropolitan", for delivery of water by
Metropolitan to Foothill for use within the corporate area of
Foothill; and

WHEREAS, it is proper that such service connection be
constructed at the expense of Foothlill and without cost to Met-
ropolitan, upon the terms and conditions and in the manner here-
inafter in this resolution provided:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the construction,
in the manner hereinafter provided, of the service connection
described in the recitals hereof be, and such construction here-
by 1s, authorized on behalf of Metropolitan, subjJect to the fol-
lowlng terms and conditlons, to-wit:

1. Said service connection shall be located on the upper
feeder of Metropolitan at such point at or near the intersec-
tion of Seco Street and Rosemont Avenue, in the Clty of Pasadena,
as may be mutually agreed upon by the Secretary of Foothill and )
the General Manager and Chief Engineer of Metropolitan. Fﬂf'ﬂ

2. Said service connection shall be constructed in ac- !
cordance with plans and specificatlons approved by the General
Manager and Chief Engineer of Metropolitan and by the Secretary
of Foothill., The turnout from the upper feeder plpe line and
the shut-off valve structure of sald service connection, to-
gether wlth all appurtenant parts of said service connection ex-
tending from the turnout to and including the coupling immedi-
ately downstream from sald shut-off valve structure, shall be
constructed by Metropolltan, and the remalnder of sald service
connection shall be constructed by Foothill; provided, that
such construction by Foothlll shall be subject to inspection and
approval by Metropolitan. All equipment and materials requir-
ed for constructing the portion of said service connection to
be constructed by Metropollitan, together with the venturl tube,
flow meter, and accessories to be installed by Foothill, shall
be purchased by Metropolitan in 1ts customary manner, or Metro-
politan may utillze therefor suitable equipment and materials
on hand.

3. All costs of procuring equipment and materials for
and constructing sald service connection shall be borne by Foot-
hill, and all such costs incurred by Metropolitan shall be paid
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or reimbursed to Metropolltan by Foothlill as hereln provided.
Said costs so to be paid or relmbursed to Metropolitan shall in-
clude the costs of all equipment and materials so procured or
utilized by Metropolitan therefor, the costs of all applicable
labor and taxes incurred by Metropolitan, and all other direct
costs incurred by Metropolitan, all said costs to be determined
in accordance with the methods of cost accounting customarily
employed by Metropolitan, plus the cost of general administra-
tive services and overhead expense of Metropolitan herein stat-
ed and agreed to be an amount equal to fifteen per centum of

the aggregate of sald direct costs. All costs incurred by Metro-
pelitan and so to be borne by Foothill shall be audlted and
certified in accordance wlth the customary practice of Metropolil-
tan,

L. Said service connection shall include the facilities
for diversion of water from Metropolltan's upper feeder and for
delivery of such water into the distribution system of Foot-
hill; sald facllities shall consist of a shut-off valve and
branch pipe connected to Metropolitan's upper feeder, and a me-
ter equipped with indicating, recording, and totalizing instru-
ments, together with appropriate piping, fittings, and other ap-
purtenances; said meter and valve shall be housed in ventilsated,
reinforced concrete vaults, and said meter equipment shall be
provided with a sultable weatherproof metal cablnet. The por-
tion of sald service connection up to and including the coupling
immediately downstream from the shut-off valve structure, to be
constructed by Metropolitan as hereinbefore provided in Article
2, shall be and become the property of Metropolitan and shall be
operated, maintained, and controlled by Metropolitan. The re-
mainder of said service connection, including sald venturl tube,
connecting with the pipe line through which Foothill will re-
celve water dellvered through sald service connection, and also
including the flow meter with appurtenant instruments, and cabl-
nets therefor, constituting part of the equipment to be procur-
ed by Metropollitan as hereinbefore provided in Article 2, shall
be and become the property of Foothlll and shall be operated,
maintained, and controlled by Foothill; provided, that Metro-
politan shall have the privilege of 1inspecting sald venturl tube,
flow meter, and appurtenant instruments, and of testing the ac-
curacy thereof at any approprilate time, such lnspecting and test-
ing performed at the electlon of Metropolitan to be at Metropoli-
tan's expense; provided, further, that all expense of repaliring
and maintaining said venturi tube, flow meter, and appurtenant
instruments to an accuracy consistent with the rules and regula-
tions of Metropolitan governing service of water shall be borne
by Foothill, On saild pipe line through which Foothill will
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recelve water s0 delivered there shall be a control valve or
control valves and a check valve or check valves for preventing
backflow from the distribution system of Foothlill into Metro-
politan's sald upper feeder, sald control valve or control
valves and said check valve or check valves to be 1nstalled,
owned, and controlled by Foothlll.

5. The costs to be incurred by Metropolitan in procur-
ing equipment and materials for and constructing said service
connection shall be estimated by the General Manager and Chilef
Engineer of Metropolltan, who shall iInform the Secretary of
Foothill regarding the amount of such estimate. A sum of money
equal to the amount of such estimate shall be deposited with
Metropolitan by Foothill, and shall be held and used by Metro-
politan as trust funds to defray the costs lncurred by Metro-
politan in procuring equipment and materials for and construct-
ing said service connectlon, and until such sum shall have been
so deposited, Metropolitan shall not undertake the construction
of said service connection; provided, that Metropolitan may pur-
chase valve and meter equipment for said service connection in
advance of saild depositing of money wilth Metropclitan by Foot-
hill, it being understood that Foothlill will not have funds for
such deposit until after bonds have been sold.

6. Upon completion of the construction of said service
connection, Metropolitan shall render to Foothlll a statement of
all costs incurred by Metropolitan in procuring equipment and
materials for and constructing sald service connection; if such
costs shall exceed the sum of money theretofore deposited by
Foothill with Metropolitan as provided hereinbefore 1n Article
5, Foothill promptly shall pay to Metropolitan the amount by
which such costs shall exceed such deposit; and if such costs
shall be less than the said sum of money so deposited, any un-
expended balance of such deposit shall be returned by Metropoli-
tan to Foothill.

7. FPFoothill shall grant, or cause to be granted, to Met-
ropolitan, such permanent easement as may be necessary for the
construction, reconstruction, operation, malntenance, repair,
and removal of the portion of said service connection to be
owned, operated, maintained, and controlled by Metropolitan, in,
over, through, and under a parcel of land, the location and di-
mensions of which parcel of land shall be adequate for saild pur-
poses as determined by the General Manager and Chief Engineer
of Metropolitan, and which easement shall be in form satisfac-
tory to the General Counsel of Metropolitan.
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8. The authorization to construct said service connec-
tlon in the manner and subject to the terms and conditions set
forth in this rescliution shall not become effective until:

a. Foothill shall have requested Metropolitan that
sald service connection be constructed in the manner and upon
the terms and condltions prescribed in this resolution, said
request by Foothill to be in form satisfactory to the General
Counsel of Metropolitan; and

b. Foothlll shall have deposited with Metropolltan
the sum of money estimated to be sufficient to cover the costs
to be incurred by Metropolitan ln procuring equipment and ma-
terials for and in constructing said service connection in ac-
cordance with the provisions of this resolution; provided,
that the valve and meter equipment for sald service connection
may be purchased by Metropolitan prior to the making of such
deposit, but immedlately upon the sale and delivery of bonds
heretofore authorized by the voters of Foothill to be issued,
Foothill shall make such deposit; and

¢. Foothill shall have requested Metropolitan, said
request to be in form satisfactory to the General Counsel of
Metropolitan:

(1) That upon completion of saild service con-
nection and Installatlon of said control valve or control valves
and sald check valve or check valves to be 1nstalled by Foot-
hill, and upon request in writing by the Secretary of Foothlll
for commencement of service, water be supplied to Foothill for
use within the corporate area of Foothill, Iin accordance with
the provisions of the Metropolltan Water Dlstrict Act and the
rules and regulations of Metropolitan governing such service
and that, except at times when Metropolltan shall consider it
necessary to Interrupt or curtall the service of water through
said service connection or except during such time as Metro-
politan shall be requested by Foothill to suspend such service,
sald request to be expressed in writing by the Secretary of
Foothill, the shut-off valve or valves under Metropolitan's -
control shall be opened and kept open at all times so that
there will be delivered to Foothill, for use within the corpo-
rate area of Foothlill, the full quantity of water that will
flow through the meter whenever the control wvalve or control
valves under the control of Foothilll are not operated to re-
strict or suspend such flow; and
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(2) That Metropolitan shall bill Foothill for
all water so dellvered through said service connection; and

d. Foothill shall have agreed to pay Metropolitan
for all water delivered in accordance with sald request made by
goothill as required by the lmmedlately preceding sub-paragraph

"

¢" hereof, said agreement by Foothill to pay for such water to
be in form satisfactory to the General Counsel of Metropolitan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the General Manager and Chief
Engineer of Metropolitan be, and he hereby is, authorized to
execute on behalf of Metropolitan any agreement or agreements
necessary or proper to be entered Into between Metropolitan and
Focothlill iIn order to provide for the construction of sald serv-
ice connection in the manner and subject to the terms and condi-
tions set forth in thils resolution, and that the Executive Sec-
retary be, and he hereby is, directed to attest the signature of
sald General Manager and Chlef Engineer and to affix the corpo-
rate seal of Metropolitan to such agreement or agreements; pro-
vided, that each such agreement shall be in form approved by the
General Counsel of Metropolitan.

1 HEREBY CERTIFY, that the foregolng is a full, true, and
correct copy of a resolutlon adopted by the Board of Dlrectors
of The Metropoclitan Water District of Southern California, at
its meeting held November 10, 1953,
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:»$‘W " Foothill Municipal Water District'

: Eg%\‘m"' 5.15 . ) 341 FOOTHILL BOULEVARD
R:;kl;;;.;;\;“{‘;ﬁ _ . LA CANADA, CALIFORNIA
“onnan® . . . DIRECTORS
PRESIDENT . . ' FIRST oivision: JOSEPH H, TUMBACH
JOSEPH H. TUMBACH : ’ . * SeEcoND owvision: W. VIRGIL SPAULDING
BECRETARY - . i ) " THIRO Diviston: J. CLIFFORD ARGUE
E. D. RICHARDS . Altadena, C‘:?.lif ., June 5, 1954 rourt ovision: NELSON HAYWARD
’ FIFTH, Division: ROBERT E. WILLIAMS
. APPROVED . REFERRZD TO | DATE
by the Board of Directons of et | O/
.. The Metropolitan Water Distri ' Hemasermcra ———— 7
’ of Southern C3lifornia %{‘{?f&/nw
Mr. Robert RB. Diemer, - ""“’“‘“‘W e —
Genersl Manager & Chief Engineer, 7. .(Ei;ékzv\'
Metropolitsn Water District. Esecvtive Secowray ' :
« ‘ | G
Dear Mr. Diemer:
The matter of deferring installation of 2 service Connec-
tion for this District near the intersection of ‘Seco Street
and-Rosemont Avenue in Pasadena which we discuseed verb-
ally was presented to our Board of Directors and it was
agreed I should inform you that the installstion, might
well be deferred until November of this ye&ar..
In the discussion I was authorized to request your consid-
eration of an swvwnlication on our part to your Board of
¢y Directors that Metropolitan sssume the cost of the con-
\)nection and metering facilities~- this, having fully in
SX) mind provisions of the Resolution of your Roard consenting
0 © to the annexation of our Distriet, more varticularly Sec-
QS~ tion 4 of the Resolution.

The reason’ for considering.making'such a request is this:

In the preliminary discussions of the project with your
esteemed predecessor as General Manager & Chief Engineer,
Mr, Julien Hinds, we understood our District would hsve
to meet the major costs of works necessary to bring water
© to.our territory; but it was thought Metrovwolitan would
- meet the cost of the items in question, which was the
custom at that time. '

The writer assumes nersonal responsibility for fasilure to -

relse the question at the time of our annexation, confes-
9ing frankly that attailning the goal-annex ation-over-
shadowed - =11 minor details. '

If you, as General Menager & Chief Engineer, do not con-
sider such a request of your Roard proper snd in order
we will drov it. '

Py

, /7
& ’-//-——_‘—'_‘

(

Cordially, \/

' . . ~PFecident :
Altadena « Flintridge . %a Cpnada « La Crescenta

Y A
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¢ te. - Prosident 5 Bt ,
Foothdll Yuniespal Wpter District Pl » "
341 Foothill Eoulevegrd - v.: Y L vl
.. La Canada, Californis b SRR SR 35
L P 4 .S' . . bt o ,'."*.4 " ‘ '“':3"‘:'-‘0
T Loar Fire Tursbachg:. .o 450,20
Referonco is made Lo year lotter of June 850000
Yoo 1956 ptating thet Poothill bistrictts Doard of Direcvors - ~
. vesently agread that the installation of the sorvice - T
' conncction gt Seco Jtreet and Rosemont Avouue in Pasadena
might woll be deforped until - ngxt leverber, and alge ..
stating that Feathill District's Board Lad guthorisad you
- To request that Metrepoliten District asgums the cosbaf.
tha connogtion, couplets with setaring taciuuep.‘;p 0y« . ;
DL I . I om pleased to inform you that at the regting
on dune 9, 1954, Motropelitan District's Doord of oo
Birosztors consic’lorud your roquest and authorized the con-
struction of tho conneotion gt Fotropolitan Distriotls -
cxpensas I trust that this is satisfactory to youe. i
Tyoas

. Very truly yours, T
s . ' . . .n'.} L.

V\

o0

o7

L

- - Robert Be Dicuor '
Conerdl Managor and Chief Engineoy
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Foothill M,W.D. Connection

Rosemont and Seco - Upper feeder Sta. 32#8*92 .%g,;¢'a :
i - Work Order Number 2721-D EARSY ..‘ww;;;fy.;;,
R Y RIS St el DL D

4dost Estimate Summary

o - | o Unit oo
BRLAT) . e, [ e v (e 1 te
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G falves o ns L Tl i 29500400 b
2 Plpe & fittings - . L8, .“f;_"ﬁytgﬁwqu;;:u;,“-"‘g,hﬁf “&1 500. oow*~ﬁ

A0 Misc.. metala-- T B L, et 400400 50‘
"‘, }\ ‘i'* A ,0 ,.tl‘“ l ""." B i . K T .“"'.
O : g R AR el .,'-‘fl'.:'. : K
' Installation | .'y““,' R 500 00"

'L‘ "o

Unwatering Feeder L.S. - , - 630.00 -
Total direct cost , ' $ 8,000.00

) | Engr. & Cont. at 10% : '.,' , o .. - 800, OO 17

Connection char . e ¥f~”x‘bVﬁvéﬁ‘”>:.ﬁln'”‘- e 3‘33
. - T . : $ 9 800. 00
JPARE Admin. & OH at 15% . ,510 00

“11,270.00 ¥,
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Board Meeting Minute 15721
June 9, 1954
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MINUTES
REGULAR MEETING OF THE
BOARD OF DIRECTORS
THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
JUNE 9, 1954

15702 The Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water Dis-
triet of Southern California met, in Regular Session, in the
Directors' Room at 306 West Third Street, Los Angeles, California,

on Wednesday, June 9, 195k, the second Tuesday, June 8, 1954,
falling upon a holiday.

The Meeting was called to order by Chairman Jensen at
1:31 p. m.

15703 Secretary Hellbron called the roll. Those answering
present were: Directors Allen (Glenn P.), Anderson, Chase,
Crawford, Fischer, Haggott, Hapgood, Hellbron, Holmgren, Jensen,
Kohlenberger, Leedom, Nelson, Pontlus, Ramboz, Reynolds, and
Stiles. Those not answering present were: Directors Allen (A. H.),
Austin, Butler, Crary, Cravath, Farrar, Jones, Long, Mills,
Rossetti, Stevens, and Walker. :

The Chair declared a quorum present.

15704 There being no obJjection, the Chalr ordered the Minutes
of the Adjourned Regular Meetings held May 18 and June 1, 1954,
not read, and approved as mailed to each Director.

15705 The Chair announced that information had been received
that Director Jones was confined to his home by illness; and
welcomed Director Ramboz on his recovery and return following an
operation.

15706 The Chalir announced that following adjournment of this
Meeting an informal discussion of the Feather River Project would
be held.

15707 The Chaif presented and introduced Mr. Gilbert F. Nel-
son, Deputy Attorney General assigned to the Colorado River Board
of California.

15708 The report of the operations of the Distrlict during the
month of May, 1954, signed, Robert B. Diemer, General Manager
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this Districet for a connection); and recommending that the au-
thority to install a service connection near Station 400+38 of
the Orange County Feeder, for delivery of water to the Walnut
Mutual Water Company and the Walnut Valley Water Distrlct areas
of the Pomona Valley Municipal Water District (authorized July
14, 1953, Item 15120), be enlarged to include provisions to

serve the Rowland County Water District area subject to the
reservations and restrictions previously adopted with regard to
the service of water to the Pomona Valley Municlpal Water Dis-
trict from the Orange County Feeder (adopted July 13, 1951,

Item 13768) and to the established practice, requiring reimburse-
ment of the cost to this District and the depositing of funds for
the purpose, and the ownership, operation, and maintenance of the
connection by this District, was read.

The letter bore a notation of approval by the Engineer-
ing and Operations Committee.

It was moved by Director Stiles, seconded by Direc-
tor Pontius, and carried, that Resolution 5429 be adopted, au-
thorizing the construction of the service connection in the man-
ner and pursuant to the terms and conditions specifically set
forth; and authorizing the General Manager and Chlef Engineer to
execute any necessary agreements for the purpose and the Execu-
tive Secretary to attest his signature.

15720 A letter, signed, Robert B. Diemer, General Manager and
Chief Engineer, addressed to the Board of Directors, dated June

9, 1954, presenting, with the recommendation that it be approved,
a form of agreement between The Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California and Mund, McLaurin & Company, covering the
furnishing of the services of an insurance analyst, was read.

The letter bore a notation of approval on behalf of the
Finance and Insurance Committee. .

It was moved by Director Reynolds, seconded by Direc-
tor Kohlenberger, and carried, that Resolution 4430 be adopted,
approving the contract and authorizing its endorsement to that
effect and its filing in the Office of the Executive Secretary;
and authorizing the General Manager and Chief Engineer to exe-
cute the contract on behalf of the District, in substantially
the form approved and filed, and the Executive Secretary to at-
test his signature.

15721 On behalf of the Water Problems and Public Relations
Committee, Director Crawford reported that the Committee had
considered the request of J. H. Tumbach, President of the Foot-
hill Municipal Water District, submitted in a letter to the
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General Manager and Chief Engineer (dated June 5, 1954), that
this District construct a connection to serve the Foothill
Municipal Water District near the intersection of Seco Street
and Rosemont Avenue in the City of Pasadena, and submitted
the recommendation of the Committee that the construction of
the connection be authorized at an estimated cost of $21,000;
and so moved.

General Manager and Chlef Engineer Diemer endorsed
‘ the recommendation of the Committee.

The motion was seconded by Director Holmgren and car-
ried.

15722 The report of the Controller's Office for the month
of May, 1954, signed, A. W. McKinlay, addressed to the Board
of Directors, dated June 9, 1954, was presented.

Following an oral summary by the Controller, there be-
ing no objection, the Chalr ordered the report filed.

15723 There being no obJjection, at the request of the Chair,
Controller McKinlay distributed to each Director present, and
read and discussed a copy of a letter signed by him, addressed
to the Board of Directors, dated June 4, 1954, submitting for
approval the estimated budget of expenditures from tax funds
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1955, amounting to
$26,987,000, and stating that the letter had been approved by
the General Counsel and the General Manager and Chief Engineer.

Finance and Insurance Committee Chairman Nelson re-
ported that the letter of the Controller contalning the budget
of the District for the fiscal year 1954-55 had been reviewed
and approved by the Committee.

It was moved by Director Nelson, seconded by Director
Crawford, and carried, that the budget as submitted by the con-
troller and approved by the Finance and Insurance Committee be
approved.

15724 Estimate and Authority X55 (1954-1955) authorizing
the operation and maintenance of the Aqueduct from July 1, 1954,
to June 30, 1955 at an estimated cost of $2,873,500 (considera-
tion deferred and information ordered sent to each Director,
May 18, 1954, Item 15678), was read.

It was moved by Director Stiles, seconded by Director
Kohlenberger, and carried, that Estimate and Authority X55 be
approved.

345
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Diemer Letter

June 28, 1954



oL 11/17/2025 EQT\Commmee Meeting 6¢ Attachment l,éﬁsgl‘gk)f203

/”1 4 { \/ - ;T ’)
” -~ v - '
C}/W P ! 7, '.[:'I.""\' l/—/'u-a S . N
) D T A
) ~0§<
THE METRO @ VINZV ,%l"\iER DISTRICT
OF$ k' ¢ *Fgﬁgna
LOS Angﬁgag CAAIFORNIA
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GENERAL MANAGER AND CHIEF ENGINEER ‘%J‘C‘ﬂ_, =
APPROVED %,//WM d,
Board of Directors by the Roard of Directors of -
The Metropolitan Water District  The Metrooolion Water iisinct Cnay 4 @"?““" Covnnn,.
of Southern California - of Swhern Caffornia
Buildin g &t Ils mueeting nheid . 2:7/47;}4
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Gentlemen: Bacextive Socretary

There is submitted herewith for your consideration
and approval Estimate and Authority No. Z2-30 in the amount of
$21,000,00 to cover the cost of constructing one service connection
to Metropolltan's upper feeder at Seco Street and Rosemont Avenue
in Pasadena for service to Foothill Municipal Water District,
complete with turnout, shutoff valve, metering facilities, concrete
vaults therefor, required appurtenances, engineering, and contingencies.

Resolution 4164 fixing the terms and conditions for
annexation of Foothill Municipal Water District provides that all
feeder pipe lines, structures, connections, and other facilities
required for the delivery of water to the corporate area of Foothill,
from works owned or operated by Metropolitan, shall be constructed,
provided, and installed without cost or expense to Metropolitan, and
Metropolltan shall be under no obligation to provide, construct,
operate, or maintain such works. However, on June 9, 1954, on
recommendation by the Water Problems and Public Relations Committee,
the Board authorized construction of the service connection on the
basis that our District will pay the cost, estimated to be $21,000.00.

The action of the Board on June 9, 1954, also has the effect
of nullifying Resolution 4324 adopted November 10, 1953, authorizing
construction of the service connection at the expense of the Foothill
District,. '

It is recommended that Estimate and Authority No. 4-30 be
approved and that the aforementioned Resolution 4324 be rescinded.

Very truly yours,

¢ A

Robert B. Diemer
General Manager and Chief Engineer

Encl. 206
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Board Meeting and Repeal Resolution 4324
June 29, 1954
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MINUTES
ADJOURNED REGULAR MEETING OF THE
BOARD OF DIRECTORS
THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
JUNE 29, 1954

15742 The Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water Dis-
trict of Southern California met, in Adjourned Regular Meeting,
in the Directors' Room at 306 West Third Street, Los Angeles,
California, on Tuesday, June 29, 1954,

The Meeting was called to order by Chairman Jensen
at 1:32 p. m.

15743 Secretary Heilbron called the roll. Those answering
present were: Directors Allen (A. H.), Anderson, Butler,
Chase, Cravath, Farrar, Fischer, Haggott, Heilbron, Holmgren,
Jensen, Mills, Nelson, Pontius, Ramboz, and Reynolds. Those
not answering present were: Directors Allen (Glenn P.),
Austin, Crary, Crawford, Hapgood, Jones, Kohlenberger, Leedom,
Long, Rossettl, Stevens, Stiles, and Walker.

The Chalr declared a quorum present.

15744 There being no objection, the Chair ordered wailved
the reading of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting held June
9, 1954, a copy having been mailed to each Director.

Executive Secretary Gram announced that Director
Crawford should have been recorded as the mover of the motion
in Item 15733 instead of Director Cravath.

There being no objection, the Chair ordered the
Minutes, as so corrected, approved as malled to each Direc-
tor.

15745 The Chalr introduced Mr, Fox Case, recently engag-
ed by the Colorado River Association in the capacity of Pub-
lic Relations Executive.

15746 A letter, signed, Robert B, Diemer, General Manag-
er and Chief Engineer, addressed to the Board of Directors,
dated June 28, 1954, submitting for acceptance eleven instru-
ments relating to rights of way acquired for the Lower Feeder,
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the disposition of the other bids received, and the approval
of the United Pacifie Insurance Company as surety on the
bonds to be furnished, was read.

The letter bore a notation of approval by the En-
glneering and Operations Committee to the effect that the
recommendations be approved subject to action by the Board of
Water and Power Commissioners of the City of Los Angeles with
regard to sharing in the costs.

General Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer reported
that the Board of Water and Power Commissioners of the City
of Los Angeles had approved the contract for Joint construc-
tion of the pipe line which, however, related only to a por-
tlion of the work included in the recommendations under con-
sideration.

: It was moved by Director Butler, seconded by Direc-
tor Leedom, and carried, that the recommendations of the Gen-
eral Manager and Chief Englineer be approved and that Resolu-
tion 4451 be adopted, accepting the bid and awarding the con-
tract to the F, W. Case Corporation and Hood Construction Com-
pany, Jjoint venturers, and authorizing its execution by the
General Manager and Chief Engineer and the attesting of his
signature by the Executlve Secretary; ordering the disposition
of the checks accompanying the bids and of the other bids re-
ceived; and authorizing the General Manager and Chief Engineer
to approve the United Pacific Insurance Company and the Ameri-
can Surety Company of New York as sureties on the bonds to be
furnished by the contractor.

15756 A letter, signed, Robert B. Diemer, General Manager
and Chief Engineer, addressed to the Board of Directors, dat-
ed June 28, 1954, submitting with the recommendation that it
be approved, Estimate and Authority Z-30, authorizing the con-
struction of a service connection from the Upper Feeder at
Seco Street and Rosemont Avenue 1n the City of Pasadena to
serve the Foothill Municipal Water District at an estimated
cost of $21,000; and recommending further that Resolution 4324
previously authorizing the construction (November 10, 1953,
Item 15345) of the same service connection at the expense of
the Foothill Municipal Water District be rescinded, was read.

The letter bore a notation of approval by the Engi-
neering and Operations Committee.

It was moved by Director Nelson, seconded by Direc-
tor Chase, and carried, that Estimate and Authority Z-30 be
approved as recommended and that Resolution 4324 be rescinded.
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RESOLUTION 4324

WHEREAS, Foothill Municipal Wa
after designated as "Foothill", by 1le
1953, signed by i1ts Secretary, ha
for a service connection to be ¢
feeder of The Metropolitan Water
fornia, hereinafter designated s

Lxce copﬁection be
d\wl ut cost to
% in the man-

WHEREAS, 1t 1s propd
constructed at the expeg;

Sl 3 the construction,
in the manner hereinafter provid‘ of service connec-
tion described in the recitals ' b&, and such construc-
tion hereby is, authorized on behal af Metropolitan, subject
to the following terms and conditiol to-wit

1. Said service connection shall be located on the up-
per feeder of Metropolitan at such point at or near the inter-
section of Seco Street and Rosemont Avenue, in the City of
Pasadena, as may be mutually agreed upon by the Secretary of
Foothill and the General Manager and Chief Engineer of Metro-
politan.

2. Sald service connection shall be constructed in ac-
cordance with plans and specifications approved by the General
Manager and Chief Englneer of Metropolitan and by the Secretary
of Foothill. The turnout from the upper feeder pipe line and
the shut-off valve structure of saild service connection, to-
gether with all appurtenant parts of said service connection ex-
tending from the turnout to and including the coupling immedi-
ately downstream from said shut-off valve structure, shall be
constructed.by Metropolitan, and the remainder of said service
connection shall be constructed by Foothill; provided, that
such construction by Foothill shall be subject to inspection
and approval by Metropolitan. All equipment and materilals
required for constructing the portion of said service connec-
tion to be constructed by Metropolitan, together with the
venturli tube, flow meter, and accessories to be installed by
Foothill, shall be purchased by Metropolitan in 1ts customary
manner, or Metropolitan may utilize therefor suitable equip-
ment and materials on hand.

3. All costs of procuring equipment and materials for
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and constructing sald service connection shall be borne by
Foothill, and all such costs incurred by Metropolitan shall

be paid or reimbursed to Metropolitan by Foothlill as herein
provided. Sald costs so to be paid or reimbursed to Metro-
politan shall include the costs of all equipment and materi-
als 80 procured or utilized by Metropolitan therefor, the
costs of all applicable labor and taxes incurred by Metropoli-
tan, and all other direct costs incurred by Metropolitan, all
said costs to be determined in accordance with the methods of
cost aceounting customarily employed by Metropolitan, plus the
cost of general administrative services and overhead expense
of Metropolitan herein stated and agreed to be an amount equal
to fifteen per centum of the aggregate of sald direct costs.
All costs incurred by Metropolitan and so to be borne by Foot-
hill shall be audited and certified in accordance with the cus-
tomary practice of Metropolitan.

L4, Said service connection shall include the facilitiles
for diversion of water from Metropolitan's upper feeder and for
delivery of such water into the distribution system of Foothlll;
sald facllities shall consist of a shut-off valve and branch
plpe connected to Metropolitan's upper feeder, and a meter
equlpped with indicating, recording, and totallzing instruments,
together with appropriate piping, fittings, and other appur-
tenances; said meter and valve shall be housed in ventilated,
reinforced concrete vaults, and salid meter instruments shall be
provided with a suitable weatherproof metal cabinet. The por-
tion of sald service connection up to and including the coupling
immediately downstream from the shut-off valve structure, to be
constructed by Metropolitan as hereinbefore provided in Article
2, shall be and become the property of Metropolitan and shall
be operated, maintained, and controlled by Metropolitan. The
remainder of said service connection, including sald venturi
tube, connecting with the pipe line through which Foothill will
receive water delivered through salid service connection, and
also including the flow meter with appurtenant instruments, and
cabinets therefor, constituting part of the equipment to be pre-
cured by Metropolitan as hereinbefore provided in Article 2,
shall be and become the property of Foothlll and shall be oper-
ated, maintained, and controlled by Foothill; provided, that
Metropolitan shall have the privilege of inspecting said venturl
tube, flow meter, and appurtenant instruments, and of testing
the accuracy thereof at any appropriate time, such inspecting
and testing performed at the election of Metropolitan to be at
Metropolitan's expense; provided, further, that all expense of
repalring and maintaining said venturl tube, flow meter, and
appurtenant instruments to an accuracy consistent with the rules
and regulations of Metropolitan governing service of water shall
be borne by Foothill. On sald pipe line through which Foothill
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will receive water so delivered there shall be a control valve

or control valves and a check valve or check valves for preventing
backflow from the distributlion system of Foothill into Metro-
politan's said upper feeder, sald control valve or control

valves and sald check valve or check valves to be installed,
owned, and controlled by Foothill.

5. The costs to be incurred by Metropolitan in procur-
ing equipment and materilals for and constructing salid service
connection shall be estimated by the General Manager and Chief
Engineer of Metropolitan, who shall inform the Secretary of
Foothill regarding the amount of such estimate. A sum of money
equal to the amount of such estimate shall be deposited with
Metropolitan by Foothlill, and shall be held and used by Metro-
politan as trust funds to defray the costs incurred by Metro-
politan in procuring equipment and materials for and construct-
ing sald service connection, and until such sum shall have been
80 deposited, Metropolitan shall not undertake the construction
of sald service connection; provided, that Metropolitan may pur-
chase valve and meter equipment for said service connection in
advance of said depositing of money with Metropolitan by Foot-
hill, it belng understood that Foothill will not have funds for
such deposit until after bonds have been sold.

6. Upon completion of the construction of said service con-
nection, Metropolitan shall render to Foothill a statement of all
costs incurred by Metropolitan in procuring equipment and materi-
als for and constructing saild service connection; if such costs
shall exceed the sum of money theretofore deposited by Foothill
with Metropolitan as provided hereinbefore in Article 5, Foothill
promptly shall pay to Metropolitan the amount by which such costs
shall exceed such deposlt; and 1if such costs shall be less than
the said sum of money so deposited, any unexpended balance of such
deposit shall be returned by Metropolitan to Foothill.

7. Poothill shall grant, or cause to be granted, to Metro-
politan, such permanent easement as may be necessary for the con-
struction, reconstruction, operation, maintenance, repair, and
removal of the portion of said service connection to be owned,
operated, maintained, and controlled by Metropolitan, in, over,
through, and under a parcel of land, the location and dimensions
of which parcel of land shall be adequate for said purposes as
determined by the General Manager and Chlef Engineer of Metro-
politan, and which easement shall be in form satisfactory to the
General Counsel of Metropolitan.

8. The authorization to construct sald service connection
in the manner and subject to the terms and conditions set forth
in this resolution shall not become effective until:
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a. Foothlll shall have requested Metropolitan that
sald service connectlon be constructed in the manner and up-
on the terms and conditions prescribed in this resolution,
said request by Foothill to be in form satisfactory to the Gen-
eral Counsel of Metropolitan; and

b. PFoothill shall have deposited with Metropolitan
the sum of money estimated to be sufficient to cover the costs
to be incurred by Metropolitan in procuring equipment and ma-
terlals for and in constructing sald service connection in ac-
cordance with the provisions of this resolution; provided, that
the valve and meter equipment for said service connection may
be purchased by Metropolitan prior to the making of such depos-
it, but immediately upon the sale and delivery of bonds here-
tofore authorized by the voters of Foothill to be issued, Foot-
hill shall make such deposit; and

¢. Foothill shall have requested Metropolitan, said
request to be in form satisfactory to the General Counsel of
Metropolitan:

(1) That upon completion of said service connec-
tion and installation of said control valve or control valves
and said check valve or check valves to be installed by Foot-
hi1l, and upon request in writing by the Secretary of Foothill
for commencement of service, water be supplied to Foothill for
use within the corporate area of Foothill, in accordance with
the provisions of the Metropolitan Water District Act and the
rules and regulations of Metropolitan governing such service
and that, except at times when Metropolitan shall consider it
necessary to interrupt or curtall the service of water through
said service connection or except durlng such time as Metropolil-
tan shall be requested by Foothill to suspend such service,
said request to be expressed in writing by the Secretary of
Foothill, the shut-off valve or valves under Metropolitan's con-
trol shall be opened and kept open at all times so that there
will be delivered to Foothill, for use within the corporate
area of Foothill, the full quantity of water that will flow
through the meter whenever the control valve or control valves
under the control of Foothlll are not operated to restrict or
suspend such flow; and

(2) That Metropolitan shall bill Foothill for
all water so delivered through said service connection; and

d. Foothill shall have agreed to pay Metropolitan for
all water delivered in accordance with sald request made by
Foothlll as required by the immediately preceding sub-paragraph

" n

¢’ hereof, said agreement by Foothill to pay for such water to
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be in form satisfactory to the General Counsel of Metropoli-
tan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the General Manager and
Chief Engineer of Metropolitan be, and he hereby is, author-
ized to execute on behalf of Metropolitan any agreement or
agreements necessary or proper to be entered into between
Metropolitan and Foothlll in order to provide for the con-
struction of said service connection in the manner and sub-
Ject to the terms and conditions set forth in this resolu-
tion, and that the Executive Secretary be, and he hereby is,
directed to attest the signature of sald General Manager and
Chief Engineer and to affix the corporate seal of Metropoli-
tan to such agreement or agreements; provided, that each such
agreement shall be in form approved by the General Counsel of
Metropolitan.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing resolution was adopt-
ed by the Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California on November 10, 1953.

e el Olrre g

A
Secretary of the Board of Directors
of The Metropolitan Water District

of Southern California
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Foothill Letter
March 15, 1959
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FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

La Canada, California
March 15, 1959

Mr. Rébert Diemér;
General Manager & Chief Engineer
- The Metropolitan Water District
Gentlemen: . ‘ | o

This is to request that Foothill Municipal Water District be
~,reimbursed by Metropolitan Water District for the cost of.g_pgggigg.”
of the pipeline connecting facilities of Foothill Municipal Water
‘District with the Upper Feeder of Metropolitan Water District, to.
wits o .. | ,
| THE SUM.OE $149,940.35; in COnsideration qf.which Foothill
Municipal Water District Will convey to Metropolitan Water District.
.title to the portion of the Foothill Municipal Wéter.District.' ‘
pipeline.in'question. This pértionlof the pipeliné is 6759 feet .
long.and cdnsisﬁS'of 24,1.97 feet of 36'i and 6517;11 feet.of.Bév,
steel cylinder coﬁcrete pipe. It exﬁendg nﬁfthwardly from a .
-manhole connection on‘tﬁe Upper Feeder at Rosemont and SeCO'Stregt
‘in the'City of Pasadena to the Arroyé Pumping Plant of Foothill
Municipal Water District, loqated on Rosemont Avenue near its
intersection with Howard Street,'élsb in Pasadena. Thié.is not the
boundary~lihe.oijoothill Municipal Water District. . |

(NOTE:. Where'“Metropolitan" appears herein'it refers to

Metropolitan Water District and "Foothill" refers
to Foothill Municipal Water District.)
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From this Foothill-Pumping.Plant 2 trunklines diverge, one
going eastwardly towérd Altadena, the other westwardly to La Canada
and La Crescenta. The Altadena liﬁe is approximately 11,240 feet
long, of which 6800 feet lies in the Ciﬁy of .Pasadena, and the
La Canada-La‘Crescenta lines are approximately 31,332'feet‘long, of
which 3600 feet lies in the City of Pasadenaf The total distance
from the Metropolitan Aqueduct to Foothill territ&ry is'13,559 feet
on the Altadena (east) side and 10,359 feet on the La Canada - La

Crescenta (west) side of Arroya Seco.

We emphasize that purchase by Metropolitan of the pipeline for

which reimbursement is asked WILL NOT reimburse Foothill for the

cost of the whole line from the Upper Feeder to Foothili territory.

From the foregoing review of distance and from examination of
accompanying map;'it will be observed the payment requested would
' cover the cost of a comparatively small portion of the lines built
to brlng Metropolltan water to Foothill boundaries.

That portion, 6759 feet of 36" and 39" lines for which reim-
bursement is requested lies entirely within the boundarleq of the
Clty of Pasadena, outside Foothlll terr}tory. It is now and always'
-has been under Metropolitan controi,' The metering facilities ‘are
installed in it, in a locked vault, to which Foothill haé no~éccess,
the key being held by Metropolitan personnel. |

Reasons~f§r requesting the Repayment. ‘
Whén the promotefs of Foothill were negotiatihg for admission to
Metropolitan we Qere informed that while Metropolitan had thereto-

fore paid the cost of pipelines from Metropolitan -facilities to the
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" border of annexing territory, it had now been determined that.future
annexétions‘would be considered only on the Basis of the annexing -
territory paying such coéts; it would be, in effect, a "come and

get it" deal.

Later on, when the cosﬁ of the immediate connection itself was'
being discussed (the cost was’estimated.to us at $40,000.00), we
reminded General Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer, that his
predecessor, Mr. Julian Hinds, told us Metropolitan MIGHT- perhaps
assume this connection-cost. 'Whereupon Mr. Diemer recommended and
.fhe Board of Directors approved of the District®s assuming this
cost which, by the way, we now understand was abogt $15,000.00.

This is the only expenditure Metropolitan ever made for the benefit

of the annexation of. Foothill, whose obligation for back taxes and
interest was $h,73u,000.00. (20th.Annual ﬁeport,.Page 150).
Evidence now available to us aé a member of Metfopolipan.points
the fact that at the time Foothill was annexed (January 1953),
Mefropolitan was still opérating on the basis of the doétrine
embodied in a letter to the Board of Directors under date July 6,
1949, by Franklin Thomas, as Chairman of the Water Problems and
Public Relations Committee, which concludes: .
"Consideration was also given.to the matter of expenditures

for the purpose of construction of works necessary to
accomplish delivery of water to annexing areas, but it was

concluded that, because of the fact that each area presents
a different geographical and physical problem, no rigid
policy- should be expressed, and that each situation should
be examined on its merits." (Underscoring is ours.)
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We now learn further, that it was not until July.lk, 1953,
six months after Foothill was anhexed under the "come and get it"
terms, that Resolution #4249 was adopted, in which résolution.We :

read:

"BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of The
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California,
that it be declared to be the intent of this Board

that .all future annexations to. the Metropolitan Water
-District be based on the principle that this District

shall not be obligated to provide additional works or.
facilities, necessitated by such future annexations,
for the delivery of water from works owned and operated
. by the District." (Underscoring is ours).

Prev1ous thereto, that is to say prior to July 14, 1953, the
pollcy had been to build connectlng ‘pipelines at Metropolitan
expense to the boundaries (or borders), of annexing areas as has.
been said. Notable examples of this péliéy were the anhexatiohs |
of Coastal Municipal Water District, San Diego; West Basin, Pomona,
Eastern, Chino Basin and Orange County Municipal districts. This
~and any other refereﬁce to these several districts and to contri-
Butions made toward making Métropolitan water available tq them is
not to be read as criticism of the policy nor as unfriendliness to
the areas. It is made solely, entirely and dompleteiy to'bring'

into prominence the faét.that~§oothill Municipal Water District was

‘not_treated the same as were these other annexing districts and as

some of these and other districts and consumers are presently being

treated.
Nor can it be said that the exception unfavofable to Foothill

-was and is being made because of the amount being pledged and paid
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for payment of back taxes. The obligations assumed for back taxes

on the orlglnal areas plus annexatlons to the orlglnal areas to

January 1, 1953, based on Table #hO
are - as follows:

Coastal Municipal . .
Orange County Municipal
San Diego Authority . .
West Basin + « . .
Pomona . .
FOOTHILL .
Eastern . .
Chino Basin

(* Includes cost of portion of

It was the original purpose to

pages lh6-7 of the 1957 Report

. $ 1,442,650
. 20,064,000
. 14,289,797
L '15,353,500*
« 5, 5%? ’ 888 .
) ;‘{-;;319~;f@5—0~
. 5,405,100

e ©¢ 6 e o o » o
e o o o o o o o
e © © 6 o o e o
o o © s 0 o o e

the Inglewood lateral)
list with ‘the tabulation of -

annexatlon charges pledged (or paid) the amount of amounts contrl-

buted or paid by Metropolitan for exten51on of plpellnes and

facilities for serving the newly annexed areas. Exhaustive

research of the annual reports shows'it.will involve a tremendous

lot of time and work to prepare such a tabulation; and experience

prompts the belief that probably no

one would read it if it was

prepared. And even a casual review of the annual reports. piainly ~

shows that in every instance, Metropolltan contributed toward or

pald the entire cost of the needed fac111t1es—--1n every instance

save for Foothlll.

So, too; the fact was-Widely publicised recently that Metro-.

politan, dlsregardlng the "eome and get it" rule adopted July 14,

1953, proposed to pay one-third the

cost, some flve and one-half

millions of dollars, O£~the pipeline that would be,needed to carry
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water to their boundaries had the San Berngrdino annexation election ,
carried. It is readily understood that there were other motives
involved in tﬁat projept and offer; but the fact remains that it
was proposed here to again disreégard the "come and geﬁ it"
principle adopted after Foothill was annexed.and~thch was presented -
as a reason for not contributing at the time to.the cost of |
delivering water to Fdothili boundaries.

| Again: Metropolitan.has paid for and according to reports ié
planning to expend millions of dollars for installation. of pipeline
facilities to furnish raw water for recharging certain depleted
. undergrouhd'stofagé basiné ip both Lds Angeles and Orange Cqunties,
néne of which will inure to the benefit of'FObthill,'whose under-
ground basins.afe also depleted. |

It is understandabie.that such measures have-merit-;evén though

.ﬁhe water is furnished at what Métropolitdn must consider a-loss,.
.if the 25% increases recently made in the:pricés charged for Water
are justifiédﬁ‘but here, too, we find a départurevfrom tﬁe “coﬁe
and get it"'policy under which Foothill was annexed. Metropolitan
proposes, or has already contracted, to build and pay fpr.lines.aﬁd

facilities needed to make delivery of -such basin-replenishing -

waters; and'Foothill¥wil;Thélp pay for them. .

So, too, will Foothill help to pay for the additional facili-
ties’being‘installed'to increase deliveries to our friends in San
Diego{ Here the.édded facilities being paid for'by~Metropolitan

will make great quantities of additional water available, not'only ’
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to the borders of -the original territory, bdt, according to announce-
ments as we.-read them, as much as nearly six (6) miles inside

Authority territory. And it might be added, much of this;gdditional

waser being so made available, will service many thousands_of acres

of territory annexed to the Authority siﬁce Foothill came in.
| | ' - mm e % mde oo la '

We hope it is not unseemly in this discussion to call attention
also‘to the fact that Foothill -is probably the.oniy Municipal Water
District in tﬁe Metropolitan family to serve all of its existing.'
'retall entities W1th Metropolltan water through one single
connection (on the Upper Feeder). There are seven of these retail
entities, one of which now pays $46.00 per acre foot to Foothill
for Metropolitan water which it.(Foothill) has pumped from an
elevation of 800 feet in Arroya Seco to 1600 feet and which this
entlty in turn pumps-and delivers at an elevatlon of 2800 feet.

The Foothlll fa0111t1es installed to handle Metropol:tan water
have been accorded many complimentary comments for the excellence.
of.design and'construction. These facilities were constructed at
a cost of nearly one and three quarters millions of dollars, toward
which Metropolitan contributed nothing - as compared with some of
the mun;ficent contributions made and being made to and for the
benefit of'tHe other members. of the Metropolitan famiiy. : |

4 In the request now before you, you are asked to make such a
contribution in the sum of $1h9 9h0 35 - for whlch you will. be

_given title to plpellnes which would cost much more today. The sgm_



11/17/2025 EOT Comrmttee Meetmg 6¢ . : ‘QQAttachment 1, Pagé 69 of 203
,\\ l . :"":."::.‘ . . .

-8-

involved -is less than~one annual installment nayment of $157,800 on
~our back taxes:oblipanion of #4,734,000, on which we.have'alrpady
made payments to Metropolltan amounting to $789, 365 00 (20th Annual-
Report, Page 150)

In addltlon to the annual payment of w157 800 on back taxes -
Foothill also pald $140,527. OO for water used in the f1sca1 year.
' endlng June 30, 1958. ‘ | '

We hope that your Board will glve earnest cons1derat10n to
our request and you may be sure of our hearty cooperatlon w1th the
Dlstrlct in 1ts great problems of serv1ng water to all of the |

-southland.

Respecﬁfully submitted
. By authority of the,BQard of
: ~.Directors: :
/s/ Jos. H. Tumbach.
(Joso.'H° Tumbach) .-~ President’
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Diemer Letter

April 9, 1959
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April 14, 1959
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APPROVED
by the Board of Disectors ¢f
The Metropolitan Watsr Dictitel
of Soutkern California 257

. . ‘Im}d b__
MINUTES “';F > e
' Q-

REGULAR MEETING OF THE

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA .
APRIL 14, 1959

19495 The Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water Dis-
trict of Southern California met, in Regular Session, in the
Directors' Room at 306 West Third Street, Los Angeles, California,
on Tuesday, April 14, 1959,

19496 In the absence of Chairman Jensen, the Meeting was
called to order by Vice Chairman Butler at 10:35 a. m.

19497 Secretary Heillbron called the roll. Those answering
present were: Directors A. H. Allen, Aufdenkamp, Austin, Boylan,
Butler, Chase, Crawford, Dellmann, Farquhar, Fischer, Hayhurst,
Hayward, Heilbron, Hellis, Holmgren, Jones, Ramboz and Reynolds.

Those not answering present were: Directors Glenn P.
Allen, Anderson, Crary, Dietrich, Farrar, Hapgood, Jensen, Leedom,
Long, Mendenhall, Mills, Rossettl, Stevens, Stiles, Thompson,
Walker, Wheelock and York.

The Chalr declared a quorum present.

19498 The Chair ordered the Minutes of the Adjourned Regular
Meeting held March 24, 1959, corrected in the next to the last
paragraph of Item 19473 by the substitution of Director "Butler"
for Director "Jones", and as so amended, their approval, with-
out being read, as malled to each Director.

19499 Vice Chairman Butler presented to David H. Smith a pin
symbolical of his completion on March 27, 1959, of twenty years
as an employee.

19500 The report of the operations of the District during the
month of March, 1959, signed, Robert B. Diemer, General Manager
and Chief Engineer, addressed to the Board of Directors, dated
April 6, 1959, was presented.

Director Anderson took his seat at 10:40 a. m.

- 19501 General Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer requested that
Directors accompanying or sponsoring inspection trips endeavor to
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The letter bore a notation of approval by the Engineer-
ing and Operations Committee,. '

It was moved by Director Holmgren, seconded by Director
Chase, and carried, that Resolution 5485 be adopted, accepting
the bid of the Union 0i1 Company of California on furnishing gaso-
line and other petroleum products as specified in Request for
Bids P-1785, and that the other bids received be rejected; re-
jecting all of the bids received under Request for Bids P-1784
and authorizing readvertisement for bids; authorizing the General
Manager and Chlef Engineer to execute a purchase agreement wilth
the Union 0il1 Company of California for furnishing petroleum
products as specified 1n Request for Bids P-1785, and the Ex-
ecutive Secretary to attest his signature; and ordering that
copies of the specifications and the other communications re-
ferred to, be filed.

19511 Water Problems Committee Chairman Hayward submitted,

and moved the adoption of, the recommendation of the Committee:
that consideration of the letter of the General Manager and Chief
Engineer (previously sent to all Directors), recommending rejec-
tion of the offer of the Foothill Municipal Water District to
transfer 6759 feet of its pipe 1line connecting with the aqueduct
system in return for a reimbursement of $149,940.35, be made a
special order of business for final disposition at the regular
meeting of the Committee to be held on May 11, 1959, and that Mr.
Jos. H. Tumbach, Preslident of the Board of Directors of that Dis-
trict, be requested to send answers to the reasons given for the
rejection well in advance for study and circulation to the mem-
bers of the Committee.

The motion was seconded by Director Fischer----

- An amendment by Director Hellbron was accepted: that Mr,
Tumbach be invited to be present and present his views when the
matter is taken up for consideration,

An amendment by the Chair was accepted: that the con-
sideration of General Manager and Chlief Engineer Dlemer's letter
and Mr., Tumbach's answer be designhated a special order of business
for final disposition, both at the meeting of the Water Problems
Committee on May 11, and at the Regular Meeting of the Board of
Directors on the following day, May 12, 1959.

Amendments proposed by General Manager and Chief Engineer
Diemer were accepted: that Mr. Tumbach be requested to submit his
answers in writing and, when recelved, a copy be sent to each mem-
ber of the Water Problems Committee, together with a copy of his
original letter to General Manager and Chief Engineer Dlemer under
date of March 15, 1959, requesting reimbursement in consideration
of the conveyance of the pipe line, and of General Manager and
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Chief Engineer Diemer's letter to the Board of Directors under
date of April 9, 1959, recommending that the request be denied.
Thereupon, the motion, as amended, was carried.
Director Hayward requested that he be recorded as not
voting on the motion,

19512 A letter from General Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer
recommending: that Mr. Harry F. Jahn be found qualified to render
engineering services subsequent to his mandatory retirement, and
that his continued employment be authorized, beginning May 1, 1959,
was presinted. (Addressed to the Board of Directors, dated March
31, 1959 '

Director Austin, Vice Chairman of the Organization and
Personnel Commlttee, reported the approval of the Committee, and
moved the adoption of the recommendations.

The motion was seconded by Director Fischer, and carried.

19513 A letter from General Manager and Chlef Engilneer Diemer
announcing: that employee Harry G. Matthews will be required to
retire on April 30, 1959, and recommending that he be found quali-
fied to perform engineering services and his continued employment
be authorized effective May 1, 1959, was presented. (Addressed to
the Board of Directors, dated April 6, 1959)

Director Austin, Vice Chairman of the Organization and
Personnel Committee, reported its approval, and moved that the
recommendations be adopted.

The motion was seconded by Director Fischer, and carried.

19514 A letter from General Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer
reviewlng the regulations in effect governing the granting of
annual vacations; reporting the .practices of other public and of
private agencies in this regard; and

recommending that the regulations be amended to provide
that twenty working days of vacation be granted after twenty-two
years of continuous employment, was presented. (Addressed to the
Board of Directors, dated April 3, 1959)

Director Austin, Vice Chairman of the Organization and
Personnel Committee, reported the recommendation of the Committee
that conslideration of the communication be deferred to the next
meeting; and the Chair so ordered.

19515 A letter from General Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer
submitting, with the recommendation that it be approved, Estlimate
and Authority Y-34, Revision 1, increasing the authorization to
construct Schedule 80SC of the Lower Feeder pipe line by the ad-
dition of pressure control structures at an estimated cost of
$250,000, thereby increasing the total to $4,950,000, was pre-
sented. (Addressed to the Board of Directors, dated April 14, 1959)
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TN Foothill Municipal Water District
L SR %
HE i N 341 FOOTHILL BOULEVARD
€354 saunay 7 =
AN LA CANADA, CALIFORNIA
i LALIFGRO
ittt S YLVAN 0- 4 (u} 3 6

PRESIDENT
JOSEPH H. TUMBACH

E. D. RICHARDS , April 30, 1959
o o TLED by o
Mr. A. L. Gram The Boadr:‘%ma_d
Executi\{e Secretary of Soather €. &Q’:ma Dicsia
Metropolitan Water District & 8 meatiog beld ) 4 P
Los Angeles, California é;ff%?i;ii::fi:f?Q
Dear Mr. Gram: Snntion Stwctury

As per our telephone conversation with
Nelson Hayward, herewith are the following enclosures:
Mr. Jos. H. Tumbach's letter to the Board of Directors.

Review of Water Matters in the Altadena-La Canada area
August 23, 1949,

Report of Executive Committee, Altadena-La Canada Water

Group - November 1, 1950.
Your§ 1y, §

E. D. Richards, Secretary

Altadena - Flintridge + La Canada - La Crescenta
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Foothill Municipal Water District
SO B,
*gi‘\gwo%;%; 341 FOOTHILL BOULEVARD
£5! anuav 7y, JB S
N LA CANADA, CALIFORNIA
”””4,,(4 ...... o “w\\\\\ .
g IORN SYLVAN D-4036
PRESIDENT N May 5, 1959

JOSEPH H. TUMBACH

SECRETARY
E. D. RICHARDS

Board of Directors
Metropolitan Water District
Los Angeles, California
Gentlemen:

Mr. Hayward made available to me his copy of Mr.
Diemer's letter to the Board of date April 9, 1959 in which
he recommends that our request for payment for a portion of
pipeline be denied; and Executive Secretary Gram has advised
me of the action taken, including an invitation to reply to
Mr. Diemer's statement and to attend the meetings of the
Water Problems Committee on May llth and of the Boaxrd on May
12th. T appreciate the consideration. - Because of his being
President of Valley Water Company of La Canada, whiéh company
is the buyer of greatest quantities of Metropolitan watér
through Foothill, I have asked Mr. Frank Lanterman to attend
the meetings with me -~ if he can'get'awéy from State Assembly
affairs.

After most careful consideration I can see no worthwhile
purpose in'answering much of the material in Mr. Diemer's his-
torical review. This review is interesting; but it is quite
evident that it is founded on misconception of the origin of

Foothill Municipal Water District.

Foothill was projected and promoted as a direct result of

("Foothill" refers to Foothill Municipal Water District
"Metropolitan" to Metropolitan Water District)

Altadena - Flintridge «+ La Canada - La Crescenta
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the decree in Pasadena vs. Alhambra et al. (Pasadena C 1323)
which included a reduction of pumping righté in Monk Hill
Basin and the appointment of a Water Master to enforce it.
Altadena and La Canada water companies with the City of Pas-
adena own practically all such pumping rights in Monk Hill
Basin. The water companies in question for many years derived
their entire water supplies from that basin excepting for one
organization that had and has certain rights in Verdugo Basin.

The approach to formation of Foothill is embodied in a
presentation the writer made to a joint and largely attended
meeting of civic leaders and directors of water companies of
Altadena and La Canada oﬁ August 23, 1949, copy of which is
appended. Also appended is copy of a progress report made |
under date of November, 1950.

From all of which if will be found apparent that spas-
modic approaches to Metropolitan by small areas had no bearing

whatever on organization of Foothill.

I find two particularly interesting points in Mr. Die-
mexrl!s review:

1. The fact that members of Metropolitan staff urged
some people in Foothill territory to annex to adjacent cities
rather than join Metropolitan.

2. The omission by him of Resolution No. 4249,

1: Members of the staff advised people to annex to cities.
This, by the way, is the proverbial "red rag to a bull" in

Foothill areas. We cherish our independence. Members of this
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Board who were on the roster when our joining Metropolitan
was under discussion will possibly recall that I lead the dis-
cussions for Foothill throughout. I can recall no occasion
when a member of the Board or staff recommended that we annex
to adjacent cities rather than join Metropolitan. Admittedly
prejudiced, it is my belief that if members of the staff did
repeatedly urge such a course on people of the Foothill areas
it was certainly a great disservice to their employer - Metro-
politan. Had such advice been followed Metropolitan would

not only have been deprived of four and three quarter millions
of dollars of backtax revenue, now seemingly most welcome,
Metropolitan would also have been deprived of our member of
the Board and his contribution toward attendance and devotion
needed for the conduct of the Corporate affairs of Metropo-
litan in recent years.

It will also be hurtful to Metropolitan's public re-
lations in Foothill territory if, as and when it becomes
known that members of the staff urged such a course in contra-
diction of the decision of civic leaders and water company off-
icials.

2. The ommission from Mr. Diemer's statement of Reso-
lution No. 4249: +this resolution, adopted July 14, 1953, SIX
MONTHS AFTER FOOTHILL WAS ANNEXED TO METROPOLITAN is quoted
in full in my previous statement, page 3. That resolution
and the "closing paragraph" of the report of the Water Problems
Committee dated July 6, 1949, quoted by Mr. Diemer on page 6

of his review very definitely confirms our position, towit:
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Metropolitan HAD NOT adopted a policy of "come ahd get it"
when Foothill was annexed, as we had been given to understand
and as we understood when we accepted the terms. Until we
wereAmembers and had opportunity to consult past records we
had no possible means of ascertaining the facts herein re-
lated and on which our request is based.

Here, then, we have the question before us, clearly de-
fined: Was Foothill's acceptance of the terms of annexation

based on incorrect information?

Turning to other points in Mr. Diemer's letter:

He refers to letters from me in November 1949 and Jan-
uary 1950 "regarding an enlarged annexation area'. This had
no reference ﬁhatever to the previous applications for admission
to Metropolitan he mentions. They had to do specifically with
adding La Crescenta to the areas previously under discussion.
Mr. Hiqsg advised us in a letter dated February 8, 1950, that
the matter of adding La Crescenta to Altadena-La Canada was
under discussion by the Board and that we would be advised of
the decision. On May 11, 1951, the Board definitely defined
the boundaries of areas to be included, which added not only
La Crescenta, but the easterly portion of Altadena as well as
Kinneloa; whereupon the organization previously restricted to
Altadena-La Canada was enlarged and renamed "The Foothill Water
Group". Mr. Hayward, who had been in attendance at our meetings
prior to that time was then elected a member of our Board re-

presenting the La Crescenta area.
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There is no room for argument on the score of Foothill
promoters understanding that Foothill would have to pay all
costs of connecting with Metropolitan lines. See my letter of
March 15, 1959, pages 2 and 3. The point at issue here is
that Metropolitan had not at the time adopted the "come and

get it" policy, and that we did not know it.

As to Foothill having received preferential treatment
(his page 5) in being permitted to annex “ﬁhen the policy was
to admit only large, basin-wide areas". We have found nothing
in the record to warrant this statement; but regardless if
there was, or is, such a record, Mr. Diemer is again misinfoxrmed.
Foothill agencies cover the whole of Verdugo Basin; and Pasadena,
already part of Metropolitan, with the addition of the Altadena-
la Canada areas cover the whole of Monk Hill Basin, established
as such by the decree in Pasadena vs Alhambra.

On the other hand we did understand that Metropolitan
looked with favor on our application because, if consumnated,
the annexation of territory defined by the Board would "clean

the slate" along the foothills - which it does.

As to "the Upper Feeder passing through the extreme east-
erly portion of Foothill District but Foothill did not want
their connection at this location":

This doubtless refers to the vicinity of Sierra Madre
Road and Sierra Madre Boulevard. As near as we can make out
the Upper Feeder originally lay along the Foothill boundary

line at this point. Foothill was forced to include. the area
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by decision of Metropolitan Board; and before proceedings

to admit Foothill were coneumnated a large segment (or two?)
of the area was annexed to Pasadena, proceedings which caused
another delay and which, we think, removed the contact with
the Upper Feeder.

Connection at this point was suggested by the writer
himself. Our engineers conferred with Metropolitan engineers
and with engineers of the County Flood Control District re-
garding such a routing for our delivery lines. The engineers
unanimously disapproved of such a plan. Such a route would
haQé resulted in a net addition of approximately 35 miles of
pipelines at an estimated cost of over $400,000.00. It would
have involved crossing Eaton Wash on the east and Devil's Gate
Reservoir on the west. It was also pointed out to me that
when the Upper Feeder was built a connection-point was provided
for Altadena-La Canada on Seco Street a short distance below
Lincoln Avenue. This indicates that designers of the Upper
Feeder recognized‘even at that time that a connection at the
Sierra Madre location for Altadena-La Canada would be ill-
advised from an engineering standpoint. It might also be
said that both Mr. Jensen and Mr. Diemer were in sympathy
with such a decision since they both joined our directors in
a picture taking ceremony at the Seco-Lincoln location when

our plans were being drawn.

Turning to another point in Mr. Diemer's letter where he
says the Foothill line "would be useful only for delivering

water to Foothill and for no other purpose'". This statement
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is also probably founded on misinformation. Crescenta Valley
County Water District, one of our delivery agencies, serves
2394 meters in territory annexed to Glendale after Foothill or-
ganization was under way, presumably because Glendale does not
have the facilities to serve them. And if Crescenta Valley
County Water District did not have Metropolitan water available
through Foothill it could not serve these people, numbering,
according to the usual formula of 3.6 people per meter, be-
tween 8500 and 9000. What will happen in that area as a result
of the Pueblo litigation instituted by Los Angeles is problem-
atical. It is conceivable that Foothill might be called upon
to take up a much heavier load some day.

Meanwhile the people involved are paying a handsome premium
to get water. It illustrates the fallacy of the advice staff
members of Metropolitan are said to have given people of the

Foothill areas -~ that they had best annex to adjacent cities.

Mr. Diemer includes several times the statement that it
would be illegal for Metropolitan to accede to our request,
complete the taking over of the line in question and pay for it.
He cites no authority for this. If the opinion is based on
the fact that Foothill was voted in on the basis of having
to pay the entire cost of being joined to the Metropolitan
line and that it would be illegal to alter the conditions,
then it seems to me, a mere layman, that the thought is a
bit late. Foothill agreed also, and our admission was based
on the agreement that we would pay the cost of the connection

itself as well as the pipelines. The Board, at my request and
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on Mr. Diemer's recommendation altered the agreement so far

as the connection was concerned. If it be said that any change
in the terms vitiates the agreement, hasn't that already been
done, and isn't the door open to any further changes the Board
deems fair and reasonable?

And since I am being presumptious enough to follow Mr.
Diemer'!s lead and venture on sacred legal préﬁises: Hasn't
Metropolitan obligated itself with respect to the pipeline in
question by taking over complete control of tbe vault-con-
structed and paid for by Foothill in which the metering de-

vices are located and to which Foothill has no access?

If for any reason it is determined that it would be
illegal or not feasible for the Board to change the annexa-
tion conditions again, might it not be legal and feasible for
the Board, by resolution at this time to authorize the purchase
of the pipeline in question and the vault, which Metropolitan

already has completely in its control?

It is my earnest hope that the Board, having taken all of
these points into consideration, will see fit to act favorably
on our request.

Re -ectgully submitted,

President
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A REVIEW OF WATER MATTERS IN THE ALTADENA-LACANADA AREA

By

Joseph H. Tumbach, Chairman
Altadena-LaCanada Water Group

August 23, 1949

We welcome representatives of civic organizations of Altadena and
LaCanada whom we have invited to hear this review of the water sit-
uation and to counsel with us in solving the problems which involve
matters pelitical as distinguished from the practical.

To review all details would involve not hours but days, not
pages but volumes. So this discussion will attempt only to cover
outlines. It is our hope that you will get enough froem it to give
you a general understanding of the situation, rather than the gar-
bled versions breoadcast by unknowing people.

Under the decree entered in what is usually referred to as the
Pasadena Water Suit, the annudl Safe Yield of Monk Hill Basin, from
which we pump, was fixed at 6060 ac. ft, 6039 ac. ft. of this is
decreed to Pasadena and the 6 companies here represented. Pasadena
agreed, and it is so decreed, that we, by purchasing surplus water
offered annually by parties to the agreement, including Pasadena,
would have the privilege of pumping from Monk Hill Basin, not only
our own decreed rights, but alse the the right decreed to Pasadena.
We pay Pasadena extra tribute for this, eof course.

In the five years elapsed since the decree became effective
parties other than Pasadena have always furnished at least part of
this so-called Exchange Water. For the present fiscal year, 1949-
50, we have engaged to take 3782 ac. ft., of which 898 ac. ft. comes
from others and 2884 ac. ft. frem Pasadena.

This is emphasized to clear the minds of those who wrongfully
assume or assert that Pasadena is supplying us with our total needs -
and doing it voluntarily; that we have been and are leaning on Pas-
adena. The fact is that the water made available to us by all parties
is done by virtue of a court decree based on a settlement voluntarily
entered into by all; and we are beholden to no one in that connection.

At the time the settlement was made there was little thought that
within the minimum life of the agreement, 15 years in Pasadena's case,
the whole available Safe Yield, 6039 ac. ft., would be needed by the
Monk Hill BRasin Group. Some of us who were engaged in these matters
during the litigation and even years before, would have laughed at
the idea that within the 19 year period the Altadena-~LaCanada com-
panies woudd require any such quantity of pumped water as 6039 ac.
ft. annually. We pumped only 2701 ac. ft. in the fiscal year 1944-
45, It was generally assumed that we would be amply supplied for
the 15 year peried. ‘

It was likewise generally assumed that unless Pasadena meanwhile,
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finding the arrangement profitable to them as it is, would agree
to an extension of the arrangement beyond the 1% year period, we
would have to turn to Metropolitan for the future. ,

Two factors upset the calculations. The one patent to all is
the tremendous development of our area. This is most vividly por-
trayed by the fact that Lincoln Avenue ("Water Company" is ommitted
throughout) meters increased from 1795 on 1-1-45 to 2834 on 1-1-49,
a gain of nearly 60%. We've all seen this mushreoming and can
easily grasp the effect on water demand.

The second facter, scarcely mentioned in most discussions of
the subject, is the drought. Again using Lincoln Avenue records
for the purpese: Our 20 year average use per meter to 1946 was
22,635 cu. ft. In 1947 the use per meter jumped to 25,658 cu. ft,
and 1948 it was 27,038 cu. ft. - an increase of nearly 20% over .the
20-year average. Pasadena's experience is aleng the same lines.
The use per g:rsen per day, shown by their annual repert, was 127
gallons in 1942-43 and 152 gallons in 1947-48,

The third facter, due also to drought, is the very great re-
duction in gravity supplies. This affected all three of the Al-
tadena companies and the La Canada Irrigatien District as well.

Both last named factors, increased use per meter and decrease
in gravity supplies had to be covered by pumping from the under-
ground basin. A season of normal, even nearly normal, rainfall will
be reflected in decreased pumping requirements of almost the whole
group., Which, of course, is entering inte the field of conjecture;
but these conditions will arise one ¢f these seasens to further con-
found prophets of doom. Furthermore; As a result of the efforts
of this group initiated by petition filed April 9, 1947, with Flood
Control officials, water sgreading basins have been constructed in
Arroyo Seco. Flood Contrel Engineers estimate that an average of
600 ac. ft. per year can be salvaged from flood waters that have
~yeen-heretofore been wasted to the sea through Devils Gate Reservoir.
Thegse flood waters will be allowed to percolate into the underground
basin, increasing the supply in sterage.

During the five Years gast. combined pumpage of the Menk Hill
Group was: 2701 ac. ft.; 4118 ac. ft.; 5577 ac. ft.; and, for the
year 7-1-48 to 7-1-49, 6120 ac. ft. The estimated pumpage for the
year 7-1-49 to 7-1-5C is 6463 ac. ft. A rainfall 50¥ of normal during
the coming fall and winter would reduce pumping needs sufficiently

to easily bring us within the Safe Yield basis, 6039 ac. ft.

But it has been our consistent policy to assume the pessimistic
rather than the optimistic view. When it appeared that continued .
drought and such additional development as might normally be expectegd
might run our pumping needs above the decreed $afe Yield, several
plans were considered. In these discussions we had the benefit of
the advice and counsel of the Water Master appointed in the decree
of settlement.
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The plan most in faver for a time, and still the favored one
with some of our Group, was the drilling of a well east of the east-
erly bomndary of Monk Hill Basin, for joint account of the Group.
Such a well could be pumped into the lines of one or two of the
Altadena companies. Water purchased under the Exchange Agreement
could be pumped there, rather than in Monk Hill Basin, and without
paying extra tribute to Pasadena.

Before embarking on this project it was thought advisable to
have competent, outside engineering advice. Mr. A. L. Sonderegger,
an outstanding authority in water matters was retained. His report,
based on the assumption that Pasadena will not extend their partici-
pation in the Exchange Agreement beyond the 15 year limit, states
that application to Metropolitan is the final solutien.

Mr. Sonderegger contacted Metropelitan and confirmed statements
made to us previously by Metropolitan officials to the effect that
no further applications for admiamsion to the District would be enter-
tained at that time. It should be said, too, that in our contacts
with officials of Metropolitan, prior to Mr. Sonderegger's being
retained, we were definitely advised MOT to push the matter at the
time, We were so adyised about the time local people, not connected
with the water compakies, were agitating forming a District to join
Metropolitan.

With Metropolitan out of it for the time, Mr. Sonderegger sug-
gested three possible courses of action:

1 - Drilling the east side well, as we had planned.

2 - In lieu of drilling the well, ask Pasadena to sell us an add-
itional supply outside the Exchange Agreement, to tide us over
until the Metropelitan situation was clarified.

3 -~ That application be made to the Water Master and Court for
a review of the decreed Safe Yield of the basin with a view
to increasing it.

Departing from the main theme for the moment: An increase in the
Safe Yield of the basin seems reasonable, especially in view of the
fact that in years past, notably during the last drought, Pasadena's
heavy pumping from the basin carried total extractions to nearly
8000 ac. ft. one year. Even in 1941-42 total extractions were 7830
ac, ft., 5612 ac. ft. of it being pumped by Pasadena. And the basin
has never been pumped below an econbmical, safe level, Water levels
inour wells as of this date are well above the lowest level ever
pumped, to wit: '

Lincoln Avenue Well #2 #3 #4
8-15-49 266 258 268
Dag. 1933 307 307 298
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In view of the heavy expense involved in drilling the proposed
east side well it was decided to first learn Pasadena®'s reaction to
a request for water outside the Exchange Agreement. A committee was
appointed to confer with City officials, Messrs., Fred C. Nash, E. Roy
Mosher and Arthur $. Hand undertook the work, Mr. Sonderegger assist-
ing.

The final outcome was a letter from the City Manager in which
was stated the request would be granted under certain conditions
therein specified.

Assuming that this leads to some agreement; that this and/or an
increase in the Safe Yield of the basin - possibly the drilling of
the east side well - assuming that by some or all of these suggested
methods we take care of such possible overdraft of the basin during
the coming four or five years; we then arrive at the point of con-
sidering the ultimate solution of the problem, which may be stated,
briefly and bluntly, something like this:

For the purpese of assuring a permanent and ample water supply
beyond the l15-year Exchange Agreement -

1 -~ Shall Altadena and La Canada organize a movement
to gain admission to Metropolitan Water District
direct; or

2 - Shall we consider annexing to Pasadena?

The latter, considering annexation to Pasadena, may seem pur-
poseless in view of the very definite statements made by City officials,
to the effect that Pasadena cannot afford to and will not consider
annexing our territory. But one skeptic might be tempted to quote
our old friend S8hakespeare, "Methinks the lady doth protest too much¥;
while another might hand you a news dispatch taken from the very same
issue in which one of those denials is published, in which it is re-
ported that Pasadena is planning to annex certain outside territory.

However, and in any event, there are some few people in our terri-
tory who think annexing§ to Pasadena is the answer to their every prayer,
civically speaking, and the subject should be explored.

We, of the water companies, have felt that keeping the communi-
ties supplied with water is the problem of the water companies. If
those in charge do not meet that obligation it is time to find men
who can. But the future problem involves political questions which
pass beyond the realm of the water companies, It is not for the water
companies to attempt to determine the future status of the communities.

That is the reason for inviting representatives of the civic
associations to sit in with us - perhaps by forming a joint committee
of water companies and civic association representatives. There is
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a wealth of data to assemble and consider and decisions te be made
that transcend in importance anything that has ever been before us.

We ask you to help solve the problenm.

- e o o o e o o o e 5w 2 5 2 92 Tt o e e 2 e 2 9 o 2 2 A e o O o

Note: From minutes of the meeting

Present: 13 Directors of water service organizations in Alta-
dena and LaCanada
Representatives of seven (7) civic organizations
Representatives of the Press

Chairman Tumbach read the foregoing statement. After extensive
discussion it was moved by Frank E. Engle (representing West
Altadena Improvement Association), secended by T. Fenton

Knight (representing LaCanada Chamber of Commerce and Civic
Association) that a committee consisting of one representative
from each of the seven civic erganizations in the Altadena-
LaCanada area be appointed for the purpese of assisting the
Water Group in its efferts te form a district so that Metro-
politan District water might be made available to the Feothill
ares., WREOHRXX

The motion carried by unanimous vote of all present.
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#. - REPORT OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE,TALTADENA-LA CANADA WATER GROUP

Ny 0
JOINT MEETING WITH CIVIC ORGANIZATIONS
November 1, 1950

By
Jos. H. Tumbach

In our report of August 23, 1949 to directors of the water companies
and representatives of civic organizations of Altadena and La Canada,
it was pointed out that the ultimate solutien of the water supply
problem of the two communities lies, without question, in gaining ad-
mission to Metrepolitan Water District, and that this might be accomp-
lished in one of two ways; by application to Metropolitan direct, or
by annexation to Pasadena.

Those of Iou who participated in that meeting need not be reminded
that the latter alternative was not favorably received and,that,after
a thorough discussion, the water companies were unanimously directed
to investigate and report on the pessibility of joining Metropolitan.
We are now making this interim report.

To report our step by step progress would consume a wearisome amount
of time, though it might be a surprise to some who have criticised our
inaction. We have decided therefore to set forth the present pesition
of negotiations, while assuring you of our readiness to detail any
points on which information is desired.

The Executive Committee of Altadena-La Canada Water Group met on Sep-
tember 12, 1949 and decided te initiate the negotiatiens by contacting
Dr. Franklin Thomas, Chairmen of Metropolitan's Water Problems Committee.
Dr. Thomas teld us Metropolitan was now considering adding new territory
and advised us khe course to follow,

We started on the basis of including the territory of the six Altadena-
La Canada Water Companies. In December 1949 we were asked by represent-
atives of the three water companies in the La Crescenta Valley to include
their territory in our negotiations, Metrepolitan approved of the addi-
tion of this and any other nearby territory. In Janusry 1950 Kinneloa
asked to be included, and in September 1950 Mesa Mutual Water Company,

in the Pasadena §len area near Kinneloa, also joined in. 8o the final
setup extended from the east boundary of Tujunga (Los Angeles City) to
the gesterly boundary of Hastings Ranch properties, lately annexed to
Pasadena. :

From these outer boundaries we excluded the areas outside the City of

Pasadena which are served by Pasadena, the sections lying south of Fig-
ueroa Drive on the west side, and easterly of Allen Avenue on the east
side; also in and around the former Altadem Golf Club on which Pasa-
dena inaugurated water service after the Golf Club grounds were broken

up.

The matter was finally crystallized by action of the board of directors
of Metropolitan on September 11, 1950 as follows: "In response to an
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inquiry %**%¥* the Board of Directors authorized that indication be
made that either a County Water Authority or a Municipal Water Dis-
trict, when properly constituted and having beundaries satisfactory
to this District, would be glwen consideration for annexatien.®; and
on September 22, 1950, "the decision of the Board of Directors was
that any unit which did net include the three areas referred to,
adjacent to or in the vicinityv of the City of Pasadena, would be un-
acceptable as a basis for an annexation unit",

And that is where;thgfmatter now stands. In our discussion with Dr.
Thomas; with members of the staff, both operational and legal, and with
the Water Problems Committee in meeting assembled, we have stressed the
fact that we have nothing to offer the areas in question in exchange
for their assuming gast and present tax obligations to Metropolitan;
that Mr. Howard, Chief Counsel for Metropolitan, has formally advised
the Water Problems Cemmittee that Pasadena is bound, legally and con-
tractually (?) to serve these areas regardless of membership in Metro-
politan; and we also stressed that if these areas are "getting a free
ride" as has been argued by members of the Problems Committee, it is
none of our deing and we should not, in fairness, be called upon to
correct it.

We have very good reason to feel that Metropolitan is now favorably
inclined toward having a unit of their system in this Foothill aresa.
The day is surely coming when some of the smaller municipalities, not
interested in joinring at this time, will be forced by growth ef pepu-
lation and water demand to apply for membership; and a district such as
we propose would be the natural if, not indeed, the only means of mem-
bership except for consolidation with larger cities now members..

A log is available, recounting the step by step progress in the negoi-
ations to date. We can tell you when we contacted any of the cities
which Metropelitan thought might be interested, who was interviewdd,

and what he said; details of discussions of possible forms of district;
legal complexities which only a lawyer should tangle with; and incidents
such as members of our committee coming to the defense of Pasadena when
debate was warm over the question of Metropolitan water being used to
serve these "outside" areas.

But when everything is said and done, the bare fact emerges that Metro-
Eolitan is ready to receive an application for membership by a Foot-

ill District such as has been outlined herein, providing it includes
the "fringe" areas served by Pasadena which do not now contribute any
revenue to Metropolitan.

We would like to know what you think of the situation and to have the
benefit of your advice and counsel as to procedure.

) It would be ungracious to emit telling you that the Metropolitan staff,
\ '&A Mr. Hines and his assistant Mr. Diemer, Mr, Howard, Chief Counsel, and
%QM“ his assistant Mr. Cooper, and all others with whom we have been in con-
tact at all times have been exceedingly co-ogerative, thoughtful and
helpful; and all of us who have been in touch with them feel obliged
and grateful. to them.
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Foothill Special Meeting
May 8, 1959
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MINUTES
SPECTAL MEETING OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT
May 8, 1959

A special meeting of the Board of Directors of Foot-
hill Municipal Water District was held at the office of the
District at 4508 Hampton Road, La Canada, California, on
the 8th day of May, 1959 at 4:00 P. M.

In accordance with the By-Laws all members had been

duly notified of the meeting.

The President called the meeting ot order and requested
the Secretary to call the roll of the Directors present at said
meeting. The Secretary reported that there were present at
said meeting and answered to said roll call the following:

Nelson Hayward, Director
Donald B. Milliken, Director
Robert Williams, Director
Jos. H. Tumbach, President and Director
The said Directors remained present during the entire meeting.

Also present was Assemblyman Frank Lanterman.

(Absent: J. Clifford Argue, Director)

Chairman Tumbach stated that his purpose in calling
the special meeting was to acquaint the members of the Board
with recent developments in connection with the request for
reimbursement of costs of the District's gravity line, ex-
tending from the Metropolitan Water District Upper Feeder to
the Arroyo Pumping Plant.

At the Chairman's request Director Hayward, the Dis-
trict's representative on the Board of Directors of Metropo-

litan Water District, explained the situation in detail.

After discussion Chairman Tumbach requested that
Director Hayward take the chair. Director Hayward assumed
the chair and President Tumbach then moved that the petition
presented to Metropolitan Water District, dated March 15, 1959,
in which it was requested that Foothill Municipal Water District

be reimbursed for the cost of a portion of our main feeder line
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in Arroyo Seco in the sum of $149,940.35 be withdrawn with-

out prejudice and that the Secretary be instructed to so

advise the Metropolitan Water District. He explained this
motion was offered because from dependable information avail-
able it had become apparent that there was no possibility
whatever of a favorable vote by the Metropolitan Board of
Directors at this time under which circumstances it seemed
prudent to withdraw the request and to hope for a time when
there was a better chance for success. The motion was seconded
by Director Williams and carried by the unanimous vote of all

Directors present.

Director Hayward then returned the chair to President
Tumbach.

Chairman Tumbach inquired if there were any other
matters to be taken up and there being none he adjourned the

%W sl

meeting.

ATTEST: L
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WAIVER OF NOTICE AND CONSENT TO HOLDING A SPECIAL MEETING
OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER
DISTRICT.

La Canada, California

May 8th, 1959

I, the undersigned, being a duly elected Director

of the Foothill Municipal Water District, DO HEREBY WAIVE

the giving of notice and holding of a Special meeting of
the Foothill Municipal Water District Board of Directors

on the 8th day of May, 1959, at 4:00 P. M. at the office

of the Foothill Municipal Water District, 4508 Hampton Road,
La Canada, County of Los Angeles, State of California; and
I do hereby further agree that any business transacted at
said meeting shall be a valid and legal and of the same
force and effect as though the said meeting were held after
notice duly given.

"Witness My Signature this 8th day of May, 19%9."

1t B
J. Eliffd%H’Argue, Digf%tor of the
Third Divisioen
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Board Meeting Minutes 19548
May 12, 1959
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APPROYED
by the Board of Directors of
The Metropolitan Water Distna
N of S?ﬂ!mn Cali,‘ong -
MINUTES # i mesting beld 5 =24 -7
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REGULAR MEETING OF THE Eapartive Sitaney
BOARD OF DIRECTORS
THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
MAY 12, 1959

19538 The Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water Dis-
trict of Southern California met, in Regular Session, in the
Directors' Room at 306 West Third Street, Los Angeles, Call-
fornia, on Tuesday, May 12, 1959,

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Jensen at
10:31 a. m.

19539 Secretary Heilbron called the roll., Those answering
present were: Directors A, H, Allen, Glenn P. Allen, Anderson,
Aufdenkamp, Austin, Boylan, Butler, Chase, Crawford, Dellmann,
Farquhar, PFischer, Hayhurst, Hayward, Heilbron, Holmgren, Jensen,
Leedom, Long, Ramboz, Reynolds, Rossettl, Stevens, Stiles and
Thompson.

Those not answering present were: Directors Crary,
Dietrich, Farrar, Hapgood, Hellis, Jones, Mendenhall, Mills,
Walker, Wheelock and York.

The Chair declared a guorum present.

19540 There being no objection, the Chair ordered the read-

ing of the Minutes of the Regular Meeting held April 14, 1959,

and of the Adjourned Regular Meeting held April 28, 1959, dis-

pensed with, and that they be approved as mailed to each Direc-
tor.

19541 Chairman Jensen congratulated Director Thompson on his
recovery from illness and renewal of attendance at meetings.

19542 Upon order of the Chalr, a news item appearing on the
front page of the Compton Herald American reporting that Vice
Chairman Butler had been chosen to receive the Distinguished
Service Award for 1959, presented annually to a citizen of Compton
by the Compton-Lynwood Board of Realtors, was read.

19543 A letter from General Counsel Cooper recommending, for
the reasons set forth, that the notice of termination of the Dis-
trict's 1945 Resale Contract, dated May 31, 1957, be withdrawn
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Minutes -3 - May 12, 1959

Preliminary Summary Report on Investigation of Alternative Aque-
duct Systems to Serve Southern California ", and its Appendix A,
entitied "Long Range Economic Potential of the Antelope Valley-
Mojave River Basin" and its Appendix B, entitled "Effects of Dif-
ferences in Water Quality, Upper Santa Ana Valley and Coastal

San Diego County", was presented;

also presented was a supplementary memorandum by Hydro-
graphic Engineer Elder to General Manager and Chief Engineer Dlemer,
under date of May 8, 1959, on the subject of aqueduct routes to
Southern California.

The Chalr reported the recommendation of the Water Prob-
lems Committee: that Hydrographic Engineer Elder orally summarlze
to the Board of Directors at its meetling this date, May 12, 1959,
his anaiysis of Bulletin No, 78 and its Appendices A and B; and
Hydrographic Englneer Elder did so.

19546 A letter from General Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer
reporting the operations of the District during the month of
April, 1959, was presented. (Addressed to the Board of Directors,
dated May 7, 1959

General Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer orally sum-
marized and supplemented his report.

The Chair ordered the report filed.

Director Rossetti withdrew from the Meetling at 11:22 a. m.

19547 General Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer announced that
arrangements were being made to inspect, on May 20, 1959, units
of the work in progress on the expansion of the aqueduct system,
and urged all the Directors who could do so to participate.

19548 Water Problems Committee Chairman Hayward, referring to
the specilal order (adopted April 14, 1959, Item 19511) to con-
sider at this meeting, the offer of the Foothill Municipal Water
District to transfer 6759 feet of its pipe line connecting with
the aqueduct system in return for reimbursement of the cost,
amounting to $149,940.35, presented and read a letter, signed,
Foothill Municipal Water District, E. D. Richards, Secretary to
the Board of Directors, addressed to the Board of Directors of this
District, dated May 8, 1959, stating: that the Board of Directors
of the Foothill Municipal Water District, at a special meeting on
May 8, 1959, had adopted a resolution, offered by its President,
Mr. Jos. H. Tumbach, requesting that no further action be taken
upon Mr. Tumbach's letter to General Manager and Chlef Engineer
Diemer, under date of March 15, 1959, or with regard to his letter
to the Board of Directors of this District, under date of May 5,
1959, and requesting that the petition contained in the foregoing
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letters, proposing the transfer of the sectlon of pipe line to
this District with reimbursement of i1ts cost, be withdrawn with-
out prejudice; and

reported and moved the adoption of the recommendations
of the Water Problems Committee: that the request be granted and
the petition withdrawn without prejudice, and that all of the
communications referred to or related to the proposal be filed.

The motion was seconded by Director Hellbron, and car-
ried,

Accordingly, the following communications were ordered
filed: A letter, signed, Robert B. Diemer, General Manager and
Chief Engineer, addressed to the Board of Directors, dated April
9, 1959, to which was attached the following: a letter, signed,
Jos. H. Tumbach, President (Foothill‘Municipal Water District)
addressed to Robert B. Diemer, General Manager and Chlef Engineer,
dated March 15, 1959, a map of the Foothill Municipal Water Dis-
trict Service Area, a copy of Resolution 4164 of this District
consenting to and fixing the terms and conditions for the annexa-
tion of the Foothill Municipal Water District, and a copy of the
statement of policy of this District adopted January 9, 1931;

a letter signed, Jos. H. Tumbach, President (Foothill Municipal
Water District), addressed to the Board of Directors of this Dis-
trict, dated May 5, 1959, to which was attached two memoranda,
the first entitled "A Review of Water Matters in the Altadena-
LaCanada Area" by Jos. HE. Tumbach, Chairman, Altadena-LaCanada
Water Group, dated August 23, 1949, and a second entitled "Report
of Executive Committee, Altadena-La Canada Water Group To Joint
Meeting With Civic Organizations", November 1, 1950, By Jos. H.
Tumbach, and a letter, signed, E. D. Richards, Secretary (Foot-
hill Munlcipal Water Districts, addressed to A, L. Gram, Execu-
tive Secretary, dated April 30, 1959, transmitting the foregoing
letter and memoranda by Mr. Tumbach; the letter previously read
in this Meeting, sighed, Foothill Municipal Water District, E. D.
Richards, Secretary to the Board of Directors, addressed to this
Board of Directors, dated May 8, 1959, requesting withdrawal of
the petition without prejudice; and a letter, signed, Frank Lanter-
man, addressed to the Board of Directors of this District, dated
May 5, 1959, protesting relative to the foregoing letter of Gen-
eral Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer.

19549 In response to the enquilry of the Chair, the following
Directors indicated their intention of participating in the in-
spection of the construction work in progress, on May 20, 1959:
Directors Holmgren, Boylan, Reynolds, Hayward, Leedom, Chase,
Farquhar, Aufdenkamp, Long, Crawford, Fischer, Butler and Jensen.

19550 A letter from General Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer
submitting for acceptance a deed to a parcel of land acquired
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Foothill Letter
March 21, 2024
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FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

ALTADENA « La CANADA FLINTRIDGE ¢ La CRESCENTA

March 21, 2024

Adan Ortega

Chairman of the Board

Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California

700 S. Alameda Ave.

Los Angeles, CA

Re: Foothill Municipal Water District

Dear Adén:

I am writing on behalf of Foothill Municipal Water District (“Foothill”) to request that
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (“Metropolitan” or “Met”) consider taking
over the operation/ownership of certain pipelines and a pump station discussed in the attached
License Agreement between Pasadena and Foothill. This request is grounded in the principle
that all Met member agencies should shoulder the same burdens, and enjoy the same benefits,
as other member agencies.

Foothill joined Metropolitan in 1952. On Nov. 18, 1952, Met passed Resolution No. 4164
agreeing to annexation of Foothill. Foothill voted to approve annexation to Met on Dec. 22, 1952.
Thereafter, on Nov. 10, 1953, the Met Board authorized the construction of a connection to the
Upper Feeder for Foothill at Foothill’s expense.

On June 5, 1954 Foothill requested Met cover certain costs related to the connection to the
Upper Feeder. On June 28, 1954, the Met Board authorized construction of the Foothill
connection on the basis that Met would pay the cost estimated at $21,000, which turned out to
be only $15,400. After the annexation of Foothill, water was sold to Foothill and transported by
the City of Pasadena until Foothill’s facilities were constructed and ready for use in 1955.

Pursuant to License Agreement No. 4326 between Pasadena and Foothill dated May 10, 1954,
(“License Agreement”) Foothill pays an annual license fee of approximately $3,600 to Pasadena
and has the right to access, operate and maintain the pump station, pipelines and facilities
related to Foothill’s Upper Feeder connection. The License Agreement can be transferred with
Pasadena’s written consent.

01250 00010626700,
7

4536 Hampton Road ¢ P.O. Box 686 * La Cafiada Flintridge, CA 91012-0686 (818) 790-4036 FAX (818) 790-9418
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A. Metropolitan’s Policies and Practices at the Time of Foothill’'s Annexation
Warranted Met Take Over Operation of the Subject Facilities, But Met Did Not Do So

1. Met’s Policies At the Time of Foothill’s Annexation

Metropolitan’s Statement of Policy dated Jan. 9, 1931 stated, “The consent of the Board to such
municipalities or areas becoming a part of the District and receiving water from the aqueduct
system will be decided on the basis of mutual advantage, and the terms and conditions of joining
will be determined on the merits of each application.” It also stated:

“The Metropolitan Water District will deliver water, either directly or indirectly,
through a system provided by the District, to each of the eleven original member
cities, and to those cities whose application for admission prior to March 1, 1931,
have been approved, at or near the boundary of each, this point of delivery to be
determined by considerations of economy and convenience with respect to the
general engineering plans adopted by the District, and to such other points as the
Directors may determine. Particular consideration shall be given to designing the
feeder system so that areas of large potential consumption may be adequately
served. ... The delivery of water to areas within the District will be so conducted,
organized and controlled that the District may retain its right to recover water
originating in its system which may reach and replenish underground basins.”

At the time of Foothill’s annexation in January of 1953, Met was also operating pursuant to a
policy articulated in a letter dated July 6, 1949 by Franklin Thomas, Chair of the Water Problems
and Public Relations Committee, which stated:

“Consideration was given to the matter of expenditures for the purpose of
construction of works necessary to accomplish delivery of water to annexing
areas, but it was concluded that, because of the fact that each area presents a
different geographical and physical problem, no rigid policy should be expressed,
and that each situation should be examined on its merits.”

Met previously acknowledged this policy was in effect when Foothill was annexed to Met
in January 1953.

2. In Annexations Prior to July 14, 1953, Met Contributed Toward or Paid
the Entire Cost of Needed Facilities in Every Instance -- Except Foothill’s Annexation

Prior to July 14, 1953, Met built connecting pipelines, at Met expense, to the boundaries/borders
of annexing areas, such as Coastal, San Diego, West Basin, Pomona, Eastern, Chino Basin, and
Orange County municipal districts. Met contributed toward or paid the entire cost of needed
facilities in every instance except Foothill’s. Met paid less in costs and/or back taxes for Foothill,

01350.0001/962679.2
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Eastern, and Coastal Municipal than it did for other areas. In fact, Met even indicated its
willingness to pay millions for a proposed San Bernardino annexation that was not approved by
voters.

Thus, on March 15, 1959, Foothill wrote to the GM of Met requesting Foothill be reimbursed by
Met for the cost of a small portion of the pipeline connecting facilities of Foothill with the Upper
Feeder of Met, which facilities were entirely within the City of Pasadena and outside Foothill
territory. The letter states the line had been under Met control, with metering facilities
accessible to Met, but not Foothill. Foothill serves its retail agencies through this one single
connection to the Upper Feeder®.

3. Foothill Has Been Treated Differently Than Other Agencies for Whom
Met Invested in Infrastructure.

Met’s GM and Chief Engineer wrote to Metropolitan’s Board on April 9, 1959, responding to
Foothill’s March 15, 1959 letter and request for a reimbursement in the amount of $149,940.35.
Met’s April 9, 1959 letter discusses the other agencies for whom Met invested in infrastructure,
some of which is paraphrased/summarized below and denies Foothill’s request.

e Met states the first annexations to the original 11 cities were Compton, Fullerton, Long
Beach and Torrance in 1931. They were required to pay their back taxes in cash with 3%
interest. Facilities were provided by Met to deliver water a short distance inside the
boundary of each city.

e In 1942, Coastal Municipal? annexed. The agency was permitted to pay back taxes over
20 years without interest but with interest from the due date of each original tax payment
to the date of annexation with 4% interest. A 12.6 mile pipeline was built at Met expense
extending the Orange County feeder from Santa Ana to Corona del Mar.

o Over the following 7 years, 5 areas annexed to Coastal with 30 years to pay back
taxes for the 3 areas that annexed after 1946.

e San Diego County Water Authority (“SD”) was annexed in 1946. SD was granted a 30-year
repayment period without interest after annexation but with 4% interest on tax payments
due prior to annexation. SD’s Colorado River rights were merged into Met’s, and Met
agreed to pay for and operate the northerly one half of the SD aqueduct. Met agreed to
enlarge or parallel the northerly half of this aqueduct when necessary to satisfy the
Authority’s requirements for water.

! Foothill now has access to the facilities.
2 Now part of Municipal Water District of Orange County

01350.0001/962679.2
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e In 1948, West Basin was annexed. Met agreed to construct a feeder line extending from
the Palos Verdes Feeder to Aviation Blvd and to provide 5 turn outs on this feeder and 5
additional turn outs on other Met feeder lines. Its interest rate and number of years of
repayment were the same as SD’s. This was the last annexation that did not require
payment of interest on the unpaid balance of deferred annexation charges.

e OnJuly 8, 1949, the Board of Met started requiring the payment of interest at 3 percent
on unpaid balance of deferred annexation charges for new annexations. Thus, Pomona
Valley, Eastern, Chino Basin, OC, Foothill, Central Basin and Western paid the 3 percent
interest rate on deferred annexation charges. Pomona annexed in 1950. Eastern, Chino
Basin, OC annexed in 1951. Foothill annexed in 1953, and Central Basin and Western
Riverside annexed in 1954. In 1954, the interest rate was increased from 3 to 4 percent.

e When the original Pomona District® annexed in 1950, Met made the sum of $275,000.00
available for a service connection and other facilities for the delivery of Colorado River
Water.

e Met states that when Eastern annexed in 1951, Met provided one service connection at
Met’s expense, made the sum of $325,00.00 available for other facilities for delivery of
Colorado River water and agreed to transport local water collected in the San Jacinto
tunnel to points of delivery within Eastern without charge.

e When Chino Basin* joined in 1951, Met made $360,000.00 available for service
connections and other works for delivery and distribution of Colorado River water.

e When the original OC Muni Water District®> annexed in 1951, Met provided facilities and
service connections to allow Colorado River water to be delivered into the Santiago
Reservoir, into existing canals on the north and south side of the Santa Ana River, and into
the Santa Ana River bed.

e When Western joined in 1954, Met agreed it would construct, at its expense, portions of
7 service connections, including turnout valve structures, shut-off valves, and
appurtenances at each connection.

Thereafter, on May 5, 1959, Foothill wrote back to Met pointing out that there was no Met policy
in place stating that Met could only annex “large, basin-wide areas,” which Met’s letter had
alleged. Foothill also pointed out that Met had control of the vault to which Foothill had no

3 Now Three Valleys Municipal Water District
4 Now Inland Empire Utilities Agency
> Meaning Municipal Water District of Orange County

01350.0001/962679.2
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access, so Met had already obligated itself with respect to the pipeline. Foothill also listed all of
the areas served by the line, which included Crescenta Valley.

B. Met’s “Come-and-Get-It” Resolution Post-dates Foothill’s Annexation, and is
Inapplicable to It.

After Foothill’s annexation, on July 14, 1953, Met adopted Resolution No. 4249, the so-called
“come and get it,” resolution which states in part:

“BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the [Met] District, that it be declared
to be the intent of this Board that all future annexations to the [Met] District be
based on the principle that this District [Met] District shall not be obligated to
provide additional works or facilities, necessitated by such future annexations, for
the delivery of water from works owned and operated by the District.”

The “come and get it” resolution is not applicable to Foothill’s annexation since the resolution
post-dates Foothill’s annexation.

By contrast, the Policy enacted a few months before Foothill’s annexation gave Met discretion to
fashion terms for annexation and stated: “[E]ach area presents a different geographical and
physical problem, no rigid policy should be expressed, and that each situation should be
examined on its merits.” The Policy prior to that time, the Jan. 9, 1931 policy states “The consent
of the Board to such municipalities or areas becoming a part of the District and receiving water
from the aqueduct system will be decided on the basis of mutual advantage, and the terms and
conditions of joining will be determined on the merits of each application.”

Moreover, on Feb. 19, 1969, Las Virgenes Municipal Water District (“LV”) and Calleguas
transferred to Met the Calleguas feeder or conduit, through which LV and Calleguas had been
receiving Met water. The Agreement stated that Met would pay them $5,375,000 on July 1, 1971
for the Calleguas conduit. Some of that funding was to be used to remove certain surge relief
facilities and pumping plant facilities.

As demonstrated above, Met’s refusal to assist Foothill with its Upper Feeder connection facilities
was contrary to then current Met policy, and inconsistent with subsequent practice by Met in
very similar circumstances. Currently, there is no specific mandate or practice that prohibits Met
from owning/operating the subject facilities. Foothill has been treated inequitably but believes
Met can correct this.

C. Foothill and Pasadena License Agreement of 1954 Can Be Transferred to Met
Upon Pasadena’s Written Consent.

01350.0001/962679.2
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Southern California
March 20, 2024
Page 6

Foothill seeks to transfer or assign assets that include the transmission lines and pump station
identified in the License Agreement, along with the right to use the right of way described in
the License Agreement, since the transmission lines and pump station are permanent fixtures in
the right of way. We believe Pasadena would consent in writing to an assignment and/or transfer
of the License/right of way.

D. Foothill is Paying Through Rates for Others’ Feeders But Foothill is Covering the Costs
of Its Own Feeder

Foothill is receiving lesser service for the same rates because other agencies are paying the same
rates, yet they do not have the additional costs that Foothill has in operating the facilities at issue.
(See Cal. Const. Art. XIIIC Sec. 1(e)(2.) In the event Metropolitan is unwilling to take the facilities
at issue, Foothill requests an adjustment to its rates or reimbursement of costs in the future.

In conclusion, we believe Met had an obligation to take the lines and pump station, or at the very
least, should do so now in order to treat Foothill equitably and as other member agencies have
been treated. We would like to transfer these facilities at no remuneration from Metropolitan
except for the payment of two small connections at or near the boundaries of the District. |look
forward to speaking with you about the foregoing at a time of your convenience. Thank you for
your time and consideration.

/A‘f\/\/a\,%
Richard Atwater

FMWD Board President

ery truly yours

cc: Metropolitan Board of Directors
FMWD Board of Directors

Adel Hagekhalil

Nina Jazmadarian

FMWD Retail Agencies

01350.0001/962679.2
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Foothill Letter and License Agreement

April 1,2024
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FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

Altadena - La Cafiada Flintridge - La Crescenta

WLIFO
—

April 1, 2024

Adan Ortega, Board Chair

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
P.O. Box 54153

Los Angeles, CA 90054-0153

Re: Foothill Municipal Water District (“Foothill”) Upper Feeder
Dear Adan,

Thank you for your email of April 1, 2024 acknowledging receipt of Foothill’s request
that Metropolitan take ownership and assume operational costs of pipelines related to
Foothill's Upper Feeder connection. Attached to this email is the License Agreement
between Foothill and City of Pasadena referenced in my prior letter. | look forward to
working with you and Metropolitan staff on this important matter.

General Manager Jazmadarian has extended an invitation to General Manager
Hagekhalil for a tour of the subject facilities. | am happy to extend that invitation to
you as well. '

Please let me know what information Foothill can provide to expedite consideration of
this matter. | will direct General Manager Jazmadarian to provide that information to
the appropriate person.

Regards,

Pl Ao eche

Richard Atwater
FMWD Board President

cc: Adel Hagekhalil
FMWD Board of Directors

4536 Hampton Road — P.O. Box 686 La Cafiada Flintridge, CA 91012, PHONE (818) 790-4036 FAX (818) 790-9416
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NO. HFTRE

LICENSR AGRU[MENT

THIS ACREEMENT, entered into this luth day of

Liay y 1954, by and between the CITY OF PASADENA,
& municipal eorporation, hereinafter referred to ss
“Licensor" and FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT, hereinafter

referred to as "Licensee",
WITNKNHBSESETEH

WHEREAS, the Licensee is desirous of gonstructing,
lnaintuinin( snd operating water transmission wmains in
streets and rights-of-way of the City of Pasadenaj und
WHEREAS,; Licensee is desirous of installing und
meintaining a pumping station in the City of Pasadenaj und
WHBREAS, Licensor i1s desirous of grsnting a license
to conduct such operationsg
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of their mutual
eovenants, the parties hereto agree as follows:
Ao JIRANSMICSION LINES. Licensee is hereby given
permission to construct, maintain and operate water truns-
mission mains in streets and rights-of-wsy in the City of
Pasadens in accordance with "SPECIFICATION NG, 1 of the
FOOTHILL HMUNICIPAL WATHR DISTRICT" parts I and Il (as
corrected or amended by this ayreement) sald specifications
being filed as document SS—?NI\plrts I and 11 in the office of
the City Ingineer and Suporintohdant of dtreets of the City fﬁvaékja
of Pasadena and in accordance with “Map of FOOTHILL HUNICIPAL% 5\0r6:;/
WATER DISTRICT RIGHT OF WAY , ixnibits 1, 2 and 3" - consist-/ I %.
ing of three sheets filed as Drawing number BB=1299 sheets

ly 2 and 3 in the office of said City Engineer and Superintendent
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of Streets. Said License i3 grented upon the followlng
eonditions whiech shall be considered scceptable to Licensee
by the acoeptance of this License, and in consideration of
the rights granted hereunder, Licensee agrees ns follows:

les The width of tue right-of-way where not in a
public street snall de 10 foet, tie center line of which will
be tli¢ center Llina of saild pipe line as shown on sxid plans,
except that during construotion en sdditional width of 20
feet will be granted for the purpose of & spoil bank, storsge
of materials, and use of oqﬁipmcnt.

2, Licensee or his contractor shall plece on
deposit, prior to the commeneing of eny of the work, the cost
of inspection and any chargeable cost z> set forth in
Ordinance No., 3387,

3. Licensee shall file with Lhe City Clerk of the
City of Pussdena, a Bond in the amount of £15,000,00
gusrunteeing for s period of two years that the pasvement on
@ll paved public streets and roadways shall be rehabilitsted
to the satisfaction 6€ the City Engineer and Superintoendent of
Streets of salu City. 1f in the opinion of snid City Engineer
and Superintendent of Streets, any of suld streets or roadvays
su&ll reguire resurfacing, Llcensee shull bear the cout
thereof,

L, In cutting the surface of any street, or before
any portion'tnnroof shall be resurfaced, it iz mendatory thsat
said cutting be done 1in straight lines parallel with the pipe
center line,

5¢ Licensee shell be responsible for sny and all
pipe lines, service laterals and other substructures and
liability is not limited to those which have beon marked by

Licensor.

-2-
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.« Specifications No, &&=2hl, Pert 1, shall be
amended ss follows:

(a) section 01,01 (f). Contrsctor shall provide -
suitable bridges across all roadway intersections during
any event in ti.e Hose Bowl or during week ends, The Contractor
sh.1l be responsible for keeping uimseif informed as to the
dates of any such events.

(b) Section L1.0L (f). Not more than 409 linesar
feet of excavation shull be left unfilled in one continuous
section 8t any tine,

(e) Section 61,03 (cf. Trencl, backfill, in &ll
public streets and rosdways within the City of resadena
shall comply withi the same requirements ss uection £1,03 (b)
for back{ill in “tate Highweys; Provided however, that in
locations where suitable backfill muterial 1s avallsble
tae Contructor moy, witi. tne specific approval of tne City
bngineer sand uperintendent of vtreets, use the wlternative
metnod of fiooding in not to exceed four foot thick layers
and 1n any event tie Contrsctor sliall &t his own expense
furnisih tie Jity witu tue certificstion of a recognixed soilis
testing engineer or ieboratory ti:at tiie reguirement of ninety
percent (%07) reiative density iaz been met.

(a) uUpecifications No. Li=24i, Part II shall be
&mendecd by tine substitution of revised sheets beley B=l, B-3,
Beli, L7 ana Ce-1 showing certaln sdditionsl locations of
water malns and changes of yrade in the proposed transmission
.pipc line,

7+« Thae rights &nd privileges heraein granted as

" to tie use of streets snd rigite-of-way ure upon the 8XpPress

condition that Licensee, us compensstion for the use of ssld

streets and righita-of-way of tie City of Fasadens, shali
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pay annually to Licensor in lawful money of the United .tates
the sum of Two Thousand Ninety-Three Dollars (32,093.00),
payable in advence,

8. That portion of the Golf Course which 1is
disturbed by the installation of said pipe line shall be
leveled and reseeded by Licensee. This leveling and
resesding shall be done to tie satisfsction of tie Superin-
tendent of Purks of the ity of Pesmdena, Any damege cnrused
to the sprinkling system or underyground pipes szhell be
repaired &t th,e expense of Licensee,

Ye Siwould 1t bdeouuwe necassury wfter the pipg line
has been installed und accepted by Licen#ea, to make altere-
tions and repairs or inspections to scid pipe line, Licensee
agrees to conform to Ordinence No., 3387 and uny otner
ordinnnces of the City of Pesadens wli:ich sdght pertain to
thils work,

10 (&) 1n ¢runting trds License (witiout odmitting
or recognizing in any way tnat 1t is not alresdy vested with
the powers iiereinusfter reserved) Licensor Liereby oxpressly
reservest

(1) The rigat to grade, widen, relocete, sewer,
pave, moacadsmize, lay econduilts, water, gss or other pipe,
instsll mankoles, poles or other structures therein, or to
“lter, repalr or othaerwise provide for the raking of locul
improvements ir the strewsts of tow Tity end any pipe iiney,
valvos, gutes, structures or sny other appurtenance whiatsosver
of the Licensee wnich mey interfere witn eny of such work sholl
be removed or relocated by soid Licensee at its own expense;

(2) The right to make und enforce ail such: lLocual

police, suanitery or other regulstions by ordinance in the

-l
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exercise of its police powver;

(3) The right to make and provide for the making
of loecal improvements by specisl assessment.

The enuneration herein of specific rights reserved
shall not be taken as exclusive, or as limiting the general
reservations herein made.

(b) Nothing in this License contained shall ever
be construed or taken to exeupt, or as u‘oontract right
exexpting the Licensee from complying with any ordinnnqes

now in force, or which may Lereafter Le tdopled,

Be PUMPING STATION. Licensee hereby 1is given

permission to use certain land of the City of rasadena for
the purpose of installing and maintaining a pumping planty
said land 1s described &s follows as per Plot Plan BR-129y A:

That portion of the Rancho S/n Pascual
in the City of Pasadena, County of Los Angoion,
8tate of Cslifornia, desoribed as follows

Begloning st a point in the southiveaterly
line of Lot 3 of Traot No, 10045, as per wap
recorded in Book 148, pages 48 and 49 of Maps,
in the office of tre County Racorder of said
County that is distant -Soutl 40°220 14 East
37.77 feet from the angles point in the soutn-
vesterly line of said Lot 33 thenace South
L5e01950" wegst 79.60 feot; %hanco Nortn (ke
244" vest 99,50 feot} thence South 2L°40¢
54" Kast 121.03 feet to the Northerly line of
the Rorth Pasadena Tract, as per map recorded
in Book 37, page 42 of Hlscelluneous Records,
in the ofrlce of sald County Rocordcrz thence
along said northerly line South 73°19'3C" Viest
37.00 feet; thence narth 72040024 " West 42,50 feat
to the beginning of a tangent curve concave
northeasterly and having a redius of 126,32
feet; tlLence northwesterly along sald ourve
105,81 t-otl thence tangent to said curve
North 24*L0'Sh" West 14,30 feet to the
beginning of a tangent curve eoncave to the
Southwest, and having a radius of 1030,00
feet:; thence northwesterly along said curve
36.06 root{ thence North (5°19'06* Bast
110.63 feet; thence South 24eL0'5L " Ragt
159.77 feet; thence South HlLepl1iyn East
114,44 feet; thence North L5%01956" Bast 56,76
feet to n point in said southwesterly line of
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?o&tﬁvgitg;;tlgz; R et Y iaég .10
feet to the point of veglnning.

The use of said land is su.ject to the folilowing
conditionss

l; That any iuilding or Luilldings which are to
ve constructed on the land iast described above shall gencrally
conform to the architecture of tue Municipal Golf Clubhouse
buildings at the Brookside Golf Course, and all plans znd
specifications for any instsllations on this land shall be
apprevad by tne board of Directors of the Zity of Pasadena,
and said installetions shall conform to tre hullding,
Eleotricai and Plumbing Codes of the City of Pasladena,

2. Landscaping in and about the pumping station
on the ahove descriped lend shall be planted and properly
mainteined 1n uccordance will directions frox the Superlntendent
of Parks,

Jo The rigrts and privileges herein yreasted lor
the construction and malntenance of & ruaping Ltetlon are
upon tire express conditlon tiet Licenses, aé compansatlion
for the use of sald land of t.e ity of baneadenn, ctiall pay
annually to Licensor In lswful money of t.e United Stutes the
sum of OUne Tuousand Five Lundred Uol.sr: (,1,500,0)) payeble
in advsanco,

Co SGLRERAL GULATIONC .

le Tilcansee, its s00c05:01e and Gsalgns, sLail
eave hermless end indemnify Licensor, 1ts succescors end
assigns, frouw snd sgelnst cll clalm., dewands, Loss, dacage or
liabllity arlsing or growlng out of loss of or damags to
property, injury to or deatl. of persons resulting in any
menner wnalsoever, direclly or indirectiy, by reason of tiie
use or occupancy of sald streets, rights—ot-ﬁly or real .

L w s Gy i 7 r TR E

=0
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property of the citi for sny purpose whatsoever byvroulon
of the right, license or privilege herein granted.

Concurrently with the exeoution of this Ligense,
Licensee shall furnish to City satisfactory evidence of an
insurance policy written by a company which meets with the
lppiovnl of City, insuring Licensee sgainst loss or liability
which may arise during the performance of oy which may result
from any of the work herein required to be done by Licensee
including all ecosts of defending any claim arising as a
result thereof,

Such peliey -hnllibo in wi amount of at least
$50,000 for the death of or injury to any person in any one
acecident, §100,000 for the death of or injury te more than
one person in any one accident and £25,000 for property
dacmage in eny one accident.

This policy shall name the City as the agssured or
one of the assureds, and shall not be cancellable unless
Licensor shall have been given ten (10) days® notice in writing
of such oencellation., Said poliey shall be maintained in
full force and effect until the terminstion of tiis License,.

2. This license shall be for an indefinite and
indeterminate term. If Licensee should breach and fail,
refuse or negleat te comply with any of the conditions of this
license, or of any of the terms or conditions of any ordinance
of the City of Pasadena, the City Manuger shall giQo written
notice tuereof to the Board of Directors of Licenses, stating
the number, nature snd chafacter of said breach and demanding
sald bresch be remedied within thirty (30) deys from the
Sakling of said notice. If Licensee foils, neglects or refuses
to comply with said netice within said period, Licensor way
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cause such breach to be rectified and charge Licensee
therefor. In the event Licensee disagrees as to gaid breach
or the costs involved, Licensee may file sn appeal with
the Loard of Lirectors of Licensor witnin twventye-one (21)
days from the receipt of the notice or invoice, in which
case tae decision of sald Board shall be final. No provision
lherein made for tne purpose of securing the enforcement
of tie terms and conditions of this license shall be deemed
an exclusive remedy or to afford tine exclusive procedure
for tle enforcement of said terms and conditions, but the
rowedies and procedure outlined herein or providod,'shall
be deezed to be cumulative,

3. Licensee shall not ussign or transfer this
License or any rignt or privilege hereunder without first
securing tlie written consent of Licensor thereto.

| IR VWITHESY WHERLKOF, swild Licensor snd Licensee have

caused tiis instrument to be executed the day nda year first

above written.
CITY OF PASADENA

C%?C;fZ44A,a¢4’(/)

Tlelrwsn of the Doard of Directors
of the City of Fasedens

ATTUHST ¢ LICENSGR
,@b.»y«.// R "(-—c?u \.(,sz/{,r:,
City J-rk

yOOi\lLL MUNICIFAL WATER DISTHICT
7 /!
LA
}ﬂf ;/,ziva@*L

By

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
FRANK L. K@SUAN City Attorrtey

BY. 1//'/ /7,7.;/////.//

Seniur qu (mly City Attorney

uAué// /</f ]9;/

,-/]/'/g' //J //7”9/

Lpproved :
L,
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STATE OF CALIFOMNIA )

88
COUNTY OF LOS ARGELES
On thislith day of _liav y 1954, before

me, the undersigned, s Notary Public in and for said County,

personally appeared CLARE™ICE p, WIMIHTR

]
known to me to be the -- Chairman of the Board of

Direetors of the City of Pundona,.t.hc municipal corporation
that executed tie witiin fnatrument, and acknowledged to
me that such municipal corporation executed the S,

Bresisr /8.0 Pevedoviin,
(] y Pu c or s
County and State

Tt ol Moty Pl
MY COMitssie s e WY 5 ‘)‘1: """"
STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) 83
COURTY OF LOS ANGELES )
On tiis /o dey of May y 1954, before

ne, the undersigned, @ Notery Public &n ané for said County,
persanully appesred _Jos, H., Tumbach

and E, D, Richards, known to me to be tue
President and Secretary, respectively, of the

Footnill kuniciyal water District, the wunicipal corporation
that sxecuted the within instrument and acknowledged to me

thet sucr muniedpsl corporation executea tie suue.

Yotary Publlciin and for ©aid
County/ and State

My Commission Expires June 1Q, 1954
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EOTJION yo. 17078 - May 4, 1954

Moved by Director A RAY BENEDICT

That the license agreement presented herewith,
& copy of which 1s attached hereto, whereby the City or
Pasadena grants to the Foothill Municipal Water District
@ license and permit to construct, maintain and operate
water transmission mainskin strests and rights-of-way
in the City of Pasadena and to install and maintain a
pumping plant on land owned by the City of Pasadena, be
and the same hereby 1s approved and the Chairmen of the
Board of Directors is authorized and directed to execute
8aid license agreement in duplicate and the City Clerk
is directed to attest his signature and to deliver said
license agreement 1in duplicate to the City Attorney
for transmittal to saiq district,

Motion duly seomdded and carried by the following
vote:
Ayes: Directors Sengdict, Brenner, ﬁorn, Miller, Winder,

oods .

Noes: None
Absent: Director Abernethy

I herebyr coruiy that ibe lLrepning
documer.t_is a full, true and correct

A)/IJ( N ./‘W

of t o
S

' Gy widorig
BYeommons % .-_-ﬁ.;-_ﬁ.(/g\.—::yﬁe.{.ozrun
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Foothill Letter
September 30, 2025
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FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

Altadena - La Cafiada Flintridge - La Crescenta

September 30, 2025

Mr. Deven Upadhyay

General Manager

Metropolitan Water District
Of Southern California

700 N. Alameda Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Deven,
Foothill Point of Delivery

I would like to thank you, Chief Counsel Marcia Scully and Principal Deputy General Counsel Cathy
Stites for meeting with District Counsel Keith Lemieux, General Manager Nina Jazmadarian and me
regarding the Foothill Municipal Water District’s point of delivery. As noted in our March 2024
letter, updated in April 2024 (Attachment A) and follow up discussions, the District believes that we
are being treated differently than the other Metropolitan agencies which is resulting in higher costs
for imported water to Foothill and its customers.

To summarize, Foothill finds it inequitable that it is required to own and pay for the capital and
pumping costs for Foothill facilities outside of its service area so that we can provide imported
water into our service area. As you know, Foothill pays for the costs related to the operation and
maintenance of the Upper Feeder connection. Foothill also pays an annual fee to Pasadena under
its License Agreement for the operation and maintenance of the pipelines and pump station related
to the Upper Feeder connection. These costs should be absorbed by Metropolitan as a cost for the
delivery of its water. Metropolitan has absorbed similar costs related to other districts annexed to
Metropolitan and consequently leaves Foothill and its customers at a significant disadvantage as
aresult.

But not only are we paying for these facilities, we are also paying through the Metropolitan rates for
the capital and sometimes pumping costs for other Metropolitan member agencies who have
facilities up to their District boundaries and many times beyond the boundaries for Metropolitan
water deliveries. We do not understand why we should be financially supporting the other agencies
and not getting the same benefits in return.

At our meeting, you asked for further information after General Manager Jazmadarian disputed the
letter written to the Metropolitan Board of Directors by Robert Diemer on April 9, 1959 (Attachment

4536 Hampton Road * P.O. Box 686 * La Canada-Flintridge, CA 91012—0686 (818) 790-4036 FAX (818) 790-9418
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B). GM Jazmadarian provided that information to you (Attachment C) which noted that Foothill
annexed to Metropolitan under a stated policy which did not exist at the time of its annexation.
Because the Public Records Act did not exist at the time, and even the Brown Act did not exist until
1953, there was no way to verify the accuracy of the policy so the argument that it is our fault that
we did not know is not correct.

It has been stated that when Foothill annexed in 1952, we agreed to the method of annexation, and
we must stick to it.

We disagree. Many things have changed dramatically in the 72 years that Foothill annexed to
Metropolitan including the annexation of other Metropolitan member agencies that have not had to
meet the annexation policy that was adopted six months after Foothill joined Metropolitan. Foothill
is concerned it is being singled out and is being treated differently.

The interesting portion of all of this is that the cost to Metropolitan is negligible as it is spread out
amongstits agencies whereas for Foothillitis a large cost. The cost for power is less than 50 cents
per acre-foot for Metropolitan - when Foothil’s demands are high. The facilities have been
maintained well over the years and the cost of rehabilitating a booster when it is needed is well
within Metropolitan’s GM’s authority.

Proposition 26 amended the California Constitution to clarify that a charge is not considered a tax
ifitisimposed for a specific government service or product provided directly to the payor thatis not
provided to those not charged, and which does not exceed the reasonable costs to the local
government of providing the service or product. (Cal. Const., art. XllI C, 8 1(e); see Great Oaks Water
Co. v. Santa Clara Valley Water Dist. (2025) 110 Cal. App. 5th 260, 281-82.)

Foothill has expended costs for constructing portions of the connection to the Upper Feeder and
continues to expend costs for the pump station, pipelines, and facilities related to the Upper Feeder
connection. By contrast, most of the agencies annexed by Metropolitan received partial or full
contributions toward the cost of constructing similar facilities. In other words, Foothill continues
to pay the same rate as these agencies, without having received the same or similar benefits from
Metropolitan’s investments. Based on this discrepancy, it is clear Foothill’s current rate exceeds
the reasonable cost of Metropolitan’s services and Foothill is essentially subsidizing the other
agencies’ fees because it should be paying less by virtue of the delivery system which is paid by
Foothill itself. Thus, continuing to impose these rates is an unconstitutional levy of taxes requiring
voter approval.

In conclusion, we are seeking reimbursement from Metropolitan for the costs of maintaining and
operating the facilities to our District boundaries. At our meeting, it was agreed that staff would be
assigned to write a letter to the Board explaining the situation and making a recommendation for
action. Foothill also asked that this issue be brought to the Board for discussion and action before
the end of the year and we look forward to the discussion at the Metropolitan Committee and Board

Page 2 of 3
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meetings. Again, thank you for meeting with us and allowing Foothill to explain its reasons that
reimbursement of costs for the pump station and pipelines to Foothill’s boundaries should occur.

If you would like to discuss this issue further, please let me know.

Regards,
/u—} Z 3;47«’0‘[_

Ll o
Garry E. Bryént
Foothill MWD Representative

Cc: Marcia Scully
Cathy Stites
Keith Lemieux
Nina Jazmadarian

Page 3 0of 3
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FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

ALTADENA « La CANADA FLINTRIDGE ¢ La CRESCENTA

March 21, 2024

Adan Ortega

Chairman of the Board

Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California

700 S. Alameda Ave.

Los Angeles, CA

Re: Foothill Municipal Water District

Dear Adén:

I am writing on behalf of Foothill Municipal Water District (“Foothill”) to request that
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (“Metropolitan” or “Met”) consider taking
over the operation/ownership of certain pipelines and a pump station discussed in the attached
License Agreement between Pasadena and Foothill. This request is grounded in the principle
that all Met member agencies should shoulder the same burdens, and enjoy the same benefits,
as other member agencies.

Foothill joined Metropolitan in 1952. On Nov. 18, 1952, Met passed Resolution No. 4164
agreeing to annexation of Foothill. Foothill voted to approve annexation to Met on Dec. 22, 1952.
Thereafter, on Nov. 10, 1953, the Met Board authorized the construction of a connection to the
Upper Feeder for Foothill at Foothill’s expense.

On June 5, 1954 Foothill requested Met cover certain costs related to the connection to the
Upper Feeder. On June 28, 1954, the Met Board authorized construction of the Foothill
connection on the basis that Met would pay the cost estimated at $21,000, which turned out to
be only $15,400. After the annexation of Foothill, water was sold to Foothill and transported by
the City of Pasadena until Foothill’s facilities were constructed and ready for use in 1955.

Pursuant to License Agreement No. 4326 between Pasadena and Foothill dated May 10, 1954,
(“License Agreement”) Foothill pays an annual license fee of approximately $3,600 to Pasadena
and has the right to access, operate and maintain the pump station, pipelines and facilities
related to Foothill’s Upper Feeder connection. The License Agreement can be transferred with
Pasadena’s written consent.

01250 00010626700,
7
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A. Metropolitan’s Policies and Practices at the Time of Foothill’'s Annexation
Warranted Met Take Over Operation of the Subject Facilities, But Met Did Not Do So

1. Met’s Policies At the Time of Foothill’s Annexation

Metropolitan’s Statement of Policy dated Jan. 9, 1931 stated, “The consent of the Board to such
municipalities or areas becoming a part of the District and receiving water from the aqueduct
system will be decided on the basis of mutual advantage, and the terms and conditions of joining
will be determined on the merits of each application.” It also stated:

“The Metropolitan Water District will deliver water, either directly or indirectly,
through a system provided by the District, to each of the eleven original member
cities, and to those cities whose application for admission prior to March 1, 1931,
have been approved, at or near the boundary of each, this point of delivery to be
determined by considerations of economy and convenience with respect to the
general engineering plans adopted by the District, and to such other points as the
Directors may determine. Particular consideration shall be given to designing the
feeder system so that areas of large potential consumption may be adequately
served. ... The delivery of water to areas within the District will be so conducted,
organized and controlled that the District may retain its right to recover water
originating in its system which may reach and replenish underground basins.”

At the time of Foothill’s annexation in January of 1953, Met was also operating pursuant to a
policy articulated in a letter dated July 6, 1949 by Franklin Thomas, Chair of the Water Problems
and Public Relations Committee, which stated:

“Consideration was given to the matter of expenditures for the purpose of
construction of works necessary to accomplish delivery of water to annexing
areas, but it was concluded that, because of the fact that each area presents a
different geographical and physical problem, no rigid policy should be expressed,
and that each situation should be examined on its merits.”

Met previously acknowledged this policy was in effect when Foothill was annexed to Met
in January 1953.

2. In Annexations Prior to July 14, 1953, Met Contributed Toward or Paid
the Entire Cost of Needed Facilities in Every Instance -- Except Foothill’s Annexation

Prior to July 14, 1953, Met built connecting pipelines, at Met expense, to the boundaries/borders
of annexing areas, such as Coastal, San Diego, West Basin, Pomona, Eastern, Chino Basin, and
Orange County municipal districts. Met contributed toward or paid the entire cost of needed
facilities in every instance except Foothill’s. Met paid less in costs and/or back taxes for Foothill,

01350.0001/962679.2

4536 Hampton Road < P.O. Box686 * La Cafiada Flintridge, CA 91012-0686 (818) 790-4036 FAX (818) 790-9418



Mleyr 1076%?| ;55 rlli% ,ge?rﬁ%l%}?gtl\g]@etmg 6¢ Attachment 1, Page 138 of 203

Southern California
March 20, 2024
Page 3

Eastern, and Coastal Municipal than it did for other areas. In fact, Met even indicated its
willingness to pay millions for a proposed San Bernardino annexation that was not approved by
voters.

Thus, on March 15, 1959, Foothill wrote to the GM of Met requesting Foothill be reimbursed by
Met for the cost of a small portion of the pipeline connecting facilities of Foothill with the Upper
Feeder of Met, which facilities were entirely within the City of Pasadena and outside Foothill
territory. The letter states the line had been under Met control, with metering facilities
accessible to Met, but not Foothill. Foothill serves its retail agencies through this one single
connection to the Upper Feeder®.

3. Foothill Has Been Treated Differently Than Other Agencies for Whom
Met Invested in Infrastructure.

Met’s GM and Chief Engineer wrote to Metropolitan’s Board on April 9, 1959, responding to
Foothill’s March 15, 1959 letter and request for a reimbursement in the amount of $149,940.35.
Met’s April 9, 1959 letter discusses the other agencies for whom Met invested in infrastructure,
some of which is paraphrased/summarized below and denies Foothill’s request.

e Met states the first annexations to the original 11 cities were Compton, Fullerton, Long
Beach and Torrance in 1931. They were required to pay their back taxes in cash with 3%
interest. Facilities were provided by Met to deliver water a short distance inside the
boundary of each city.

e In 1942, Coastal Municipal? annexed. The agency was permitted to pay back taxes over
20 years without interest but with interest from the due date of each original tax payment
to the date of annexation with 4% interest. A 12.6 mile pipeline was built at Met expense
extending the Orange County feeder from Santa Ana to Corona del Mar.

o Over the following 7 years, 5 areas annexed to Coastal with 30 years to pay back
taxes for the 3 areas that annexed after 1946.

e San Diego County Water Authority (“SD”) was annexed in 1946. SD was granted a 30-year
repayment period without interest after annexation but with 4% interest on tax payments
due prior to annexation. SD’s Colorado River rights were merged into Met’s, and Met
agreed to pay for and operate the northerly one half of the SD aqueduct. Met agreed to
enlarge or parallel the northerly half of this aqueduct when necessary to satisfy the
Authority’s requirements for water.

! Foothill now has access to the facilities.
2 Now part of Municipal Water District of Orange County

01350.0001/962679.2
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e In 1948, West Basin was annexed. Met agreed to construct a feeder line extending from
the Palos Verdes Feeder to Aviation Blvd and to provide 5 turn outs on this feeder and 5
additional turn outs on other Met feeder lines. Its interest rate and number of years of
repayment were the same as SD’s. This was the last annexation that did not require
payment of interest on the unpaid balance of deferred annexation charges.

e OnJuly 8, 1949, the Board of Met started requiring the payment of interest at 3 percent
on unpaid balance of deferred annexation charges for new annexations. Thus, Pomona
Valley, Eastern, Chino Basin, OC, Foothill, Central Basin and Western paid the 3 percent
interest rate on deferred annexation charges. Pomona annexed in 1950. Eastern, Chino
Basin, OC annexed in 1951. Foothill annexed in 1953, and Central Basin and Western
Riverside annexed in 1954. In 1954, the interest rate was increased from 3 to 4 percent.

e When the original Pomona District® annexed in 1950, Met made the sum of $275,000.00
available for a service connection and other facilities for the delivery of Colorado River
Water.

e Met states that when Eastern annexed in 1951, Met provided one service connection at
Met’s expense, made the sum of $325,00.00 available for other facilities for delivery of
Colorado River water and agreed to transport local water collected in the San Jacinto
tunnel to points of delivery within Eastern without charge.

e When Chino Basin* joined in 1951, Met made $360,000.00 available for service
connections and other works for delivery and distribution of Colorado River water.

e When the original OC Muni Water District®> annexed in 1951, Met provided facilities and
service connections to allow Colorado River water to be delivered into the Santiago
Reservoir, into existing canals on the north and south side of the Santa Ana River, and into
the Santa Ana River bed.

e When Western joined in 1954, Met agreed it would construct, at its expense, portions of
7 service connections, including turnout valve structures, shut-off valves, and
appurtenances at each connection.

Thereafter, on May 5, 1959, Foothill wrote back to Met pointing out that there was no Met policy
in place stating that Met could only annex “large, basin-wide areas,” which Met’s letter had
alleged. Foothill also pointed out that Met had control of the vault to which Foothill had no

3 Now Three Valleys Municipal Water District
4 Now Inland Empire Utilities Agency
> Meaning Municipal Water District of Orange County
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access, so Met had already obligated itself with respect to the pipeline. Foothill also listed all of
the areas served by the line, which included Crescenta Valley.

B. Met’s “Come-and-Get-It” Resolution Post-dates Foothill’s Annexation, and is
Inapplicable to It.

After Foothill’s annexation, on July 14, 1953, Met adopted Resolution No. 4249, the so-called
“come and get it,” resolution which states in part:

“BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the [Met] District, that it be declared
to be the intent of this Board that all future annexations to the [Met] District be
based on the principle that this District [Met] District shall not be obligated to
provide additional works or facilities, necessitated by such future annexations, for
the delivery of water from works owned and operated by the District.”

The “come and get it” resolution is not applicable to Foothill’s annexation since the resolution
post-dates Foothill’s annexation.

By contrast, the Policy enacted a few months before Foothill’s annexation gave Met discretion to
fashion terms for annexation and stated: “[E]ach area presents a different geographical and
physical problem, no rigid policy should be expressed, and that each situation should be
examined on its merits.” The Policy prior to that time, the Jan. 9, 1931 policy states “The consent
of the Board to such municipalities or areas becoming a part of the District and receiving water
from the aqueduct system will be decided on the basis of mutual advantage, and the terms and
conditions of joining will be determined on the merits of each application.”

Moreover, on Feb. 19, 1969, Las Virgenes Municipal Water District (“LV”) and Calleguas
transferred to Met the Calleguas feeder or conduit, through which LV and Calleguas had been
receiving Met water. The Agreement stated that Met would pay them $5,375,000 on July 1, 1971
for the Calleguas conduit. Some of that funding was to be used to remove certain surge relief
facilities and pumping plant facilities.

As demonstrated above, Met’s refusal to assist Foothill with its Upper Feeder connection facilities
was contrary to then current Met policy, and inconsistent with subsequent practice by Met in
very similar circumstances. Currently, there is no specific mandate or practice that prohibits Met
from owning/operating the subject facilities. Foothill has been treated inequitably but believes
Met can correct this.

C. Foothill and Pasadena License Agreement of 1954 Can Be Transferred to Met
Upon Pasadena’s Written Consent.

01350.0001/962679.2
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Foothill seeks to transfer or assign assets that include the transmission lines and pump station
identified in the License Agreement, along with the right to use the right of way described in
the License Agreement, since the transmission lines and pump station are permanent fixtures in
the right of way. We believe Pasadena would consent in writing to an assignment and/or transfer
of the License/right of way.

D. Foothill is Paying Through Rates for Others’ Feeders But Foothill is Covering the Costs
of Its Own Feeder

Foothill is receiving lesser service for the same rates because other agencies are paying the same
rates, yet they do not have the additional costs that Foothill has in operating the facilities at issue.
(See Cal. Const. Art. XIIIC Sec. 1(e)(2.) In the event Metropolitan is unwilling to take the facilities
at issue, Foothill requests an adjustment to its rates or reimbursement of costs in the future.

In conclusion, we believe Met had an obligation to take the lines and pump station, or at the very
least, should do so now in order to treat Foothill equitably and as other member agencies have
been treated. We would like to transfer these facilities at no remuneration from Metropolitan
except for the payment of two small connections at or near the boundaries of the District. |look
forward to speaking with you about the foregoing at a time of your convenience. Thank you for
your time and consideration.

/A‘f\/\/a\,%
Richard Atwater

FMWD Board President

ery truly yours

cc: Metropolitan Board of Directors
FMWD Board of Directors

Adel Hagekhalil

Nina Jazmadarian

FMWD Retail Agencies
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FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

Altadena - La Cafiada Flintridge - La Crescenta

April 1, 2024

Adan Ortega, Board Chair

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
P.O. Box 54153

Los Angeles, CA 90054-0153

Re: Foothill Municipal Water District (“Foothill”) Upper Feeder
Dear Adan,

Thank you for your email of April 1, 2024 acknowledging receipt of Foothill’s request
that Metropolitan take ownership and assume operational costs of pipelines related to
Foothill's Upper Feeder connection. Attached to this email is the License Agreement
between Foothill and City of Pasadena referenced in my prior letter. | look forward to
working with you and Metropolitan staff on this important matter.

General Manager Jazmadarian has extended an invitation to General Manager
Hagekhalil for a tour of the subject facilities. | am happy to extend that invitation to
you as well. '

Please let me know what information Foothill can provide to expedite consideration of
this matter. | will direct General Manager Jazmadarian to provide that information to
the appropriate person.

Richard Atwater
FMWD Board President

cc: Adel Hagekhalil
FMWD Board of Directors

4536 Hampton Road — P.O. Box 686 La Cafiada Flintridge, CA 91012, PHONE (818) 790-4036 FAX (818) 790-9416
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NO. HFTRE

LICENSR AGRU[MENT

THIS ACREEMENT, entered into this luth day of

Liay y 1954, by and between the CITY OF PASADENA,
& municipal eorporation, hereinafter referred to ss
“Licensor" and FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT, hereinafter

referred to as "Licensee",
WITNKNHBSESETEH

WHEREAS, the Licensee is desirous of gonstructing,
lnaintuinin( snd operating water transmission wmains in
streets and rights-of-way of the City of Pasadenaj und
WHEREAS,; Licensee is desirous of installing und
meintaining a pumping station in the City of Pasadenaj und
WHBREAS, Licensor i1s desirous of grsnting a license
to conduct such operationsg
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of their mutual
eovenants, the parties hereto agree as follows:
Ao JIRANSMICSION LINES. Licensee is hereby given
permission to construct, maintain and operate water truns-
mission mains in streets and rights-of-wsy in the City of
Pasadens in accordance with "SPECIFICATION NG, 1 of the
FOOTHILL HMUNICIPAL WATHR DISTRICT" parts I and Il (as
corrected or amended by this ayreement) sald specifications
being filed as document SS—?NI\plrts I and 11 in the office of
the City Ingineer and Suporintohdant of dtreets of the City fﬁvaékja
of Pasadena and in accordance with “Map of FOOTHILL HUNICIPAL% 5\0r6:;/
WATER DISTRICT RIGHT OF WAY , ixnibits 1, 2 and 3" - consist-/ I %.
ing of three sheets filed as Drawing number BB=1299 sheets

ly 2 and 3 in the office of said City Engineer and Superintendent
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of Streets. Said License i3 grented upon the followlng
eonditions whiech shall be considered scceptable to Licensee
by the acoeptance of this License, and in consideration of
the rights granted hereunder, Licensee agrees ns follows:

les The width of tue right-of-way where not in a
public street snall de 10 foet, tie center line of which will
be tli¢ center Llina of saild pipe line as shown on sxid plans,
except that during construotion en sdditional width of 20
feet will be granted for the purpose of & spoil bank, storsge
of materials, and use of oqﬁipmcnt.

2, Licensee or his contractor shall plece on
deposit, prior to the commeneing of eny of the work, the cost
of inspection and any chargeable cost z> set forth in
Ordinance No., 3387,

3. Licensee shall file with Lhe City Clerk of the
City of Pussdena, a Bond in the amount of £15,000,00
gusrunteeing for s period of two years that the pasvement on
@ll paved public streets and roadways shall be rehabilitsted
to the satisfaction 6€ the City Engineer and Superintoendent of
Streets of salu City. 1f in the opinion of snid City Engineer
and Superintendent of Streets, any of suld streets or roadvays
su&ll reguire resurfacing, Llcensee shull bear the cout
thereof,

L, In cutting the surface of any street, or before
any portion'tnnroof shall be resurfaced, it iz mendatory thsat
said cutting be done 1in straight lines parallel with the pipe
center line,

5¢ Licensee shell be responsible for sny and all
pipe lines, service laterals and other substructures and
liability is not limited to those which have beon marked by

Licensor.

-2-
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.« Specifications No, &&=2hl, Pert 1, shall be
amended ss follows:

(a) section 01,01 (f). Contrsctor shall provide -
suitable bridges across all roadway intersections during
any event in ti.e Hose Bowl or during week ends, The Contractor
sh.1l be responsible for keeping uimseif informed as to the
dates of any such events.

(b) Section L1.0L (f). Not more than 409 linesar
feet of excavation shull be left unfilled in one continuous
section 8t any tine,

(e) Section 61,03 (cf. Trencl, backfill, in &ll
public streets and rosdways within the City of resadena
shall comply withi the same requirements ss uection £1,03 (b)
for back{ill in “tate Highweys; Provided however, that in
locations where suitable backfill muterial 1s avallsble
tae Contructor moy, witi. tne specific approval of tne City
bngineer sand uperintendent of vtreets, use the wlternative
metnod of fiooding in not to exceed four foot thick layers
and 1n any event tie Contrsctor sliall &t his own expense
furnisih tie Jity witu tue certificstion of a recognixed soilis
testing engineer or ieboratory ti:at tiie reguirement of ninety
percent (%07) reiative density iaz been met.

(a) uUpecifications No. Li=24i, Part II shall be
&mendecd by tine substitution of revised sheets beley B=l, B-3,
Beli, L7 ana Ce-1 showing certaln sdditionsl locations of
water malns and changes of yrade in the proposed transmission
.pipc line,

7+« Thae rights &nd privileges heraein granted as

" to tie use of streets snd rigite-of-way ure upon the 8XpPress

condition that Licensee, us compensstion for the use of ssld

streets and righita-of-way of tie City of Fasadens, shali
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pay annually to Licensor in lawful money of the United .tates
the sum of Two Thousand Ninety-Three Dollars (32,093.00),
payable in advence,

8. That portion of the Golf Course which 1is
disturbed by the installation of said pipe line shall be
leveled and reseeded by Licensee. This leveling and
resesding shall be done to tie satisfsction of tie Superin-
tendent of Purks of the ity of Pesmdena, Any damege cnrused
to the sprinkling system or underyground pipes szhell be
repaired &t th,e expense of Licensee,

Ye Siwould 1t bdeouuwe necassury wfter the pipg line
has been installed und accepted by Licen#ea, to make altere-
tions and repairs or inspections to scid pipe line, Licensee
agrees to conform to Ordinence No., 3387 and uny otner
ordinnnces of the City of Pesadens wli:ich sdght pertain to
thils work,

10 (&) 1n ¢runting trds License (witiout odmitting
or recognizing in any way tnat 1t is not alresdy vested with
the powers iiereinusfter reserved) Licensor Liereby oxpressly
reservest

(1) The rigat to grade, widen, relocete, sewer,
pave, moacadsmize, lay econduilts, water, gss or other pipe,
instsll mankoles, poles or other structures therein, or to
“lter, repalr or othaerwise provide for the raking of locul
improvements ir the strewsts of tow Tity end any pipe iiney,
valvos, gutes, structures or sny other appurtenance whiatsosver
of the Licensee wnich mey interfere witn eny of such work sholl
be removed or relocated by soid Licensee at its own expense;

(2) The right to make und enforce ail such: lLocual

police, suanitery or other regulstions by ordinance in the

-l
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exercise of its police powver;

(3) The right to make and provide for the making
of loecal improvements by specisl assessment.

The enuneration herein of specific rights reserved
shall not be taken as exclusive, or as limiting the general
reservations herein made.

(b) Nothing in this License contained shall ever
be construed or taken to exeupt, or as u‘oontract right
exexpting the Licensee from complying with any ordinnnqes

now in force, or which may Lereafter Le tdopled,

Be PUMPING STATION. Licensee hereby 1is given

permission to use certain land of the City of rasadena for
the purpose of installing and maintaining a pumping planty
said land 1s described &s follows as per Plot Plan BR-129y A:

That portion of the Rancho S/n Pascual
in the City of Pasadena, County of Los Angoion,
8tate of Cslifornia, desoribed as follows

Begloning st a point in the southiveaterly
line of Lot 3 of Traot No, 10045, as per wap
recorded in Book 148, pages 48 and 49 of Maps,
in the office of tre County Racorder of said
County that is distant -Soutl 40°220 14 East
37.77 feet from the angles point in the soutn-
vesterly line of said Lot 33 thenace South
L5e01950" wegst 79.60 feot; %hanco Nortn (ke
244" vest 99,50 feot} thence South 2L°40¢
54" Kast 121.03 feet to the Northerly line of
the Rorth Pasadena Tract, as per map recorded
in Book 37, page 42 of Hlscelluneous Records,
in the ofrlce of sald County Rocordcrz thence
along said northerly line South 73°19'3C" Viest
37.00 feet; thence narth 72040024 " West 42,50 feat
to the beginning of a tangent curve concave
northeasterly and having a redius of 126,32
feet; tlLence northwesterly along sald ourve
105,81 t-otl thence tangent to said curve
North 24*L0'Sh" West 14,30 feet to the
beginning of a tangent curve eoncave to the
Southwest, and having a radius of 1030,00
feet:; thence northwesterly along said curve
36.06 root{ thence North (5°19'06* Bast
110.63 feet; thence South 24eL0'5L " Ragt
159.77 feet; thence South HlLepl1iyn East
114,44 feet; thence North L5%01956" Bast 56,76
feet to n point in said southwesterly line of
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?o&tﬁvgitg;;tlgz; R et Y iaég .10
feet to the point of veglnning.

The use of said land is su.ject to the folilowing
conditionss

l; That any iuilding or Luilldings which are to
ve constructed on the land iast described above shall gencrally
conform to the architecture of tue Municipal Golf Clubhouse
buildings at the Brookside Golf Course, and all plans znd
specifications for any instsllations on this land shall be
apprevad by tne board of Directors of the Zity of Pasadena,
and said installetions shall conform to tre hullding,
Eleotricai and Plumbing Codes of the City of Pasladena,

2. Landscaping in and about the pumping station
on the ahove descriped lend shall be planted and properly
mainteined 1n uccordance will directions frox the Superlntendent
of Parks,

Jo The rigrts and privileges herein yreasted lor
the construction and malntenance of & ruaping Ltetlon are
upon tire express conditlon tiet Licenses, aé compansatlion
for the use of sald land of t.e ity of baneadenn, ctiall pay
annually to Licensor In lswful money of t.e United Stutes the
sum of OUne Tuousand Five Lundred Uol.sr: (,1,500,0)) payeble
in advsanco,

Co SGLRERAL GULATIONC .

le Tilcansee, its s00c05:01e and Gsalgns, sLail
eave hermless end indemnify Licensor, 1ts succescors end
assigns, frouw snd sgelnst cll clalm., dewands, Loss, dacage or
liabllity arlsing or growlng out of loss of or damags to
property, injury to or deatl. of persons resulting in any
menner wnalsoever, direclly or indirectiy, by reason of tiie
use or occupancy of sald streets, rights—ot-ﬁly or real .

L w s Gy i 7 r TR E

=0
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property of the citi for sny purpose whatsoever byvroulon
of the right, license or privilege herein granted.

Concurrently with the exeoution of this Ligense,
Licensee shall furnish to City satisfactory evidence of an
insurance policy written by a company which meets with the
lppiovnl of City, insuring Licensee sgainst loss or liability
which may arise during the performance of oy which may result
from any of the work herein required to be done by Licensee
including all ecosts of defending any claim arising as a
result thereof,

Such peliey -hnllibo in wi amount of at least
$50,000 for the death of or injury to any person in any one
acecident, §100,000 for the death of or injury te more than
one person in any one accident and £25,000 for property
dacmage in eny one accident.

This policy shall name the City as the agssured or
one of the assureds, and shall not be cancellable unless
Licensor shall have been given ten (10) days® notice in writing
of such oencellation., Said poliey shall be maintained in
full force and effect until the terminstion of tiis License,.

2. This license shall be for an indefinite and
indeterminate term. If Licensee should breach and fail,
refuse or negleat te comply with any of the conditions of this
license, or of any of the terms or conditions of any ordinance
of the City of Pasadena, the City Manuger shall giQo written
notice tuereof to the Board of Directors of Licenses, stating
the number, nature snd chafacter of said breach and demanding
sald bresch be remedied within thirty (30) deys from the
Sakling of said notice. If Licensee foils, neglects or refuses
to comply with said netice within said period, Licensor way
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cause such breach to be rectified and charge Licensee
therefor. In the event Licensee disagrees as to gaid breach
or the costs involved, Licensee may file sn appeal with
the Loard of Lirectors of Licensor witnin twventye-one (21)
days from the receipt of the notice or invoice, in which
case tae decision of sald Board shall be final. No provision
lherein made for tne purpose of securing the enforcement
of tie terms and conditions of this license shall be deemed
an exclusive remedy or to afford tine exclusive procedure
for tle enforcement of said terms and conditions, but the
rowedies and procedure outlined herein or providod,'shall
be deezed to be cumulative,

3. Licensee shall not ussign or transfer this
License or any rignt or privilege hereunder without first
securing tlie written consent of Licensor thereto.

| IR VWITHESY WHERLKOF, swild Licensor snd Licensee have

caused tiis instrument to be executed the day nda year first

above written.
CITY OF PASADENA

C%?C;fZ44A,a¢4’(/)

Tlelrwsn of the Doard of Directors
of the City of Fasedens

ATTUHST ¢ LICENSGR
,@b.»y«.// R "(-—c?u \.(,sz/{,r:,
City J-rk

yOOi\lLL MUNICIFAL WATER DISTHICT
7 /!
LA
}ﬂf ;/,ziva@*L

By

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
FRANK L. K@SUAN City Attorrtey

BY. 1//'/ /7,7.;/////.//

Seniur qu (mly City Attorney

uAué// /</f ]9;/

,-/]/'/g' //J //7”9/

Lpproved :
L,
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STATE OF CALIFOMNIA )

88
COUNTY OF LOS ARGELES
On thislith day of _liav y 1954, before

me, the undersigned, s Notary Public in and for said County,

personally appeared CLARE™ICE p, WIMIHTR

]
known to me to be the -- Chairman of the Board of

Direetors of the City of Pundona,.t.hc municipal corporation
that executed tie witiin fnatrument, and acknowledged to
me that such municipal corporation executed the S,

Bresisr /8.0 Pevedoviin,
(] y Pu c or s
County and State

Tt ol Moty Pl
MY COMitssie s e WY 5 ‘)‘1: """"
STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) 83
COURTY OF LOS ANGELES )
On tiis /o dey of May y 1954, before

ne, the undersigned, @ Notery Public &n ané for said County,
persanully appesred _Jos, H., Tumbach

and E, D, Richards, known to me to be tue
President and Secretary, respectively, of the

Footnill kuniciyal water District, the wunicipal corporation
that sxecuted the within instrument and acknowledged to me

thet sucr muniedpsl corporation executea tie suue.

Yotary Publlciin and for ©aid
County/ and State

My Commission Expires June 1Q, 1954
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EOTJION yo. 17078 - May 4, 1954

Moved by Director A RAY BENEDICT

That the license agreement presented herewith,
& copy of which 1s attached hereto, whereby the City or
Pasadena grants to the Foothill Municipal Water District
@ license and permit to construct, maintain and operate
water transmission mainskin strests and rights-of-way
in the City of Pasadena and to install and maintain a
pumping plant on land owned by the City of Pasadena, be
and the same hereby 1s approved and the Chairmen of the
Board of Directors is authorized and directed to execute
8aid license agreement in duplicate and the City Clerk
is directed to attest his signature and to deliver said
license agreement 1in duplicate to the City Attorney
for transmittal to saiq district,

Motion duly seomdded and carried by the following
vote:
Ayes: Directors Sengdict, Brenner, ﬁorn, Miller, Winder,

oods .

Noes: None
Absent: Director Abernethy

I herebyr coruiy that ibe lLrepning
documer.t_is a full, true and correct

A)/IJ( N ./‘W

of t o
S

' Gy widorig
BYeommons % .-_-ﬁ.;-_ﬁ.(/g\.—::yﬁe.{.ozrun
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Attachment B ' 5
(7
THE METRO ER DISTRICT
SO UTE RNIA
=\ 7 :
FORNIA
GENERAL MANAgIE:;IIc\:liDOZHlEF ENGINEER APR 9 1953
_ FILED Yy coles
of the Board of Direchans af
The Metronobtan Water Distlas®
Board of Directors of Soutborm Colfomia ~
; 14 §—) 2.
The Metropolitan Water District B e mectiog held S/ 25T
of Southern California :
Building Cmontive Sounitniy

Gentlemens

A letter dated March 15, 1959, addressed to me and
signed Jos. H. Tumbach, President, has been received from
Foothill Municipal Water District requesting that Foothill
District be reimbursed in.the amount of $149,940.35 for the
cost of a portion of the pipe line connecting facilities of
Foothill District with the Upper feeder of Metropolitan District,
in consideration of which Foothill District would convey .to
Metropolitan District title to this .portion of the pipe line.

The letter,.a.copy of which is attached, was handed to me by
Director Hayward on March 24, 1959. I understand that copies of
thig letter have also been mailed to all Water Problems Committee
members.

The portion of Foothill's.system for which reimburse-
ment is requested consists of 6759 feet of 39 and 36-inch
diameter steel cylinder concrete pipe extending from a connection
with Metropolitan District's Upper feeder, south of the Rose Bowl
in the Arroyo Seco, northerly about 1.3 miles to a main pumping
plant that supplies two delivery lines. One of the last two
lines runs northeasterly to the Altadena area north of Pasadena,
and the other northwesterly to the La Canada-La Crescenta area
north of Glendale. The letter invites attention to the fact that
the northerly end of the portion of line for which reimbursement
is requested is still a considerable distance from Foothill
District's boundary line. .

The most important reasons presented for requesting the
repayment of the $149,940.35 are as follows:

1. Foothill'District was not treated the same as other
annexing areas with regard to delivery being made to
the boundary of the area.



11/17/2025 EOT Committee Meeting

L
<
g «
S
~
L
,
N {
Al
- t
’
~ ot . ! ¢
' -
L
’ .
t
' r
\
(
.- '
t

6¢C

. Attaéﬁment 1, Page 156 of 203

<
3
Ie ¢ -
<
LN N
¢ -
!
¢ .
v r
~
4
-
.
,

- -

..



' ) . “
11/17/2025 EOT Committee Megting 6¢ Attachment 1, Page 157 of 203

-2-

2. Metropolitan District agreed to pay one-third of
the cost, some five and one-half million dollars,
of the pipe line that would have been needed to
carry water to the San Bernardino area if its
annexation election had carried.

3. Metropolitan District is subsidizing the spreading
of water in Los Angeles and Orange Counties both
in regard to. the construction of pipe lines and
the price charged for water, and Foothill is con-~
tributing its share to this program.

L. Foothill will help pay for the Second San Diego
Aqueduct extending nearly six miles into the area
of the San Diego County Water Authority.

5. The sum of money requested is less than one annual
installment payment on Foothill's annexation charge.

6. Fairness and equity warrant the granting of the
request.

To review the history of this annexation, inquiries
regarding the foothill areas becoming a part of Metropolitan
District date back to August 1930 when a letter was received
from the La Canada Valley Chamber of Commerce. In 1932,
Metropolitan District made a rather comprehensive report at the
request of Mr. E. C. Gates, Secretary of the La Canada Irrigation
District, on the feasibility of serving the area with Colorado
River water. These inquiries stemmed from the knowledge that the
foothill areas had a very limited natural water supply. Addi-
tional studies and reports were made from time to time in response
to repeated inquiries, but no progress toward annexation was made
because of the high cost of the facilities that would be required
to serve the area. It was for this reason that the Board of
Directors, on November 14, 1947, concluded that the La Canada-

La Crescenta Valley area did not represent a desirable unit for
direct annexation to Metropolitan District. It was the belief of
the Staff and Board at that time that the interests of all parties
concerned would probably be best served if the foothill areas
annexed to the Cities of Pasadena, Glendale and Los Angeles.
However, an election held on December 6, 1949, to annex the La
Crescenta area to the City of Glendale, failed.

In November 1949 and January 1950, letters were
received from Mr. J. H. Tumbach, Chairman for the Altadena-La Canada
Water Group, regarding an enlarged annexation area. In recommending
to the Board that favorable consideration be given to an annexation
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area, substantially the same as the present Foothill Municipal
Water District, General Manager and Chief Engineer Julian Hinds
stated .in letter of March 10, 19503

"An important element in past recommendations, that
these areas be annexed to adjacent cities rather than
directly to the Metropolitan Water District, is the

cost of facilities required to supply them independently.
Representatives of the areas are now fully aware of this
difficulty, and know that they cannot expect the
required facilities to be furnished, by the District.

All present inquiries are based upon the understanding
that the annexing areas must come to existing lines and
do all booster pumping.®

Prior to the formation of the Foothill Municipal Water
District, the annexation area was fully aware of the above
requirement as evidenced by the following statements which
appeared in a brochure prepared under the direction of the Foothill
Water Group in advance of the election date (December 18, 1951) to
form a municipal water districtse .

1. "The take-off for the Foothill Water District will
be from the main conduit where 509 cfs of water is
available.t

2. "A complete report has been made and revised as of
July, this year (of plans for importing Colorado
River water), so that all costs have been brought
up to date. It contains everything from route, to
size of pipe, pumps, valves, storage facilities,
to operating costs after the system is completed.®

The above-mentioned report included the costs of all
works beginning at Metropolitan District's Upper feeder, and pro-
rated the costs to various areas .within the proposed Foothill
District. :

The Board of Directors, at its meeting on November 18,
1952, adopted Resolution 4164, copy of which is attached,
granting formal consent to the annexation of Foothill Municipal
Water District. One of the conditions specified in the
Resolution was as follows:

"In the event of such annexation, all feeder pipe lines,
structures, connections, and other facilities required
for the area of Foothill, from works owned and operated
by Metropolitan, shall be constructed, provided, and
installed without cost or expense to Metropolitan, and
Metropolitan shall be under no obligation to provide,
construct, operate, or maintain such works."



11/17/2025 EOT Comm'i:ttee Meeting 6¢ Attachment 1, Page 159 of 203

-l

The Foothill District voted favorably on annexation
to Metropolitan District on December 22, 1952, subject to the
terms and conditions imposed by Metropolitan District including
the requirement that it provide all necessary facilities for
obtaining water from Metropolitan's Upper feeder.

On November 10, 1953, the Board of Directors authorized
the construction of a connection to the Upper feeder for Foothill
District, at Foothill District's expense.

Under date of June 5, 1954, Mr. J. H. Tumbach,
President, Foothill Municipal Water District, addressed a letter
to the General Manager and Chief Engineer requesting that Metro-
politan District consider assuming the cost of the service
connection. The letter is quoted in part as follows:

"In the preliminary discussions of the project with
your esteemed predecessor as General Manager & Chief
Engineer, Mr. Julian Hinds, we understood our

District would have to meet the major costs of works
necessary to bring water to our territory; but it

was thought Metropolitan would meet the cost of the
items in question, which was the custom at that time."

"The writer assumes personal responsibility for
failure to raise the question at the time of our
annexation, confessing frankly that attaining the goal,
annexation, over-shadowed all minor details.®

"If you, as General Manager and Chief Engineér, do not
consider such a request of your Board proper and in
order we will drop it."

On June 28, 1954, the Board, on the recommendation of
the Water Problems Committee, authorized construction of the
connection on the basis that Metropolitan District would pay the,
cost, estimated at $21,000. The recommendation was endorsed by
the General Manager. and Chief Engineer. The actual cost of the
connection when completed was $15,400.

Foothill District was short of water, and was glad to
annex to Metropolitan Water District under the terms of annexa-
tion prescribed in Resolution 4164. In order to help overcome
the local water shortage, Metropolitan District sold water in
1951, 1952, and 1953 to six water distributing companies
operating within Foothill District. This water was transported
by the City of Pasadena through its pipe lines. After the
annexation of Foothill District, water was sold to that agency
and transported by the City of Pasadena until Foothill's
facilities were constructed and ready for use in 1955. .
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It is my opinion that Foothill District received
preferred treatment when it was permitted .to annex directly to
Metropolitan District, with representation on Metropolitants
Board of Directors, at a time when the policy was to admit .only
large basin-wide areas. No area of comparable size and valua-
tion has been permitted to annex directly to Metropolitan
District since Foothill District was annexed. At the time Central
Basin District was being formed, the City of Vernon, with assessed
valuation double that of Foothill District, was denied a request
to annex directly to Metropolitan District. The Culver City-
County Territory annexation to West Basin District also had double
the assessed valuation of Foothill District. Neither of these
areas was provided with additional facilities at Metropolitan
District's expense.

Had not Metropolitan District relented in its policy,
the Foothill areas would have had to annex to one or more of the
adjacent Cities of Pasadena, Glendale, and Los Angeles, in order
to maintain their economy, because of inadequate local water
supplies. With an assured water supply, the areas have been able
to maintain their individual identities rather than be forced to
annex to other incorporated cities on terms which may have been
very unattractive to the annexing areas.

Mr. Tumbach's letter makes particular mention of the
fact that Metropolitan District does not deliver water to the
boundary of Foothill District. Actually, the Upper feeder passes
through the extreme easterly portion of Foothill District but
Foothill did not want their connection to be made at this location.
In regard to deliveries in general, Metropolitan Districtts
January 9, 1931 Statement of Policy, copy of which is attached,
specifies that: "The Metropolitan Water District will deliver
water, either directly or indirectly, through a system provided by
the District, to each of the eleven original member cities, and to
those cities whose application for admission prior to March 1, 1931,
have been approved, at or near the boundary of each,-=---- oM Wlth
regard to other areas, the Statement of Policy reads as follows:

WApplications from municipalities, or other areas
eligible for membership in the District, within the
described area, will be individually considered by

the Board of Directors. The consent of the Board to
such. municipalities or areas becoming a part of the
District and receiving water from the aqueduct system
will be decided on the basis of mutual advantage, and
the terms and conditions of joining will be determined
on the merits of each application."

By letter of July 6, 1949, copy of which is attached, the
Water Problems and Public Relations Committee made a report to the
Board in connection. with annexation policy. The opening and closing
paragraphs of this letter read as follows:
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Opening paragraph i

"Your Water Problems and Public Relations Committee
has given careful consideration to the problems of policy
with respect to annexation of additional areas to the
Metropolitan Water District and is pleased to report that
a unanimous conclusion has been reached."

Closing paragraph

"Consideration was also given to the matter of
expenditures for the purpose of construction of works
necessary to accomplish delivery of water to annexing
areas, but it was concluded that, because of the fact that
each area presents a different geographical and physical
problem, no rigid policy should be expressed, and that each
situation should be examined on its merits."

This report of the Water Problems Committee, which proposed certain
changes in the terms and conditions of annexation, was adopted by
the Board on July 8, 1949, at about the time early negotiations
were being carried on for the Foothill annexation.

The District's annexation terms have become progressively
less liberal in recent years. The first annexations to the original
11 cities were the Cities of Compton, Fullerton, Long Beach, and
Torrance, in 1931. They were required to pay their back taxes in
cash with a 3 percent interest factor. Facilities were provided
to deliver water a short distance inside the boundary of each city.

There were no further annexations until the original
Coastal Municipal Water District annexed 11 years later, in 1942.
This agency was permitted to pay its back taxes over a period of
20 years without interest on the unpaid balance, but with interest
from the due date of each original tax payment to the date of
annexation with a 4 percent interest factor. In order to serve
the newly created agency a pipe line 12.6 miles long was constructed
at Metropolitan's expense extending the Orange County feeder
southerly from Santa Ana to the Coast Highway near Corona del Mar.
During the next 7 years, 5 additional areas annexed to Coastal
District under similar financial terms, except that the number of
years for paying back taxes was increased from 20 years to 30 years
for the 3 areas that annexed after 1946. No additional facilities
were provided by the District to serve these additional areas.

The next direct annexation to Metropolitan District was
the original San Diego County Water Authority in 1946. The
Authority was granted a 30-year repayment period without interest
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after annexation, but with 4 percent interest on tax payments

due prior to the time of annexation. By the terms of annexation,
San Diego's Colorado River water rights were merged with those of
Metropolitan District, and Metropolitan District agreed to pay
for and operate the northerly one-half of the San Diego Aqueduct.
Metropolitan District also agreed to enlarge or parallel the
northerly half of this aqueduct when necessary to satisfy the
Authority's requirements for water.

Original West Basin Municipal Water District was annexed
in 1948 as the nucleus of a contemplated larger unit in south-
western Los Angeles County. Its financial terms with respect to
interest rate and number of years for repayment of annexation
charges were the same as those for the San Diego County Water
Authority. This was the last direct annexation to Metropolitan
District that did not require payment of interest on the unpaid
balance of deferred annexation charges. As a condition to annexa-
tion, the District agreed to construct a feeder line extending from
its existing Palos Verdes feeder to Aviation Blvd., and also to
provide 5 turnouts on this feeder and 5 additional turnouts on other
Metropolitan District feeder lines.

On July 8, 1949 the Board of Directors adopted a new
annexation policy requiring the payment .of interest at 3 percent
on the unpaid balance of deferred annexation charges for new
annexing areas. The last seven direct annexations to Metropolitan
District, Pomona Valley, Eastern, Chino Basin, Orange County,
Foothill, Central Basin, and Western Municipal Water Districts, all
paid this 3 percent interest rate on deferred annexation charges.
Pomona District annexed in 1950; Eastern, Chino Basin, and Orange
County Districts in 1951; Foothill District in 19533 and Central
Basin and Western Riverside Districts in 1954.

In 1954, the Board increased the interest rate to be
applied in amortizing any unpaid balance of annexation charges from
3 percent to 4 percent for new areas that had not qualified for
annexation prior to March 1, 1954. Although no direct annexations
to Metropolitan District have taken place requiring the 4 percent
interest rate on.the unpaid balance of annexation charges, 16 new
areas have annexed to existing member agencies, the largest being
the Culver City-County Territory annexation to West Basin District
in 1955. At the time of annexation, this new area had an assessed
valuation of $153,700,000.

When original Pomona District annexed, Metropolitan
District made the sum of $275,000 available for a service connection
and other facilities for the delivery of Colorado River water.
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When original Eastern District annexed, Metropolitan
District provided one service connection at Metropolitan's
expense, made the sum of $325,000 available for other facilities
for the delivery of Colorado River water, and agreed to transport
local water collected in San Jacinto tunnel to points of delivery
within Eastern District without charge. As a condition to this
annexation, certain legal claims and causes of action pending
against Metropolitan District were settled.

When originél Chino Basin District annexed, Metropolitan
District made the sum of $360,000 available for service connections
and other works for the delivery and distribution of Colorado River
water.

When original Orange County Municipal Water District
annexed, Metropolitan District agreed to provide works .and service
connections by means of which Colorado River water could be
delivered into Santiago Reservoir, into existing canals on the
north and south side of the Santa Ana River, into the Santa Ana
River bed, at a point in the vicinity of Buena Park, and at a point
in the vicinity of the intersection of Stanton Avenue and Katella
Avenue. Only one service connection was provided at Metropolitan =
expense for the last two delivery points. In agreeing to provide
these facilities, an important consideration was the fact that
Orange County was a potential customer for large volumes of water
from Metropolitan District. To date, more than 20 percent of all
water delivered by .Metropolitan has been to areas in Orange County.

As stated before, one service connection was provided for
Foothill District at Metropolitan expense at the time of Foothill's
annexation. .

When original Central Basin District annexed, the terms
and conditions of annexation specified that all service connections
and required facilities for the distribution of Colorado River
water be provided without cost to Metropolitan District.

In the case of original Western Municipal Water District
of Riverside County, the terms and conditions of annexation pro-
vided that Metropolitan District would construct, at its expense,
portions of seven service connections, the portions to include the
turnout valve structures and shut-off valve and appurtenances at
each connection. All other facilities, including meters, were
required to be constructed without expense to Metropolitan District.
Western and Central Basin Districts were the last direct annexations
to Metropolitan District.

In addition to the 10 direct annexations to Metropolitan
District since 1942, there have been 40 additional annexations to
these 10 agencies aggregating 1185 square miles of area. These
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annexations nearly doubled the original area of the 10 agencies.
The District constructed special facilities for both the Inglewood
and Culver City-County Territory annexations to West Basin District.
However, the costs of these facilities (Inglewood feeder and Culver
City feeder) were added to the annexation charges and are being
repaid with interest by the annexing areas. The Inglewood annexa-

" tion took place in 1952, prior to Foothill's annexation, and the
Culver City annexation took place in 1955, .after Foothill's annexation.

Changing conditions have influenced past annexation policy
and the fixing of terms and conditions of annexation. When Coastal
District annexed in 1942, Metropolitan'!s tax rate was 48 cents and
was still on the increase, and the prospects for water sales were
dismal. The Board of Directors welcomed applications for annexa-
tion, and many inquiries were received, but the various areas,
including Foothill District, were not willing to assume the financial
obligations involved in joining the District.

When the Authority's application for annexation was
granted in 1946 the tax rate -had reached a high of 50 cents, and
annual water sales were still only 60,000 acre-feet - about 4O per-
cent of a one-pump flow.

, Two years later, when original West Basin District was
given its terms and conditions of annexation, the turning point in
Metropolitan's operations had been reached. The tax rate dropped
to 35 cents, -and annual water deliveries had increased to 113,000
acre~feet - about 80 percent of a one-pump flow. From this time
on, the Board'!s terms and conditions of annexation became less
liberal.

By the time Foothill District annexed in 1953, the tax
rate had dropped to 28 cents, and water deliveries had increased
appreciably. In 1953-54, the District delivered 246,000 acre-feet
of water - approaching a full two-pump flow. Between 1942 and 1953,
Metropolitan District's total area increased from 625 to 1750 square
miles, its population -from 2,300,000 to 4,340,000 persons, and its
assessed valuation from $2,001,000,000 to $6,015,000,000. Most of
this expansion took place after 1948. With further expansion taking
place at an accelerated rate, it is understandable that the Board's
attitude toward new annexations changed, and terms and conditions.
of annexation became less lenient since each new annexation
decreased - existing members! rights to Colorado River water.

The present request of Foothill District for Metropolitan
District to purchase the first 6759 feet of its feeder system is
in effect a request to change the terms and conditions of annexation
of Foothill District predicated on the argument that, intentionally
or unintentionally, Metropolitan's Board did not accord Foothill
District the same treatment that -has been accorded other annexing

arease.



N

11/17/2025 EOT Comnii‘ttee Meeting 6¢ Attachment 1, Page 165 of 203

-10-

In the first place, it is my understanding that Metro-
politan District cannot legally purchase this portion of line
because it would be useful only for delivering water to Foothill
District, and for no other purpose and therefore could not be
considered to benefit Metropolitan District as a whole. In the
second place, the terms of annexation were determined by the Board
under conditions existing at the time of annexation, and after
full consideration of all information pertinent to the situation.
The terms were acceptable to Foothill District and formed the
basis on which the area voted favorably to join Metropolitan
District. Even though it were legally possible to do so, it is my
opinion that it would be a mistake for Metropolitan District to
purchase this portion of line because it would establish a precedent
that could be followed in innumerable instances throughout the
District where agencies have constructed feeder lines leading away
from connections to the District?!s aqueduct system.

On page 6 of his letter, Mr. Tumbach states that recharg-
ing underground basins in Los Angeles and Orange Counties will not
"inure to the benefit of Foothill whose underground basins are also
depleted.™ This is not true, since a large reserve supply of
underground water, no matter where located in the Southern
California Coastal Plain, would be available for some areas to draw
upon in emergencies, leaving water flowing in the aqueduct system
available to other areas that would not have access to the under-
ground supplies because of their geographical locations. For
example, in the event of an extended shutdown of the main aqueduct
due to enemy action or for other reasons, underground water supplies
could provide for most of the needs in Orange and Southern Los
Angeles Counties, leaving water stored in Lake Mathews available
for use in other areas not so fortunately situated with respect to
local underground supplies. Foothill District would be one of the
areas that would stand to benefit most .from this arrangement. More-
over the program to which Mr. Tumbach refers, imnvolves overcoming
current overdraft before any actual restoration of groundwater
supplies to historic levels can take place. If present pumping of
wells was stopped in order to overcome this overdraft, the District
would not be able to supply the added load on its system without
constructing additional works that would cost at least as much as
the pipe lines now approved for construction. In my opinion
Foothill District stands to benefit more from the replenishment
program than it will contribute to it.

It is my belief, in view of the facts presented herein,
that Foothill District has been treated fairly by the Board of
Directors, and therefore it is my recommendation that Foothill's
request that Metropolitan District purchase 6759 feet of its feeder
line for $149,940.35 be denied.

Very truly yours,

Robert B. Diemer
General Manager and Chief Engineer

Enclosures
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IQQTHILL lﬂ!ICIPAL !&!tl ﬂIﬂ?li@t
- L& cmdn, Galifornia
Mareh 1§, 1959
Mr. Bsbert Diemer, R
 General Manager. nchw Iumur ‘
. The Ncarapci tan ﬁnt«r ﬁ&i?rict
"’A‘.L'-Gmﬁlm: LT e ‘ .

Ihix i te ra(utlt thu% ?éothill innicipal Uitor Distriet bc |
| \ruiuburtnd by Neurcpalitan Water District for th. ¢ost of gmagzgzgg
‘of the pipeline cvmncﬁtins faailitxo: of reothill uunxeipal Watar
 ﬂ1xtriet uith ﬁhe Vypur 7Q«der at uetrbpnliﬁan Bhucr Mstriet, to
wie | a CE T R LA

vHE SUN OF _}‘;;_-.9,9:.0 353 in omaidtmtim o Whieh Foothill
NunicipaI Iatcr ﬁtl#ﬁi#ﬁ ulll ccnvey to Metrepolitan Hatsr ﬂiatrict
‘title te m parezen ef t.ms rcmhiu Nanieipsd Water Distriet |
:pipaline in aucﬁtinnn !him partian ef thc pipeline 1! 6759 feet 1un;-‘_
_&nd couti&bu of 2&1~9? rtdt eof 36' and. 6517~11 feet of 2l steel
eylinder equcrctu pxga,i b3 extends nor&hwardly from a ‘manhole
nveonn:«tion nn tho Upper Fandhr ot Rah;mant and Seco Surest in the -
.' Qtty of ' ?&;adcaa tu thc Arrﬁya fumping Pl:nt of ?voxhill luniaigal |
- whtqr’ﬁgumrxet; lomasnd QR Raunuenu Qw-nnq n-gr 1tu\£hburaceticn with ,'
.;Houard'strabt. axn& &n ’Iiié‘ﬁ&- ?hla 1; ubt zh. boundary 1ins of
".'-'1mmu mnuzm Gter, gmrtce. ol o
 From this Poothill Pumping Plant 2 tmnxum: dsmrge.

fgoins cnntwardly tounrd Altad»na, the euhnr uastunrdly %5 La

(U@T!; Where "Matropelitan® appears Mersin
Hetro 11@.51 fater ﬁint? 6% - lnd‘ AA.i§‘r’:‘r‘ to
!@cth luniﬁtpul ¥ater ﬂﬁatfiatn;ﬁgyfx'
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Ganada and La Greseenta, The maasm Line 1 approximately :u,zw
. feet lomg, af whish 6600 Teet lies in Ahe City of Passdena, and the
- La Ganada—ta Greiesuﬁa linaa are approxinuzoiy 31;332 f&ot 1on¢, of
‘whzeh 36@5 taet 1tes in the city of Pasadtaa, tho tcttl aiuttncc
from the Hscrnpolitun Aquodu@t to reethill tarritary Is 13, 559 oot
on tho Altadena (‘alx) ﬁ&de and 10,359 ﬁﬂﬁ‘ ‘on th& ﬁn Qanadnwka
Gresaenta (wbct) side of Arrqu Seco.
We umphasize thet pure

Fran tku tcrasztns r.?icu of dﬂstaned)aad frni azaninanian af
aeeonpanyins unp, it uill De observed the. pnanuah rnquoatod nould
cover the cost of . 39'@!!&%1?017 snall por%inn of thi lincs built
to bring Ngtrapolitan water to ?bo@hill bqundxrits» L

~ That pcrtion, 6759 fwt& of 36“ and 39“ 1ines for uhiﬂu reim-
buranmont is raqunstcd liws enxiroly uithiu thu houndnrios of the .
Qity of Papadcna. autltda raethill torritor7, Iﬁ is ‘how und alwaxs
has been under lotvupﬂiitmn eontrul. The u&ﬁar&a& faeilizicl are
installcd in 1&. 1n 'y 1.6%04 vmult. to uhiah !ac%hill hta no acccda.,
the key being. held by Kvtwpquun p.ramm.. o -

Roaaaas tar roqutating the Raynynaﬁ&. |

When the proneturn “of !bathixl l%re nu;etiqtin‘ for- aénilﬁian %0
Mctropnlitan we Were 1nturncd that whilo Hatrvpolitaa.hﬁﬁ &harhtofaro“
paid the cost of pipwlinnﬂ from He@repalitan taﬁlliti.i tn tho border
of annexing torrum, it m& now been dcmm.d zam mmn annexa-
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tionn'ﬁodld bd'éen:idoroﬂ ﬂnly'au the basis of vhhwinncxingfterritory
_pqyin; quoh cacts: it would be, in effc@t, a “come and get Ty daal.
| Imor m, when the céot of the imdiatd connection itself was
baiac 4iteuatc& (thv ontt was catiu&tﬁd ta us at S&O 000. 00).
reminded Genqral !antlcr and Chief Engincar Plemer that his prodccoscer,
Mr. Juixan ninda, tcld u; uotropnlitan !1032 parhupa assume thzs
- eanntetiﬁn»onﬂa &wﬂa@on Mr. Diewer recommendsd and the Board of .
Directors approwed of the Dittrict'l assuming this cost which, by
the uny. we now und»rct;nd was aboue tis,aoo 00; ﬂ:n;g;ggﬁghg*gan

of Foothill, whose mxm;&; for back tml ‘;x'ia iQtorqst., vas

#5,734,000.00; - {308 iﬂknal‘!cyqrt,'ragu 100 o e
Evidence new ataflnhls to us a8 a if{bmr of‘ﬂhtropaiitan points

the fact that at ‘the time ?@athill ﬁah annexad (Janunry 1953},

Metropolitan was st} Gpcratiag an th‘ hmsil af the doctrine embodied

4in & letter to the Board of Eiraatorn ander dati July 6, 1949, by

- FPranklin '!‘henal. as cha:.rm of the Water Pmbhns and Pnblie

; lalatiana Committae, whi#h ¢eacladett

*ﬂanlidorntion was ml&o given te th.«n;ttar of exp.ndituren
» 4 M A FEN] LS uA (233 ° 'ﬁ% 1 MR Ak A Y.

fuaon *3““ ;ﬁgﬁzlo‘ng ‘h ¢ ‘f: .ﬁhl area 1;ontn
. aatrt e ysical pr CI ne ri
. aliey 3 sXpressed, agd that eash A&u;ation should
gu ixlliﬂnd aa t%.nmriﬁa.* (Undertaowiat 1: Qurt.)

ﬂc,aow l-grn furthar, thnn it was not nntil July L4, 1953, six
 menths aftor ro@&hill uaa anncxed undor tht *aoun and get 1t® terms,
_th.t lcanlntion f§3h9 wai adoptod, in which rnnolntion e road: |
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.-a: r! 3!3@LV!E by the Baard 9f’3&?!9$0rt of The
Ketreopolitan Water Piatriet of 3outhern Califernia,.
‘that it be denlared to be the intent of this Board .
_that &l) futute annexations to the lktrppalnm \mar
ﬂia&riet ko buiod on th¢ prinaiplo ';Mvixg.v Vit

'» ‘-?ﬂv‘im: tho:éeto, thc& is tb uy pr:lor te duly lk. 1953. fvho |
B pnlicy had bcan\to build e@nncatinx pipaliuan at Hbtrapolitan oxpcnac‘
to the beundariat (or. bordnr:), af annaxxn;,arous st has beeh :aid.

- lotabla axanples of this y«&icr were the ;nnex:tienn of Qanutal

!hniﬂiptl vatur Distriaﬁ, Ban DPlego, iost Basing ?cunaa. Baxttra,
~ Ghino Enutn and Orance caunuy !huiaipal 41ntr1etta T™his and any
. ethcr r&fcrtngo to thaaﬁ navtrgi diuhriats and ta cantribation: nade
. mum ukiu naerommu mtcr auilablo $o them {4 xm to be read
T as criwieiau of the palicy nor as unrricndlincls‘to the areas. It is
’l nadn cﬁlclr. tntiroly and eahwlottly te bring inta prouin;acc tho
N rm snas,rv»»;». anicipa '

, :' Nar cau 1t bn aaid thaz eha Qxaﬁpwiam mntxvornblv to roothill |
‘ u:vus and is bcin‘ mado Pevuuse of the amount bsin; ylndtﬁd and patd
' for payment of back %uxnau fha qblisnu&an; asuuuod for ba¢k taxes s

on the Qrisinal aress p&ua annexations te the oritiuni artns %o
_‘Januarr ks 1953. bncod on Tqble i&D, pa;at 1h6~7 af thﬁ 1957 Report
:varo M rﬁlm; e
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(* Includes ¢nst ef zgzgggg o! the Inglewood latcral)
Tt was the eritinal purpose to 1ist with tha tahulatiun of
_ vunnexntiaa.charcel plcdcad (or paid) thu anaauu or amounts cbatrihutcdi’ 

or paid bytﬂhtrapolitan,tnr o;bension of pipolingg and facilitiet for
serving the nouiy'aiﬁaxdd jréai. Exhaasxivo rticareh of the anmapl
 peports showa it will 1th1ve a tronendoﬂ: let of time and work to
’.prnpara Quah q tahulutiunz and oxporicnto pren;tﬂ th. belicr that '
_probuhly no one would rond 1t 11 it was prupared. And qvcn a easual
| revﬁoa«of the ammual rwpartt plainly theui thah in every tnatnncc,
!btropelitan eontributeé %umard or paid the cntirr onpt ef thc n.e&cd
' faeilitial»-uin ovtrr in:manéo save far ?o@%hilln S ‘
80, too, the fa@t wat widtly publieiﬁﬂd Tegently that lhtre- .
politan, disre;arding ehh 'conn and get it” fﬂlﬁ adqvtcd July 1».
1953, propesed to pay onowthira the eoat, sons ttx@ nad one~half .
millions of dollarc; 62 th; pipclinc thab weuld e aneded te carry
‘water to thair'bnundﬁriql hed the San l«raardina annnxatian .lnetimn :
earried. It ix readxﬁy underutaed that thcre wer' athsr néttvc:
involved in thnt prwjeﬁt mad a!far; but thn f;ut rtnhinl thﬁt it was
proposed here to n;gin éimrataré the “e«no ané zct 1%* prineiplo |
adqpted after ?outhill wam anncxod and uhieh ﬁiﬁ yraaonxad a8
reason for not cgntrihuting at tha tinn t@ tho ¢est of dnl%vbrinc
w&%oz‘ 40 l‘ﬂotmkll Mrlm e RS
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Againi l!gtropbliﬁan has paid for and aéeording.ta'riyorta.ic
- planning té ixpﬁnd.q§llinn¢ of déllara for inata11a31¢n of pipeline
_fdeiiipi¢§ §a t&rni§h'raw‘ﬂuﬁar for rachdrging§eortaiﬁ‘ﬁcpietod |
undefgréand l%o?azw'biiini in bﬁthana'Antultj and’éruncc chntian,
none of uhzeh will 1nure to the bencfit of toothillb dhese underground
: banina art al:a dcylctcd. o ‘

It is undorttundablo that such ugaauraa havn Rerit~-even thongh
the wato:_isirnrniahcd at what‘ﬂqtropolitan RUST ﬁanlidcrva loss,
if the‘zﬁﬂ 1nnroaau:"féeént1y iaho in.nhe prices. eharged for vjtof:
are Justiflcd; but here, tua, we find a doparturo from the *¢0lc and
get 1t paliey under uhiah ronthill was annexed. threpolitan proposes,
or has already cantraetea. tc bulld and pay for lingn and fagilisies
needed to nnkc doltvary of :ueh baxin—r;pl;uiahin; wators; ggg

36, teo, will rw;hm "‘holﬁ %o "pfay for the additional facilities
being installed to 1nerun¢m dolivtrios to our frienés 4n San Diota.
Here the &G\dﬂl I acﬂitihn bum pii& f&' by ﬁetmwlitm will make
~ great quantities of additional water ;yailnbla.Hnot only.to:th.
borders of th: criginnl tcrritary, bué; xeeﬁrdint to annaunbcnuntd
as we read thon, as naah ak. ncurly lix 165 I&ias inlido Authority
ttrritory. And it uight bo added. puch & '

We hapn it is not unaeenly in thia discullion-ta aall attention
also to the fact that Ywenhill is yrabuhly the only !hnxoipal Water
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District in thi ﬁntropdlitan fauily to nérvt nll af 10& oxictinz
retail antitias with !ntrowelitan waﬁar throu(b one single
,connoction (ea the Uppur !muﬂnr)- Thero are seven of these retail
ontitiga, one of uhieh now payt Qké 00 pc? adre foot to Poethill
for K«trtyalitnn w&t&r uhiah it (Fvo%hill) has pumped froem an
__olcrntion of 300 fnnt 1n Arroya Beco to 1660 font and whieh this :
:'{onzity in tura punpu aﬁd dqlivcru at an Ulovation of 2800 toct. |
| !h& Pae&hill faciliﬁitl 1n;&a&1nd to handle notropelitau
wator have boan accardud nnny acuplinoutarr ﬁounmats for the
| axeollenee of detigu an& Gunaxruetiea. .?hooﬁ fnoilitie- ware con-
ntrncﬁod ﬂ& a soss er acarly eng and thrua Quurttr- milliens of
dollart, ueuard'whiah latrﬁpelitan aonﬁtibut-d nothing - as compared
with iﬁl‘ of the nunifieqms contrihn&ionn made and being made to and_
rar thc benefit of %ho nehur xembers of tho Katrupo&itan fuuily. |
' In thc ?.quolt n&w boforc you, ybu are asked to make such
a contributi&n in the. sem at m%?bﬂ 35 i for whieh you will be
given title to pipolinia which ﬁﬁﬂld ﬁot% nuch marn today. zhg_!gg ”
. invelved § : a pnual ins ont RA& $.97, D
eur back taxei thisatian ef-tb.?}&;coe; on'ihioh»wo hiwe Alrcady
made payuunta to Hitrapalitan anountinc te 07&9,363.00 (30th Annual
Report, Pase ISB) | - .
In additien bo the annaal payncnt of .157.800 on back
taxea Fonuhill also paid $1&0 527‘00 for aax»r used in tho xinaal
year cndins Junc 36 1958. K | |
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We hope that your Board will‘givé sarnest consideration to
our request and you may be sure of our ho;fty cooperation with
the District in its great problems of serving water to all of the

southland.

Rcapeatxnlly wubm1tt¢¢

Bﬁ autbhority of the Board of
: - Direectorsi

/s/ Jou. H. ?umhaeh
(Jos. H. !uubach) President
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RESOLUTION OF Tﬂ! BGARD 0! nxunatnaa 61 THE NMBTRO-
POLITAN MATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN GALIFGI'IA 99‘*
SENTING TO THE ANNEIATION TO SAID DISTRICT OF
CORPORATE AREA OF POOTHILL MUNIGIPAL WATER 9181113?
AS SUCK CORPCRAYE AREA WILL EXIST UPON THE COMPLE-
TION OF THE PROCEEDINGS POR THE. RXCLUSION FROM SAID
FOOTHILL MUNIGIPAL WATER DISTRICY OF CERTAIMN UNIN-
 HABITED TERRITORY ANNEXED TO THE CITY OF PASADENA,
DESIGHATED AS HASYINGS KO. 5, AND FIXING THE TERMS
AND CONDITIONS QF SUGH AIISXAfiﬂI 70 THE METROPOLI-
- TAN WATER DISTRICT or SOUTHYAN CALIFORNIA

o UHI&!&! thy everning t» wit, the Board of

Directors, of FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT, a mumiefpal
water dtstr&e& sisuated 1in the County of Los oluc. State of
California (Rereinafter referred to as "Footh! pursuant to

its Resolutiom No. 34, adopted en Novesber lh, ,1955 and in ac-
serdance with the | slens of the Metropelitan Uaear Dissrict
Act of the 3tate of Califernia, has applied te the Bosrd of Di-
recters of The litrtpnlitan Water Digtrict of Jeutharn Jali-
fornia (hereinafter raferred to as "Metrepolitan™) fer consent
to annax %o Metpropolitar the oe; ate srea of Foothill as such
SOrperats ares 1 exist wpon the ¢ ation of the proseed-
1n¢a for the exclusion fram Foothill of certain univhabited ter-
ri annaxed to the Gity of Pasadena, and designated as Hast-
inge No. § (such corperate ares as it will 80 sxist being
heﬁ@in-ttgr referred to as "sald corpurutﬁ ares of Iio@hill')x
m .

B. WMEREAS, on November 3, 1953 the Board of Direc-
tors of Foothill, pursuant te procee 3&1: initiated by
Resolution Ne. 35 .f said Doard, daly atk Ordinance No, 3,
entitlied "An Ordinance of the Board of Piretters of Yoothill
Municipal Water Bxatricw rnvi the sx¢lusion af certain
terri dn:iggzﬁqd as H ings x No. § frem the bsunda-
ries of Foot Manici Water nittfttﬁ' by whiech ordinance
the exclusion from Fo 21 of that uartazn wninhabited terri-
targ annsxed to the Qtar of Pasadena under the desigmation of

Hastings Annex loavs andl a0 designated in said Ordinsnce No.
'3, was approved, and unless suffisient petitioh for refersndun
b- filed within thirty daye from the adoption of said Ordinance
No. iring submission of said Ordinance to the voters of
FPoothill for their veto, such Ordinsnce will becoue offective
and thortupcu it will b0 the duty of the proper officials so
rform the asts necessary to complets the exelusion from rooc-
Ezll ct sald tovr&ttwy oo designated as Hestings Annex No. 5,
cu:x lation of sush exe¢lusien no part of the corporate
uroa at 4 111 then uﬁll 1te uithlt lctrapolitan: and



¥, 11/17/2025 EOT Committee Mécting - 6c . . - Attachment 1, Page 176 of 203

thiim Alﬁﬁ : -

. .G WHEREA ?nra umolurinrmnnmd
Ne itan tlut m. appl gation M? she Board of Directers of

'sot] TOMBMAT Lo annex to tro:dmm said gerporate

‘ culd be granted, nmm.m-m
oudﬂiua hwdm set ferth:

' i - oM, TEXRBYORE, BE IT REBGLWJJ, mm the hard of
nmum u“ The ﬂuﬁwpelum Water District of Ssuthern Oali-
foralia, subjeet teo the follewing teramm amd mditim. dosn
hareky grant the said spplioation of the geverning a!' Yook -
hill - cipsl Water Distriet to annex %o The Metropolitan Weter
Pistrict of Seuthera Califernia the corpsrase ares of hethil.l

- Municipal Wates Ristrict as such corperste ares will exist upen
the somplatisn of mummma for she sxslusien from Yeot-

- \ ted os Hastings Annex
No. 5, and dou heredy m She tm: amutm w whish .

- sueh amwxon ny m a8 fﬂlm:

Seetien 1 Sm..h exclusion frou mwm 01' th;t cer-

tain uaiahaiitd tcmum' annexed to the City of Pasadena and
reings Anex No. 5, shall be sumpl odprmu

eptian by the Board of Directors of Poothill ef £ts r«o—
l.umaa unm the d,ewlm for ths purpess of mwttﬂ:
the veters of Feothill sh g omuwim of such annexat of said
¢ ate ares of Poothill te Metropelivani im the avent that this
condivion be ReY met, annexstiom to Metrepolitan of said corporate
area of Yo 11 ahz.il net be asthorised, Mropouuh'a eonsgent
thereto M ‘be void and of no toree or aﬂ‘%m. .

8m1m 2. The annexatien te lhtr»qutu of eaid
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STATEMENT OF POLICY
of

THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT' OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

ADOPTED JANUARY 9, 1931.

To the end that the furnishing of a supply of water
to the Coastal Plain of Southern California from the
Colorado River, may be accomplished in the most effective
and economical manner, and to the best interests of the
area taken as a unit, the following statement of policy is
presented:

The Coastal Plain is taken to be

That part of Los Angeles County southerly
from the Santa Susana and the San Gabriel or
Sierra Madre, Mountains; that part of San
Bernardino County south of the San Gabriel or
Sierra Madre Mountains, and south and west of
the San Bernardino Mountains extending easter-
ly to the summit of San Gorgonio Pass; that
part of Riverside County west of the San Jacinto
Mountains; that part of Orange County west and
north of the Santa Ana Mountains.

Those portions of the Coastal Plain to which the
aqueduct system can economically deliver water are regarded
as the ultimate area that should be included within The
Metropolitan Water District.

Water will be made available to all areas within the
District in accordance with their requirements, domestic
use being the dominant use.

Applications from municipalities, or other areas
eligible for membership in the District, within the
described area, will be individually considered by the
Board of Directors. The consent of the Board to such
municipalities or areas becoming a part of the District
and receiving water from the aqueduct system will be
decided on the basis of mutual advantage, and the terms
and conditions of joining will be determined on the merits
of each application.

The Metropolitan Water District will deliver water,
either directly or indirectly, through a system provided
by the District, to each of the eleven original member _
cities, and to those cities whose application for admission
prior to March 1, 1931, have been approved, at or near
the boundary of each, this point of delivery to be
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Minutes -5 - April 14, 1959

The letter bore a notation of approval by the Engineer-
ing and Operations Committee.

It was moved by Director Holmgren, seconded by Director
Chase, and carried, that Resolution 5485 be adopted, accepting
the bid of the Unilon 011 Company of California on furnishing gaso-
line and other petroleum products as specified in Request for
Bids P-1785, and that the other bids received be rejected; re-
jecting all of the bids received under Request for Bids P-1784
and authorizing readvertisement for bids; authorizing the General
Manager and Chief Engineer to execute a purchase agreement with
the Union 0il1 Company of California for furnishing petroleum
products as specified in Request for Bids P-1785, and the Ex-
ecutive Secretary to attest his signature; and ordering that
copies of the specifications and the other communications re-

ferred to, be filed.

19511 Water Problems Committee Chairman Hayward submitted,

and moved the adoption of, the recommendation of the Committee:
that consideration of the letter of the General Manager and Chief
Engineer (previously sent to all Directors), recommending rejec-
tion of the offer of the Foothill Municipal Water District to
transfer 6759 feet of its pipe line connecting with the aqueduct
system in return for a reimbursement of $149,940.35, be made a
special order of business for final disposition at the regular
meeting of the Committee to be held on May 11, 1959, and that Mr.
Jos. H. Tumbach, Presldent of the Board of Directors of that Dis-
trict, be requested to send answers to the reasons glven for the
rejection well in advance for study and circulation to the mem-
bers of the Committee.

The motion was seconded by Director Fischer----

An amendment by Director Heilbron was accepted: that Mr.
Tumbach be invited to be present and present his views when the
matter is taken up for consideration,

An amendment by the Chalr was accepted: that the con-
sideration of General Manager and Chlef Engineer Diemer's letter
and Mr. Tumbach's answer be designated a special order of business
for final dispositlion, both at the meeting of the Water Problems
Committee on May 11, and at the Regular Meetlng of the Board of
Directors on the following day, May 12, 1959.

Amendments proposed by General Manager and Chief Engineer
Diemer were accepted: that Mr. Tumbach be requested to submit hils
answers in writing and, when received, a copy be sent to each mem-
ber of the Water Problems Committee, together with a copy of his
original letter to General Manager and Chilef Engineer Diemer under
date of March 15, 1959, requesting reimbursement in consideration
of the conveyance of the pipe line, and of General Manager and

/



- 11/17/2025 EOT Commiittee Méeting 6¢ Attachment 1, Page 180 of 203

Minutes -6 - April 14, 1959

Chief Engineer Diemer's letter to the Board of Directors under
date of April 9, 1959, recommending that the request be deniled.
Thereupon, the motion, as amended, was carried.
Director Hayward requested that he be recorded as not
voting on the motion,

19512 A letter from General Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer
recommending: that Mr. Harry F. Jahn be found qualified to render
englneering services subsequent to his mandatory retirement, and
that his continued employment be authorized, beginning May 1, 1959,
was presented. (Addressed to the Board of Directors, dated March

31, 1959) '

Director Austin, Vice Chairman of the Organization and
Personnel Committee, reported the approval of the Committee, and
moved the adoption of the recommendations.

The motion was seconded by Director Fischer, and carried.

19513 A letter from General Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer
announcing: that employee Harry G. Matthews will be required to
retire on April 320, 1959, and recommending that he be found quali-
fied to perform engineering services and his continued employment
be authorized effective May 1, 1959, was presented. (Addressed to
the Board of Directors, dated April 6, 1959)

Director Austin, Vice Chairman of the Organization and
Personnel Committee, reported its approval, and moved that the
recommendations be adopted.

The motion was seconded by Director Fischer, and carried.

19514 A letter from General Manager and Chief Engineer Dlemer
reviewing the regulations in effect governing the granting of
annual vacations; reporting the .practices of other public and of
private agencies in this regard; and

recommending that the regulations be amended to provide
that twenty working days of vacation be granted after twenty-two
years of contlinuous employment, was presented. (Addressed to the
Board of Directors, dated April 3, 1959)

Director Austin, Vice Chalrman of the Organization and
Personnel Committee, reported the recommendation of the Committee
that consideration of the communication be deferred to the next
meeting; and the Chair so ordered.

19515 A letter from General Manager and Chief Engineer Diemer
submitting, with the recommendation that it be approved, Estimate
and Authority Y-34, Revision 1, increasing the authorization to
construct Schedule 808C of the Lower Feeder pipe line by the ad-
dition of pressure control structures at an estimated cost of
$250,000, thereby increasing the total to $4,950,000, was pre-
sented. (Addressed to the Board of Directors, dated April 14, 1959)
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aprii 87, 1989

l\‘; Jo8. R, Muh, ?!Midmt

- Board of Pireoctors
Poothiil Munioipai Vﬁur matrtct |
341 Pocthill Boutsvard '
'} W; Mfamu

Dear lh'. 'mnbulu L

i In mccﬁﬁui with the nqms mmm in
your letter of April 2%, 1959, I am ssnding today to
the Homorable Prank Iantersan, mesber of the Assambly
of the State of Californis, & eopy of Nr. Diemur's led-
ter to the Board of Diredtors under date of Apyil 9,
1959, in which he resoamsinds denial of a propessl that
this District Saks over the dost of = portion of the .
:.?%“ oomat:lu a‘ ﬂu mmu mxm Nater Dis-
»iet., o

: Miss mma. ny hmurr, is of m op:.nm
that you intended to send nrmuly [ cm of S
Diemer's letster to Asswwdiymsn Lan Ie ﬂtu '
proves to be the nm. thewe 18 no ;uu dm. -

 Yours teuly,

A, L. Grean
m«m« Sesretary’
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May 5, 1959

Mr. Jos. H. Tumbach, President
Board of Directors

Foothill Municipal Water District
341 Foothill Boulevard

La Canada, California

Dear Mr. Tumbach:

The consideration of General Manager and Chlef Engil-
neer Diemer's letter recommending denial of the proposal of the
Foothill Municipal Water District that a portion of its connect-
ing pipe 1line be taken over by this District, with reimbursement
of the cost, and your answer in support of the proposal will be
taken up by the Water Problems Commlittee as a special order on
Monday morning, May 11, 1959, at 10:30 o'clock.

The Board of Directors, at the time the action was taken,
ordered that you be invited to attend the meeting. Thils notice
and invitation is sent to you pursuant to the order referred to.

The Committee will meet at 1ts customary place in the
Board of Directors' Room on the twelfth floor at 306 West Third
Street, Los Angeles.

Yours truly,

A. L. Gram

cc: Chairman
Vice Chairman
GMCE
Gen. Coun.
Dir. Hayward
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h m; hmewil
' Dur ln wn

ms.ocd 1s Sw sopy of mxm m«m ‘

~ m’n uttcr to the Poard of Direstors under date of
MNey S, 1 ‘which was addressed S0 the Mater Prodliems
Committee | ran, velating %0 She proposal of tmans-
forring to thin Distries & portion of 3he soomesting
pipe nno of the Mthiu m«mx llnm Distriot,

: . x an sending wa to m by wu& Muwry
in uafvmty wish your quh R

!wm tmxy,

| : A. L. Gram
melosure
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Foothill Municipal Water District

%% 341 FOOTHILL BOULEVARD

S e Ad LA CANADA, CALIFORNIA

SYLvaNn D0-4036

JOSEPH H. TUMBACH

E. D. RICHARDS , April 30, 1959

‘ d:lLEDby“.
Mr. A. L. Gram The Boadr:‘%ma_d
Executi\{e Secretary of Soather €. &Q’:ma Dicsia
Metropolitan Water District @M mestiog held_ &) 2~ <P
Los Angeles, California éf;_£5i§%i:::::§?Q
Dear Mr. Gram: Enostivs Sowitery

As per our telephone conversation with
Nelson Hayward, herewith are the following enclosures:
Mr. Jos. H. Tumbach's letter to the Board of Directors.

Review of Water Matters in the Altadena-La Canada area
August 23, 1949,

Report of Executive Committee, Altadena-La Canada Water

Group - November 1, 1950.
Your§ 1y, §

E. D. Richards, Secretary

Altadena - Flintridge + La Canada - La Crescenta
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Foothill Municipal Water District
SO B,
*gi‘\gwo%;%; 341 FOOTHILL BOULEVARD
£5! anuav 7y, JB S
N LA CANADA, CALIFORNIA
”””4,,(4 ...... o “w\\\\\ .
g IORN SYLVAN D-4036
PRESIDENT N May 5, 1959

JOSEPH H. TUMBACH

SECRETARY
E. D. RICHARDS

Board of Directors
Metropolitan Water District
Los Angeles, California
Gentlemen:

Mr. Hayward made available to me his copy of Mr.
Diemer's letter to the Board of date April 9, 1959 in which
he recommends that our request for payment for a portion of
pipeline be denied; and Executive Secretary Gram has advised
me of the action taken, including an invitation to reply to
Mr. Diemer's statement and to attend the meetings of the
Water Problems Committee on May llth and of the Boaxrd on May
12th. T appreciate the consideration. - Because of his being
President of Valley Water Company of La Canada, whiéh company
is the buyer of greatest quantities of Metropolitan watér
through Foothill, I have asked Mr. Frank Lanterman to attend
the meetings with me -~ if he can'get'awéy from State Assembly
affairs.

After most careful consideration I can see no worthwhile
purpose in'answering much of the material in Mr. Diemer's his-
torical review. This review is interesting; but it is quite
evident that it is founded on misconception of the origin of

Foothill Municipal Water District.

Foothill was projected and promoted as a direct result of

("Foothill" refers to Foothill Municipal Water District
"Metropolitan" to Metropolitan Water District)

Altadena - Flintridge «+ La Canada - La Crescenta
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the decree in Pasadena vs. Alhambra et al. (Pasadena C 1323)
which included a reduction of pumping righté in Monk Hill
Basin and the appointment of a Water Master to enforce it.
Altadena and La Canada water companies with the City of Pas-
adena own practically all such pumping rights in Monk Hill
Basin. The water companies in question for many years derived
their entire water supplies from that basin excepting for one
organization that had and has certain rights in Verdugo Basin.

The approach to formation of Foothill is embodied in a
presentation the writer made to a joint and largely attended
meeting of civic leaders and directors of water companies of
Altadena and La Canada oﬁ August 23, 1949, copy of which is
appended. Also appended is copy of a progress report made |
under date of November, 1950.

From all of which if will be found apparent that spas-
modic approaches to Metropolitan by small areas had no bearing

whatever on organization of Foothill.

I find two particularly interesting points in Mr. Die-
mexrl!s review:

1. The fact that members of Metropolitan staff urged
some people in Foothill territory to annex to adjacent cities
rather than join Metropolitan.

2. The omission by him of Resolution No. 4249,

1: Members of the staff advised people to annex to cities.
This, by the way, is the proverbial "red rag to a bull" in

Foothill areas. We cherish our independence. Members of this
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Board who were on the roster when our joining Metropolitan
was under discussion will possibly recall that I lead the dis-
cussions for Foothill throughout. I can recall no occasion
when a member of the Board or staff recommended that we annex
to adjacent cities rather than join Metropolitan. Admittedly
prejudiced, it is my belief that if members of the staff did
repeatedly urge such a course on people of the Foothill areas
it was certainly a great disservice to their employer - Metro-
politan. Had such advice been followed Metropolitan would

not only have been deprived of four and three quarter millions
of dollars of backtax revenue, now seemingly most welcome,
Metropolitan would also have been deprived of our member of
the Board and his contribution toward attendance and devotion
needed for the conduct of the Corporate affairs of Metropo-
litan in recent years.

It will also be hurtful to Metropolitan's public re-
lations in Foothill territory if, as and when it becomes
known that members of the staff urged such a course in contra-
diction of the decision of civic leaders and water company off-
icials.

2. The ommission from Mr. Diemer's statement of Reso-
lution No. 4249: +this resolution, adopted July 14, 1953, SIX
MONTHS AFTER FOOTHILL WAS ANNEXED TO METROPOLITAN is quoted
in full in my previous statement, page 3. That resolution
and the "closing paragraph" of the report of the Water Problems
Committee dated July 6, 1949, quoted by Mr. Diemer on page 6

of his review very definitely confirms our position, towit:
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Metropolitan HAD NOT adopted a policy of "come ahd get it"
when Foothill was annexed, as we had been given to understand
and as we understood when we accepted the terms. Until we
wereAmembers and had opportunity to consult past records we
had no possible means of ascertaining the facts herein re-
lated and on which our request is based.

Here, then, we have the question before us, clearly de-
fined: Was Foothill's acceptance of the terms of annexation

based on incorrect information?

Turning to other points in Mr. Diemer's letter:

He refers to letters from me in November 1949 and Jan-
uary 1950 "regarding an enlarged annexation area'. This had
no reference ﬁhatever to the previous applications for admission
to Metropolitan he mentions. They had to do specifically with
adding La Crescenta to the areas previously under discussion.
Mr. Hiqsg advised us in a letter dated February 8, 1950, that
the matter of adding La Crescenta to Altadena-La Canada was
under discussion by the Board and that we would be advised of
the decision. On May 11, 1951, the Board definitely defined
the boundaries of areas to be included, which added not only
La Crescenta, but the easterly portion of Altadena as well as
Kinneloa; whereupon the organization previously restricted to
Altadena-La Canada was enlarged and renamed "The Foothill Water
Group". Mr. Hayward, who had been in attendance at our meetings
prior to that time was then elected a member of our Board re-

presenting the La Crescenta area.
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There is no room for argument on the score of Foothill
promoters understanding that Foothill would have to pay all
costs of connecting with Metropolitan lines. See my letter of
March 15, 1959, pages 2 and 3. The point at issue here is
that Metropolitan had not at the time adopted the "come and

get it" policy, and that we did not know it.

As to Foothill having received preferential treatment
(his page 5) in being permitted to annex “ﬁhen the policy was
to admit only large, basin-wide areas". We have found nothing
in the record to warrant this statement; but regardless if
there was, or is, such a record, Mr. Diemer is again misinfoxrmed.
Foothill agencies cover the whole of Verdugo Basin; and Pasadena,
already part of Metropolitan, with the addition of the Altadena-
la Canada areas cover the whole of Monk Hill Basin, established
as such by the decree in Pasadena vs Alhambra.

On the other hand we did understand that Metropolitan
looked with favor on our application because, if consumnated,
the annexation of territory defined by the Board would "clean

the slate" along the foothills - which it does.

As to "the Upper Feeder passing through the extreme east-
erly portion of Foothill District but Foothill did not want
their connection at this location":

This doubtless refers to the vicinity of Sierra Madre
Road and Sierra Madre Boulevard. As near as we can make out
the Upper Feeder originally lay along the Foothill boundary

line at this point. Foothill was forced to include. the area
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by decision of Metropolitan Board; and before proceedings

to admit Foothill were coneumnated a large segment (or two?)
of the area was annexed to Pasadena, proceedings which caused
another delay and which, we think, removed the contact with
the Upper Feeder.

Connection at this point was suggested by the writer
himself. Our engineers conferred with Metropolitan engineers
and with engineers of the County Flood Control District re-
garding such a routing for our delivery lines. The engineers
unanimously disapproved of such a plan. Such a route would
haQé resulted in a net addition of approximately 35 miles of
pipelines at an estimated cost of over $400,000.00. It would
have involved crossing Eaton Wash on the east and Devil's Gate
Reservoir on the west. It was also pointed out to me that
when the Upper Feeder was built a connection-point was provided
for Altadena-La Canada on Seco Street a short distance below
Lincoln Avenue. This indicates that designers of the Upper
Feeder recognized‘even at that time that a connection at the
Sierra Madre location for Altadena-La Canada would be ill-
advised from an engineering standpoint. It might also be
said that both Mr. Jensen and Mr. Diemer were in sympathy
with such a decision since they both joined our directors in
a picture taking ceremony at the Seco-Lincoln location when

our plans were being drawn.

Turning to another point in Mr. Diemer's letter where he
says the Foothill line "would be useful only for delivering

water to Foothill and for no other purpose'". This statement
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is also probably founded on misinformation. Crescenta Valley
County Water District, one of our delivery agencies, serves
2394 meters in territory annexed to Glendale after Foothill or-
ganization was under way, presumably because Glendale does not
have the facilities to serve them. And if Crescenta Valley
County Water District did not have Metropolitan water available
through Foothill it could not serve these people, numbering,
according to the usual formula of 3.6 people per meter, be-
tween 8500 and 9000. What will happen in that area as a result
of the Pueblo litigation instituted by Los Angeles is problem-
atical. It is conceivable that Foothill might be called upon
to take up a much heavier load some day.

Meanwhile the people involved are paying a handsome premium
to get water. It illustrates the fallacy of the advice staff
members of Metropolitan are said to have given people of the

Foothill areas -~ that they had best annex to adjacent cities.

Mr. Diemer includes several times the statement that it
would be illegal for Metropolitan to accede to our request,
complete the taking over of the line in question and pay for it.
He cites no authority for this. If the opinion is based on
the fact that Foothill was voted in on the basis of having
to pay the entire cost of being joined to the Metropolitan
line and that it would be illegal to alter the conditions,
then it seems to me, a mere layman, that the thought is a
bit late. Foothill agreed also, and our admission was based
on the agreement that we would pay the cost of the connection

itself as well as the pipelines. The Board, at my request and
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on Mr. Diemer's recommendation altered the agreement so far

as the connection was concerned. If it be said that any change
in the terms vitiates the agreement, hasn't that already been
done, and isn't the door open to any further changes the Board
deems fair and reasonable?

And since I am being presumptious enough to follow Mr.
Diemer'!s lead and venture on sacred legal préﬁises: Hasn't
Metropolitan obligated itself with respect to the pipeline in
question by taking over complete control of tbe vault-con-
structed and paid for by Foothill in which the metering de-

vices are located and to which Foothill has no access?

If for any reason it is determined that it would be
illegal or not feasible for the Board to change the annexa-
tion conditions again, might it not be legal and feasible for
the Board, by resolution at this time to authorize the purchase
of the pipeline in question and the vault, which Metropolitan

already has completely in its control?

It is my earnest hope that the Board, having taken all of
these points into consideration, will see fit to act favorably
on our request.

Re -ectgully submitted,

President
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A REVIEW OF WATER MATTERS IN THE ALTADENA-LACANADA AREA

By

Joseph H. Tumbach, Chairman
Altadena-LaCanada Water Group

August 23, 1949

We welcome representatives of civic organizations of Altadena and
LaCanada whom we have invited to hear this review of the water sit-
uation and to counsel with us in solving the problems which involve
matters pelitical as distinguished from the practical.

To review all details would involve not hours but days, not
pages but volumes. So this discussion will attempt only to cover
outlines. It is our hope that you will get enough froem it to give
you a general understanding of the situation, rather than the gar-
bled versions breoadcast by unknowing people.

Under the decree entered in what is usually referred to as the
Pasadena Water Suit, the annudl Safe Yield of Monk Hill Basin, from
which we pump, was fixed at 6060 ac. ft, 6039 ac. ft. of this is
decreed to Pasadena and the 6 companies here represented. Pasadena
agreed, and it is so decreed, that we, by purchasing surplus water
offered annually by parties to the agreement, including Pasadena,
would have the privilege of pumping from Monk Hill Basin, not only
our own decreed rights, but alse the the right decreed to Pasadena.
We pay Pasadena extra tribute for this, eof course.

In the five years elapsed since the decree became effective
parties other than Pasadena have always furnished at least part of
this so-called Exchange Water. For the present fiscal year, 1949-
50, we have engaged to take 3782 ac. ft., of which 898 ac. ft. comes
from others and 2884 ac. ft. frem Pasadena.

This is emphasized to clear the minds of those who wrongfully
assume or assert that Pasadena is supplying us with our total needs -
and doing it voluntarily; that we have been and are leaning on Pas-
adena. The fact is that the water made available to us by all parties
is done by virtue of a court decree based on a settlement voluntarily
entered into by all; and we are beholden to no one in that connection.

At the time the settlement was made there was little thought that
within the minimum life of the agreement, 15 years in Pasadena's case,
the whole available Safe Yield, 6039 ac. ft., would be needed by the
Monk Hill BRasin Group. Some of us who were engaged in these matters
during the litigation and even years before, would have laughed at
the idea that within the 19 year period the Altadena-~LaCanada com-
panies woudd require any such quantity of pumped water as 6039 ac.
ft. annually. We pumped only 2701 ac. ft. in the fiscal year 1944-
45, It was generally assumed that we would be amply supplied for
the 15 year peried. ‘

It was likewise generally assumed that unless Pasadena meanwhile,
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finding the arrangement profitable to them as it is, would agree
to an extension of the arrangement beyond the 1% year period, we
would have to turn to Metropolitan for the future. ,

Two factors upset the calculations. The one patent to all is
the tremendous development of our area. This is most vividly por-
trayed by the fact that Lincoln Avenue ("Water Company" is ommitted
throughout) meters increased from 1795 on 1-1-45 to 2834 on 1-1-49,
a gain of nearly 60%. We've all seen this mushreoming and can
easily grasp the effect on water demand.

The second facter, scarcely mentioned in most discussions of
the subject, is the drought. Again using Lincoln Avenue records
for the purpese: Our 20 year average use per meter to 1946 was
22,635 cu. ft. In 1947 the use per meter jumped to 25,658 cu. ft,
and 1948 it was 27,038 cu. ft. - an increase of nearly 20% over .the
20-year average. Pasadena's experience is aleng the same lines.
The use per g:rsen per day, shown by their annual repert, was 127
gallons in 1942-43 and 152 gallons in 1947-48,

The third facter, due also to drought, is the very great re-
duction in gravity supplies. This affected all three of the Al-
tadena companies and the La Canada Irrigatien District as well.

Both last named factors, increased use per meter and decrease
in gravity supplies had to be covered by pumping from the under-
ground basin. A season of normal, even nearly normal, rainfall will
be reflected in decreased pumping requirements of almost the whole
group., Which, of course, is entering inte the field of conjecture;
but these conditions will arise one ¢f these seasens to further con-
found prophets of doom. Furthermore; As a result of the efforts
of this group initiated by petition filed April 9, 1947, with Flood
Control officials, water sgreading basins have been constructed in
Arroyo Seco. Flood Contrel Engineers estimate that an average of
600 ac. ft. per year can be salvaged from flood waters that have
~yeen-heretofore been wasted to the sea through Devils Gate Reservoir.
Thegse flood waters will be allowed to percolate into the underground
basin, increasing the supply in sterage.

During the five Years gast. combined pumpage of the Menk Hill
Group was: 2701 ac. ft.; 4118 ac. ft.; 5577 ac. ft.; and, for the
year 7-1-48 to 7-1-49, 6120 ac. ft. The estimated pumpage for the
year 7-1-49 to 7-1-5C is 6463 ac. ft. A rainfall 50¥ of normal during
the coming fall and winter would reduce pumping needs sufficiently

to easily bring us within the Safe Yield basis, 6039 ac. ft.

But it has been our consistent policy to assume the pessimistic
rather than the optimistic view. When it appeared that continued .
drought and such additional development as might normally be expectegd
might run our pumping needs above the decreed $afe Yield, several
plans were considered. In these discussions we had the benefit of
the advice and counsel of the Water Master appointed in the decree
of settlement.
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The plan most in faver for a time, and still the favored one
with some of our Group, was the drilling of a well east of the east-
erly bomndary of Monk Hill Basin, for joint account of the Group.
Such a well could be pumped into the lines of one or two of the
Altadena companies. Water purchased under the Exchange Agreement
could be pumped there, rather than in Monk Hill Basin, and without
paying extra tribute to Pasadena.

Before embarking on this project it was thought advisable to
have competent, outside engineering advice. Mr. A. L. Sonderegger,
an outstanding authority in water matters was retained. His report,
based on the assumption that Pasadena will not extend their partici-
pation in the Exchange Agreement beyond the 15 year limit, states
that application to Metropolitan is the final solutien.

Mr. Sonderegger contacted Metropelitan and confirmed statements
made to us previously by Metropolitan officials to the effect that
no further applications for admiamsion to the District would be enter-
tained at that time. It should be said, too, that in our contacts
with officials of Metropolitan, prior to Mr. Sonderegger's being
retained, we were definitely advised MOT to push the matter at the
time, We were so adyised about the time local people, not connected
with the water compakies, were agitating forming a District to join
Metropolitan.

With Metropolitan out of it for the time, Mr. Sonderegger sug-
gested three possible courses of action:

1 - Drilling the east side well, as we had planned.

2 - In lieu of drilling the well, ask Pasadena to sell us an add-
itional supply outside the Exchange Agreement, to tide us over
until the Metropelitan situation was clarified.

3 -~ That application be made to the Water Master and Court for
a review of the decreed Safe Yield of the basin with a view
to increasing it.

Departing from the main theme for the moment: An increase in the
Safe Yield of the basin seems reasonable, especially in view of the
fact that in years past, notably during the last drought, Pasadena's
heavy pumping from the basin carried total extractions to nearly
8000 ac. ft. one year. Even in 1941-42 total extractions were 7830
ac, ft., 5612 ac. ft. of it being pumped by Pasadena. And the basin
has never been pumped below an econbmical, safe level, Water levels
inour wells as of this date are well above the lowest level ever
pumped, to wit: '

Lincoln Avenue Well #2 #3 #4
8-15-49 266 258 268
Dag. 1933 307 307 298
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In view of the heavy expense involved in drilling the proposed
east side well it was decided to first learn Pasadena®'s reaction to
a request for water outside the Exchange Agreement. A committee was
appointed to confer with City officials, Messrs., Fred C. Nash, E. Roy
Mosher and Arthur $. Hand undertook the work, Mr. Sonderegger assist-
ing.

The final outcome was a letter from the City Manager in which
was stated the request would be granted under certain conditions
therein specified.

Assuming that this leads to some agreement; that this and/or an
increase in the Safe Yield of the basin - possibly the drilling of
the east side well - assuming that by some or all of these suggested
methods we take care of such possible overdraft of the basin during
the coming four or five years; we then arrive at the point of con-
sidering the ultimate solution of the problem, which may be stated,
briefly and bluntly, something like this:

For the purpese of assuring a permanent and ample water supply
beyond the l15-year Exchange Agreement -

1 -~ Shall Altadena and La Canada organize a movement
to gain admission to Metropolitan Water District
direct; or

2 - Shall we consider annexing to Pasadena?

The latter, considering annexation to Pasadena, may seem pur-
poseless in view of the very definite statements made by City officials,
to the effect that Pasadena cannot afford to and will not consider
annexing our territory. But one skeptic might be tempted to quote
our old friend S8hakespeare, "Methinks the lady doth protest too much¥;
while another might hand you a news dispatch taken from the very same
issue in which one of those denials is published, in which it is re-
ported that Pasadena is planning to annex certain outside territory.

However, and in any event, there are some few people in our terri-
tory who think annexing§ to Pasadena is the answer to their every prayer,
civically speaking, and the subject should be explored.

We, of the water companies, have felt that keeping the communi-
ties supplied with water is the problem of the water companies. If
those in charge do not meet that obligation it is time to find men
who can. But the future problem involves political questions which
pass beyond the realm of the water companies, It is not for the water
companies to attempt to determine the future status of the communities.

That is the reason for inviting representatives of the civic
associations to sit in with us - perhaps by forming a joint committee
of water companies and civic association representatives. There is
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a wealth of data to assemble and consider and decisions te be made
that transcend in importance anything that has ever been before us.

We ask you to help solve the problenm.

- e o o o e o o o e 5w 2 5 2 92 Tt o e e 2 e 2 9 o 2 2 A e o O o

Note: From minutes of the meeting

Present: 13 Directors of water service organizations in Alta-
dena and LaCanada
Representatives of seven (7) civic organizations
Representatives of the Press

Chairman Tumbach read the foregoing statement. After extensive
discussion it was moved by Frank E. Engle (representing West
Altadena Improvement Association), secended by T. Fenton

Knight (representing LaCanada Chamber of Commerce and Civic
Association) that a committee consisting of one representative
from each of the seven civic erganizations in the Altadena-
LaCanada area be appointed for the purpese of assisting the
Water Group in its efferts te form a district so that Metro-
politan District water might be made available to the Feothill
ares., WREOHRXX

The motion carried by unanimous vote of all present.
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#. - REPORT OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE,TALTADENA-LA CANADA WATER GROUP

Ny 0
JOINT MEETING WITH CIVIC ORGANIZATIONS
November 1, 1950

By
Jos. H. Tumbach

In our report of August 23, 1949 to directors of the water companies
and representatives of civic organizations of Altadena and La Canada,
it was pointed out that the ultimate solutien of the water supply
problem of the two communities lies, without question, in gaining ad-
mission to Metrepolitan Water District, and that this might be accomp-
lished in one of two ways; by application to Metropolitan direct, or
by annexation to Pasadena.

Those of Iou who participated in that meeting need not be reminded
that the latter alternative was not favorably received and,that,after
a thorough discussion, the water companies were unanimously directed
to investigate and report on the pessibility of joining Metropolitan.
We are now making this interim report.

To report our step by step progress would consume a wearisome amount
of time, though it might be a surprise to some who have criticised our
inaction. We have decided therefore to set forth the present pesition
of negotiations, while assuring you of our readiness to detail any
points on which information is desired.

The Executive Committee of Altadena-La Canada Water Group met on Sep-
tember 12, 1949 and decided te initiate the negotiatiens by contacting
Dr. Franklin Thomas, Chairmen of Metropolitan's Water Problems Committee.
Dr. Thomas teld us Metropolitan was now considering adding new territory
and advised us khe course to follow,

We started on the basis of including the territory of the six Altadena-
La Canada Water Companies. In December 1949 we were asked by represent-
atives of the three water companies in the La Crescenta Valley to include
their territory in our negotiations, Metrepolitan approved of the addi-
tion of this and any other nearby territory. In Janusry 1950 Kinneloa
asked to be included, and in September 1950 Mesa Mutual Water Company,

in the Pasadena §len area near Kinneloa, also joined in. 8o the final
setup extended from the east boundary of Tujunga (Los Angeles City) to
the gesterly boundary of Hastings Ranch properties, lately annexed to
Pasadena. :

From these outer boundaries we excluded the areas outside the City of

Pasadena which are served by Pasadena, the sections lying south of Fig-
ueroa Drive on the west side, and easterly of Allen Avenue on the east
side; also in and around the former Altadem Golf Club on which Pasa-
dena inaugurated water service after the Golf Club grounds were broken

up.

The matter was finally crystallized by action of the board of directors
of Metropolitan on September 11, 1950 as follows: "In response to an
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inquiry %**%¥* the Board of Directors authorized that indication be
made that either a County Water Authority or a Municipal Water Dis-
trict, when properly constituted and having beundaries satisfactory
to this District, would be glwen consideration for annexatien.®; and
on September 22, 1950, "the decision of the Board of Directors was
that any unit which did net include the three areas referred to,
adjacent to or in the vicinityv of the City of Pasadena, would be un-
acceptable as a basis for an annexation unit",

And that is where;thgfmatter now stands. In our discussion with Dr.
Thomas; with members of the staff, both operational and legal, and with
the Water Problems Committee in meeting assembled, we have stressed the
fact that we have nothing to offer the areas in question in exchange
for their assuming gast and present tax obligations to Metropolitan;
that Mr. Howard, Chief Counsel for Metropolitan, has formally advised
the Water Problems Cemmittee that Pasadena is bound, legally and con-
tractually (?) to serve these areas regardless of membership in Metro-
politan; and we also stressed that if these areas are "getting a free
ride" as has been argued by members of the Problems Committee, it is
none of our deing and we should not, in fairness, be called upon to
correct it.

We have very good reason to feel that Metropolitan is now favorably
inclined toward having a unit of their system in this Foothill aresa.
The day is surely coming when some of the smaller municipalities, not
interested in joinring at this time, will be forced by growth ef pepu-
lation and water demand to apply for membership; and a district such as
we propose would be the natural if, not indeed, the only means of mem-
bership except for consolidation with larger cities now members..

A log is available, recounting the step by step progress in the negoi-
ations to date. We can tell you when we contacted any of the cities
which Metropelitan thought might be interested, who was interviewdd,

and what he said; details of discussions of possible forms of district;
legal complexities which only a lawyer should tangle with; and incidents
such as members of our committee coming to the defense of Pasadena when
debate was warm over the question of Metropolitan water being used to
serve these "outside" areas.

But when everything is said and done, the bare fact emerges that Metro-
Eolitan is ready to receive an application for membership by a Foot-

ill District such as has been outlined herein, providing it includes
the "fringe" areas served by Pasadena which do not now contribute any
revenue to Metropolitan.

We would like to know what you think of the situation and to have the
benefit of your advice and counsel as to procedure.

) It would be ungracious to emit telling you that the Metropolitan staff,
\ '&A Mr. Hines and his assistant Mr. Diemer, Mr, Howard, Chief Counsel, and
%QM“ his assistant Mr. Cooper, and all others with whom we have been in con-
tact at all times have been exceedingly co-ogerative, thoughtful and
helpful; and all of us who have been in touch with them feel obliged
and grateful. to them.
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MINUTES
SPECTAL MEETING OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT
May 8, 1959

A special meeting of the Board of Directors of Foot-
hill Municipal Water District was held at the office of the
District at 4508 Hampton Road, La Canada, California, on
the 8th day of May, 1959 at 4:00 P. M.

In accordance with the By-Laws all members had been

duly notified of the meeting.

The President called the meeting ot order and requested
the Secretary to call the roll of the Directors present at said
meeting. The Secretary reported that there were present at
said meeting and answered to said roll call the following:

Nelson Hayward, Director
Donald B. Milliken, Director
Robert Williams, Director
Jos. H. Tumbach, President and Director
The said Directors remained present during the entire meeting.

Also present was Assemblyman Frank Lanterman.

(Absent: J. Clifford Argue, Director)

Chairman Tumbach stated that his purpose in calling
the special meeting was to acquaint the members of the Board
with recent developments in connection with the request for
reimbursement of costs of the District's gravity line, ex-
tending from the Metropolitan Water District Upper Feeder to
the Arroyo Pumping Plant.

At the Chairman's request Director Hayward, the Dis-
trict's representative on the Board of Directors of Metropo-

litan Water District, explained the situation in detail.

After discussion Chairman Tumbach requested that
Director Hayward take the chair. Director Hayward assumed
the chair and President Tumbach then moved that the petition
presented to Metropolitan Water District, dated March 15, 1959,
in which it was requested that Foothill Municipal Water District

be reimbursed for the cost of a portion of our main feeder line
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in Arroyo Seco in the sum of $149,940.35 be withdrawn with-

out prejudice and that the Secretary be instructed to so

advise the Metropolitan Water District. He explained this
motion was offered because from dependable information avail-
able it had become apparent that there was no possibility
whatever of a favorable vote by the Metropolitan Board of
Directors at this time under which circumstances it seemed
prudent to withdraw the request and to hope for a time when
there was a better chance for success. The motion was seconded
by Director Williams and carried by the unanimous vote of all

Directors present.

Director Hayward then returned the chair to President
Tumbach.

Chairman Tumbach inquired if there were any other
matters to be taken up and there being none he adjourned the

%W sl

meeting.

ATTEST: L
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WAIVER OF NOTICE AND CONSENT TO HOLDING A SPECIAL MEETING
OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF FOOTHILL MUNICIPAL WATER
DISTRICT.

La Canada, California

May 8th, 1959

I, the undersigned, being a duly elected Director

of the Foothill Municipal Water District, DO HEREBY WAIVE

the giving of notice and holding of a Special meeting of
the Foothill Municipal Water District Board of Directors

on the 8th day of May, 1959, at 4:00 P. M. at the office

of the Foothill Municipal Water District, 4508 Hampton Road,
La Canada, County of Los Angeles, State of California; and
I do hereby further agree that any business transacted at
said meeting shall be a valid and legal and of the same
force and effect as though the said meeting were held after
notice duly given.

"Witness My Signature this 8th day of May, 19%9."

1t B
J. Eliffd%H’Argue, Digf%tor of the
Third Divisioen
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RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
OF THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

RESOLUTION NO. 9318
AFFIRMING A CALL TO ACTION AND A

COMMITMENT TO REGIONAL RELIABILITY
FOR ALL MEMBER AGENCIES

1) WHEREAS, Metropolitan seeks to provide water supply reliability to its Member Agencies.

2)

3)

a)

b)

Metropolitan’s enabling legislation provides broad powers for “developing, storing, and distributing water
for domestic and municipal purposes.”

The Board in 1931 established, “Neither surface nor subsurface storage shall be created to the advantage
of any area within the limits of the District, or elsewhere, unless such storage is a necessary and
economical part of the general engineering plans which may be accepted.”

The Board in 1991 established its current mission to “provide the service area with adequate supplies of
high-quality water to meet present and future needs in an environmentally and economically responsible

2

way.

The Board in 1996 adopted its first in a series of Integrated Water Resource Plans (IRPs) to identify
infrastructure and supply programs to achieve 100 percent reliability.

The Board in 2008 adopted a water supply allocation plan (WSAP) for use when regional shortages exist
to manage shortage conditions felt across the entire service area.

WHEREAS, Metropolitan’s infrastructure today cannot provide equivalent water supply reliability to
all Member Agencies.

a)

b)

c)

d)

Metropolitan’s distribution system was designed decades ago to operate by gravity and to serve large
portions of the service area from a single supply system.

Past reliability efforts focused largely on increasing supply availability rather than connecting member
agency demand to multiple imported sources

Infrastructure constraints prevent the State Water Project (SWP)-dependent agencies from accessing
sufficient amounts of supply from the Colorado River Aqueduct, or from storage in Diamond Valley Lake
or Lake Mead

Metropolitan’s actions to operate existing infrastructure to distribute water across the service area, such as
the rehabilitation of the Greg Avenue pumping plant, can only meet a small portion of SWP dependent-
area needs.

WHEREAS, infrastructure constraints created substantial and disparate impacts between Member
Agencies.

a)

b)

Under the Emergency Water Conservation Program, six out of 26 member agencies, serving about one-
third of Southern California’s population, were required to severely constrain outdoor water use or
comply with strict volumetric limits beginning on June 1, 2022.

These affected member agencies must cut their use of Metropolitan’s SWP supply by up to 73 percent, or
face volumetric penalties of $2,000 per acre-foot or a first-ever total ban on outdoor irrigation.



4)

5)

6)

7)
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c) Meanwhile, other member agencies face lesser requirements under statewide regulation to implement
demand reductions under Level 2 of their Water Shortage Contingency Plans, locally determined to
achieve up to 20 percent water use reduction, and without volumetric penalties.

WHEREAS, Severe drought curtailed Metropolitan’s State Water Project Supplies.

a) Beginning in water year 2020 (October 1, 2019, to September 30, 2020), the watersheds supplying the
California State Water Project (SWP) received below-average precipitation. The California Department
of Water Resources (DWR) classified water years 2020 - 2022 as dry or critically dry.

b) The three-year sequence of water years 2020 - 2022 (October 1, 2019, through September 30, 2022) is
projected to be the driest on record in California for statewide precipitation. Precipitation in Northern
California during the three months from January through March 2022 was the driest on record for that
region.

c) On March 18, 2022, DWR reduced the SWP Table A allocation for 2022 from 15 to only five percent of

contract amounts. Table A allocations for 2020 and 2021 were 20 and five percent, respectively. The last

three years marks the lowest three-year combined deliveries of allocated water in the history of the SWP.

WHEREAS, Metropolitan and its Member Agencies have taken specific actions to preserve SWP
supplies.

a) Metropolitan’s member agencies have, where feasible, operated their systems to reduce dependency on
Metropolitan’s supply delivered through service connections fed from the SWP system.

b) On August 17, 2021, by Minute Item 52481, Metropolitan’s Board adopted a resolution declaring a
“Condition 2 — Water Supply Alert” to preserve Metropolitan’s supply for the region.

c) On November 9, 2021, by Minute Item 52581, Metropolitan’s Board adopted a resolution recognizing the

statewide drought emergency, declaring specified emergency conditions to exist within portions of its
service area, and calling on member agencies to take various actions to preserve Metropolitan’s supply
from the SWP.

d) On April 26, 2022, by Minute Item 52802, Metropolitan’s Board adopted a resolution declaring a Water
Shortage Emergency Condition and established an Emergency Water Conservation Program for member
agencies within the SWP-Dependent Area.

WHEREAS, Metropolitan has sought additional water for the Human Health and Safety needs of the
residents in the SWP-dependent areas.

a) Supply and infrastructure capabilities within the SWP Dependent Area became insufficient in 2022 to
meet basic human health and safety needs, as defined by State Water Resources Control Board
regulations and based on 55 gallons per capita per day.

b) Although DWR granted Metropolitan’s request for additional supply for unmet Human Health and Safety

water needs, this water comes under certain conditions: Metropolitan must impose mandatory
conservation and must also repay any water borrowed for this purpose within five years.

AND WHEREAS, Metropolitan and the affected Member Agencies jointly agree on this problem
statement:

a) Due to limited infrastructure, Metropolitan cannot provide the SWP-dependent member agencies
equitable access to water supply and storage assets during severe droughts.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California hereby affirms the following:

a) Southern California’s water reliability is in crisis because of record-breaking drought and insufficient
pipeline connectivity for imported supplies and existing regional storage to serve all member agencies.

b) The disparity in water supply reliability between member agencies is unacceptable.

c) Serving any member agency from only one supply source creates a long-term and unacceptable risk.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board intends to provide equitable reliability across the service
area through a balanced combination of infrastructure, storage, demand management, and water supply
programs. These three policy statements affirm this intent:

a) All member agencies must receive equivalent water supply reliability through an interconnected and
robust system of supplies, storage, and programs.

b) Metropolitan will reconfigure and expand (1) its existing portfolio to provide sufficient access to the
integrated system of water sources, conveyance and distribution, storage, and (2) programs to achieve
equivalent levels of reliability to all member agencies.

c) Metropolitan will eliminate disparate water supply reliability through a One Water integrated planning
and implementation approach to manage finite water resources for long-term resilience and reliability,
meeting both community and ecosystem needs.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the urgency of this inequity requires a Call to Action where the
General Manager is directed to:

a) Identify a portfolio of projects and programs, in coordination with the member agencies, to address the
problem statement in this resolution. The selected portfolio must include infrastructure improvements to
deliver available water supplies to the SWP-dependent areas. The portfolio must also be balanced
through new storage and supply programs and local supply development and management.

b) Bring arecommended portfolio and implementation plan for Board approval in February 2023.

c) Reprioritize CIP projects and spending plans as needed to expedite work on critical and time-sensitive
elements to address the supply and infrastructure inequity. If available, use alternative project delivery
methods to deliver the projects.

d) Provide quarterly reports on the status of the drought emergency projects.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board directs the General Manager to address these actions through

a One Water approach with robust Board oversight through the implementation phase of the IRP. The
cornerstone elements of the actions must include the following:

a) Upgrade water infrastructure to ensure equitable access to supply and storage assets.

b) Increase long-term water savings through water use efficiency and transformation of non-functional
turfgrass into a more appropriate Southern California landscape.

c) Advance development of local supplies for recycled water, groundwater recovery, stormwater capture,
and desalination.
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d) Align imported supply planning and actions for the full potential impacts of climate change, using the
best available science. These actions include stabilizing those supplies through conveyance
improvements, storage infrastructure and programs, water-loss prevention, and voluntary transfers.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board recognizes that the urgency of these improvements may
appear to diminish when this present drought eases. The Board affirms that the General Manager must
continue to pursue these infrastructure investments even if temporary relief is provided and the water supply
conditions improve.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the General Manager is hereby directed to continue the actions and
activities specified in Board Resolution 9313 (August 17, 2021), 9289 (November 9, 2021), and 9305
(April 26, 2002), except as expanded or limited herein.

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution adopted by the

Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California at its meeting held on
Aug. 15, 2022.

Jud, ALt

Secrefary of thefBoard of Directors
of The Metropglitan Water District
of Southern California
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Relationships of Service Connections to Member Agency Boundaries
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