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TRI-VALLEY GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 

PO Box 936 

Benton, CA 93512 

e-mail tvgmdsec@gmail.com 

website tvgmd.org 

 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

Carol Ann Mitchell, Chairperson 

Phil West, Vice-Chairperson 

Marion Dunn, Secretary 

Richard Moss 

Frank Ormiston 

Dr. Dave Doonan 

Fred Stump, District 2 Supervisor 

 
MEETING AGENDA  

March 27, 2019 at 6:30 p.m. 

Benton Community Center 

 

Call Meeting to Order 

 

Pledge of Allegiance 

 

1. Roll Call 

 

2. Public Comment 

 

3. Approval of Minutes – January 23,2019 

 

4. Approval of Warrant List of Expenditures (if any) 

 

5. Correspondence 

[SEE ATTACHMENT A: Notice of Violation of the Lahontan Water Board’s Water 

Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan), 2017 Fish Mortality Events in the Lower Owens 

Watershed, Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, Inyo County] 

 

6. District Board of Directors brief report of activities 

 

7. Staff Update and Discussion of Mono County and Sierra Club’s CEQA Litigation 

Against LADWP Related to Dewatering of Long/Little Round Valleys 

[SEE ATTACHMENT B: Order Overruling Demurrer to First Amended Verified 

Petition for Writ of Mandate; ATTACHMENT C: Respondent City of Los Angeles and 

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power’s Answer to First Amended Verified 

Petition for Writ of Mandate] 

 

8. Staff update and discussion of actions and activities of the Owens Valley Groundwater 

Authority 

mailto:TVGMDSEC@GMAIL.COM


Page 2 of 2 

 

 

9. Staff update on status of revised District Bylaws and Rules 

 

10. Presentation on Inyo-Mono Integrated Resources Water Management Program by 

Holly Alpert, Inyo-Mono IRWM Director 

 

11. Discussion and recommendation to Mono County Board of Supervisors for 

appointment of new member to District Board of Directors 

 

12. Staff update and discussion on Coyote Springs’ Request for District and Mono County 

approvals related to groundwater extraction and export activities 

 

13. Schedule next meeting – April 24, 2019 at 6:30 PM at the Chalfant Community Center 

 

14. Adjournment 



 

 

 

ATTACHMENT A 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NOTICE OF VIOLATION OF THE LAHONTAN WATER 

BOARD’S WATER QUALITY CONTROL PLAN (BASIN 

PLAN), 2017 FISH MORTALITY EVENTS IN THE LOWER 

OWENS WATERSHED, LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF 

WATER AND POWER, INYO COUNTY 

  

[Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board, 

March 19, 2019] 

 

 















 

 

 

ATTACHMENT B 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ORDER OVERRULING DEMURRER TO FIRST AMENDED 

VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE 

  

[California Superior Court for Alameda County, 

February 22, 2019] 

 

 























 

 

 

ATTACHMENT C 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RESPONDENT CITY OF LOS ANGELES AND LOS 

ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWER’S 

ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED VERIFIED PETITION FOR 

WRIT OF MANDATE 

  

[City of Los Angeles, et al., 

March 15, 2019] 

 

 



.. 
1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney (SBN 111529) 
JOSEPH A. BRAJEVICH, General Counsel 

Water and Power (SBN 156144) 
JULIE C. RILEY, Deputy City Attorney (SBN 197407) 
DAVID EDWARDS, Deputy City Attorney (SBN 237308) 
221 N. Figueroa Street, Suite 1000 · 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Telephone: (213) 367-4513 
Facsimile: (213) 367-4588 
Email: julie.riley@ladwp.com 

AMRIT S. KULKARNI (SBN: 202786) 
JULIA L. BOND(SBN: 166587) 
SHIRAZ D. TANGRI (SBN:.203037) 
EDWARD GRUT~MACHER (SBN: 228649) 
MEYERS, NAVE, RIBACK, SIL VER & WILSON 
707 Wilshire Blvd., 24th Floor · 
Los Angeles, California 90017 
Telephone: (213) 626~2906 
Facsimile: (213) 626-021S 
Email: akulkami@meyersnave'.com 

j bond@m:eyersnave.com· 
stangti@meyersnave.com 
egrutzmacher@meyersnave.com 

Attorneys for Respondents CITY OF LOS 
ANGELES, CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWER, 
and LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF 
WATER AND POWER BOARD OF 
COMMISSIONERS 

EXEMPT FROM FILING FEES 
GOV'T CODE§ 6103 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTYOF ALAMEDA 

19 COUNTY OF MONO and SIERRA CLUB, Case No. RG18923377 

20 

21 v. 

· Petitioners 

22 CITY OF LOS ANGELES, LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWER; 

23 LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF 
WATER AND POWER BOARD OF 

24 COMMISSIONERS; and DOES 1 through 20; 

25 

26 

Respondents 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH 
27 AND WILDLIFE; and DOES 21 through 40 

28 Real Parties in Interest. 

ASSIGNED FOR ALL PURPOSES TO: 
JUDGE EVELIO GRILLO, DEPT. 15 

RESPONDENTS CITY OF LOS 
ANGELES AND LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND 
POWER'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED VERIFIED PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDATE 

Trial Date: None Set 
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1 Defendants and Respondents the City of Los Angeles and Los Angeles Department of 

2 Water .and Power ( collectively, "the City" or "City") hereby answer the First Amended Verified 

3 Petition for Writ of Mandate ("Petition") brought by Petitioners County of Mono and Sierra Club 

4 ( collectively, "Petitioners") in the above-captioned action. For ease of reference, certain headings 

5 in the Petition are repeated, but should not be construed as an admission or adoption of any part of 

6 the Petition. Accordingly, the City admit, deny and allege as follows: 

7 

8 1. 

INTRODUCTION 

Answering Paragraph 1, the City alleges that the allegations in this Paragraph 

9 constitute a characterization of Petitioners' claims, to which no response is required and the 

10 Petition speaks for itself. Except as expressly alleged herein, the City denies, generally anq 

11 specifically, the allegations in Paragraph 1 of the Petition. 

12 2. Answering Paragraph 2, the City alleges that · the allegations in this Paragraph 

13 constitute a characterization of Petitioners'. claims; to which no response is· required and the 

14 Petition speaks for itself. The City alleges that the Petition purports to concern approximately 

15 Q,400 acres ofland owned by the City in Mono County ("Property"). Except as expressly alleged 

16 herein, the City denies, generally and specifically, the allegations in Paragraph 2 of the Petition. 

17 3. ' Answering Paragraph 3, the allegations are comprised of characterizations of 

1.8 Petitioners' claims and Petitioners' legal conclusions, which requiring :ho response. Except as 

19 specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation in 

20 Paragraph.3. 

21 4. Answering Paragraph 4, the allegations are comprised of the allegations are 

22 comprised of characterizati.ons of Petitioners' claims and Petitioners' legal conclusions, which 

23 requiring no response. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies 

24 each and every allegation in Paragraph 4. 

25 

26 5. 

PARTIES 

Answering Paragraph 5, the City admits that Petitioner County of Mono is a 

27 political subdivision of the State of California. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied 

28 herein, the City denies each and every remaining allegation in Paragraph 5. 
2 
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1 . 6. Answering Paragraph 6, the City lacks sufficient infonnation and belief regarding 

2 the allegations in Paragraph 6 of the Petition, and on that basis denies, generally and specifically, 

3 those allegations. 

4 7. Answering Paragraph 7, the City admits that it is a municipal corporation organized 

5 under the laws of the State of California and the Charter, and that it is the owner of the Property. 

6 Except as expressly, alleged herein, the City denies, generally and specifically the allegations in 

7 Paragraph 7 of the Petition. 

' 
8 8. Answering Paragraph 8, the City admits that Los Angeles Department of Water and 

9 Power is a political subdivision ofthe City, and ·is rysponsible for control and management of the ·, 

10 Prope1iy. Except as expressly alleged herein, the City denies, generally and · specifically the 

11 allegations in Paragraph 8 of the Petition. 

12 9. Answering Paragraph 9, the City admits that Los Angeles Department of Water and 

13 Power is governed by its Board of Commissioners. Except as expressly alleged herein, the City 

14 denies, generally and specifically the allegations in Paragraph 9 of the Petition. 

15 10. Answering Paragraph 10, the City lacks sufficient information and belief regarding 

16 the allegations in Paragraph 10 of the Petition, and on that b.asis denies, generally and specifically, 

17 those allegations. 

18 11. Answering Paragraph 11,, the City .. admits that Real Party in Interest California 

19 Department of Fish and Wildlife is a political subdivision, of the State of California. Except as 

20 expressly alleged herein, the City denies, generally and specifically the allegations in Paragraph 11 

21 of the Petition. 

22 12. Answering Paragraph 12, the City lacks sufficient information and beliefregarding 

23 the allegations in Paragraph 12 of the Petition, and on that basis denies, generally and specifically, 

24 those allegations. 

25 

26 13. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Answering Paragraph 13, the City admits that it owns over 62,000 acres of 

27 property, including senior water rights, in Mono County. Except as expressly alleged herein, the 

28 City denies, generally and specifically the allegations in Paragraph 13 of the Petition. 
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14. Answering Paragraph 14, the City admits that it has entered into several lease 

2 agreements over portions of the Property. These leases speak for themselves and no response 

3 regarding their contents is required. Except as expressly alleged herein, the City denies, generally 

4 and specifically the allegations in Paragraph 14 of the Petition. 

5 15. The City denies, generally and specifically the allegations in Paragraph 15 of the 

6 Petition. 

7 16. Answering Paragraph 16, the City lacks sufficient information and belief regarding 

8 the allegations in Paragraph 16 of the Petition, and·on that basis denies, generally and specifically, 

9 those allegations. 

10 17. Answering Paragraph J 7, the City Jacks sufficient information and belief regarding 

11 the allegations in Paragraph 17 of the Petition, and. 01.1 that basis denies, generally and specifically, · 

12 those allegations. 

13 18. ·.Answering.Paragraph 18, the City lacks sufficient information and belief regarding 

14 the allegations in Paragraph 18 of the Petition, and on that basis denies, generally and specifically, 

15 those allegations. 

16 19. Answering Paragraph 19, the City lacks sufficient information and belief regarding 

17 the allegations in Paragraph 19 of the Petition, and on that basis denies, generally and specifically, 

18 those allegations. 
. . 

19 20. Answering Paragraph 20, the City lacks sufficient information and belief regarding 

20 the allegations in Paragraph 20 of the Petition, and on that basis denies, generally and specifically, 

21 those allegations. 

22 21. Answering Paragraph 21, the City lacks sufficient information and belief regarding 

23 the allegations in Paragraph 21 of the Petition, and on that basis denies, generally and specifically, 

24 those allegations. 

25 22. Answering Paragraph 22, the City lacks sufficient information and belief regarding 

26 the allegations in Paragraph 22 of the Petition, and on that basis denies, generally and specifically, 

27 those allegations. 

28 23. Answering Paragraph 23, the City lacks sufficient information and belief regarding 
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1 the allegations in Paragraph 23 of the Petition, and on that basis denies, generally and spedfically, 

2 those allegations. 

3 24. Answering Paragraph 24, the City alleges that the case Desert Survivors, et al. v. 

4 US. Department of the Interior (2018) N.D. Cal., Case No. 3:16-cv-01165~JCS speaks for itself. 

5 Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation 

6 in Paragraph 24. 

7 25. Answering Paragraph 25, the City admits that the leases entered into in 2009. 

8 expired on December 31, 2013 and have been in "holdover" status since January 1, 2014. The 

9 leases speak for themselves and no response regarding thefr contents is required. Except as 

10 specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation· in 

11 Paragraph 25. 

12 26. Answering Paragraph 26, the City alleges that the April 19, 2018 Correspondence 

13 , from Mono County to Los Angeles· Mayor Eric Garcetti speaks for.· itself and no response . 

14 regarding its contents is required. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the. 

15 City denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 26. · 

16 27. Answering Paragraph 27, the City alleges that the May 1, 2018 Correspondence 

1 7 from Los Angeles Mayor Eric Garcetti to Mono County speaks . for itself and no response 

18 regarding its contents is required. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the 

19 City denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 27. 

20 28. Answering Paragraph 28, the City admits that on or about May 1, 2018, it notified 

21 the lessees in Mono County Leases that they will be provided with approximately 4,600 acre feet 

22 of water. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies each and every· 

23 allegation in Paragraph 28. 

24 29. Answering Paragraph 29, the City alleges that the May 3, 2018 Correspondence 

25 speaks for itself and no response regarding its contents is required. Except as specifically 

26 admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 29. 

27 30. Answering Paragraph 30, the City admits that it provided lessees in Mono County 

28 with water in 2018. The City further admits and avers that it has never committed to providing 
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1 lessees with a guaranteed amount of water and has maintained its discretion regarding the amount 

2 of water, if any, to provide to lessees. The City further avers that it distributed over 7,400 acre-

3 feet of water onto lands in Long Valley in 2018. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or 

4 denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 30. 

5 31. Answering Paragraph 31, the City admits that it spread water in 2018 to benefit B-

6 State Sage Grouse habitat. . Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City 

7 denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 3L 

8 . 32. Answering Paragraph 32, the allegations are comprised of characterizations of 

9 Petitioners' claims and Petitioners' legal conclusions, which requiring no response. Except as 

10 specifically admitted, alleged or denied. herein, the · City denies each and every allegation in 

11 Paragraph 32. 

12 33. Answering Paragraph 33, the· allegations are comprised of characterizations of 

13 Petitioners' claims and Petitioners' legal conclusions, which requiring no response. Except as 

14 specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City d~nies each and every allegation in 

15 Paragraph 3 3. 

16 

17 34. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

Answering Paragraph 34, the allegations are comprised of legal conclusions 

18 requiring rio response. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies 

19 each and every allegation in Paragraph 34. 

20 35. Answering Paragraph 35, the allegations are comprised of legal conclusions 

21 requiring no response. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies 

22 each and every allegation in Paragraph 35. 

23 

24 

25 

26 
36. 

EXHAUSTION OF ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES 
AND INADEQUACY OF REMEDY 

Answering Paragraph 36, the allegations are comprised legal conclusions requiring 

no response. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies each and 

27 every allegation in Paragraph 36. 

28 37. Answering Paragraph 37, the allegations are comprised of characterizations of 
6 . 
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1 Petitioners' claims and Petitioners' legal conclusions, which requiring no response. Except as 

2 specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation in 

3 Paragraph 3 7. 

4 38. Answering Paragraph 38, the City alleges that the document attached to the Petition 

5 as Exhibit A speaks for itself. The remaining allegations are comprised of characterizations of 

6 Petitioners' claims and Petitioners' legal conclusions, which requiring no response. Except as 

7 specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation in 

8 · Paragraph 38. 

9 39. Answering Paragraph 39, the allegations are comprised of legal conclusions . 

10 requiring no response; The City denies that Petitioners are entitled to the relief requested or any 

11 relief whatsoever. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies each· 

12 and every allegationin Paragraph 39. 

l3 40. Answering Paragraph 40, the allegations are comprised of legal conclusions 

14 requiring no response. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies 

15 · each and every allegation in Paragraph 40. 

16 

17 . 41. 

STANDING 

Answering Paragraph 41, the allegations are comprised of legal condusions 

18 requiring no resp<;mse. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies 

19 each and every allegation in Paragraph 41. 

20 

21 

22 

23 42. 

CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Violation of the California Environmental Quality Act, 
Public Resources Code,§ 21000 et seq.) 

Answering Paragraph 42, the City re-alleges and incorporated by reference each 

24 and every preceding Paragraph of this Answer as if fully set forth herein. 

25 

26 

43. 

44. 

The City denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 43. 

Answering Paragraph 44, the City alleges that California Environmental Quality 

27 Act ("CEQA"), and specifically Public Resources Code section 21065, speaks for itself. Except as 

28 specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation in 
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1 Paragraph 44. 

2 45. . Answering Paragraph 45, the City alleges that CEQA Guidelines, and specifically 

3 CEQA Guidelines § l 5378(a)(l ), speak for themselves. Except as specifically admitted, alleged 

4 or denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 45. 

5 Answering Paragraph 46, the City alleges that CEQA Guidelines, and specifically 
' ' 

6 CEQA Guidelines § 15352(a), speak for themselves. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or 

7 denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 46. 

8 Answering Paragraph 47, the City alleges that CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, 

9 and specifically Public Resources Code,§§ 21100, 21002, and 21002.l(a), and CEQA Guidelines 

10 §§ 15070 and 1508i speak for themselves. The City further alleges that the allegations are 

11 comprised of legal conclusions requiring no response. Except as spycifically admitted, alleged or 

12 denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 4 7. 

13 48. Answering Paragraph 48, the City alleges that the case Mountain Lion Foundation 

14 v. Fish & Game Com. (1997) 16 Cal.4th 105, 112 speaks for itself. Except as specifically 

15 admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 48. 

16 49. Answering Paragraph 49, the City alleges that CEQA Guidelines, and specifically 

17 CEQA Guidelines § 15003, speak for themselves. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or 

18 denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 49. 

19 50. Answering Paragraph 50, the City alleges that CEQA, and specifically Public 

20 Resources Code section 21061, speaks for itself. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or 

21 denied herein, the City denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 50. 

22 51. Answering Paragraph 51, the City alleges that CEQA and the. case Laurel Heights 

23 Improvement Ass 'n of San Francisco v. Regents of the University of California (1988) 4 7 Cal.3d 

24 376 speak for themselves. Except as specifically admitted, alleged or denied herein, the City 

25 denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 51. 

26 

27 

52. 

53. 

The City denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 52. 

The City denies each and every allegation in Paragraph 53. The City further denies 

28 that Petitioners are entitled to the relief requested or any relief whatsoever. 
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1 

2 54. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Answering subparagraphs "l" through "4" of the Prayer, the City denies all of the · 

3 allegations in those paragraphs, denies that Petitioners are entitled to the relied requested or any 

4 relief whatsoever, and denies that the City has engaged in ·any unlawful practices. 

5 

6 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

As separate and distinct answers and defenses to the First Amended Verified Petition as a 

7 whole and to each cause of action set forth therein, the City alleges as follows below. By alleging 

8 the separate and additional defenses set forth below, the City is not in any way agreeing or 

9 conceding it has the burden of proof or the burden of persuasion on any of these issues. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

. The Petition fails to allege facts sufficientt6 state a cause of action against the City. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The Petition is barred by all applicable statutes of limitation, including, but not limited to, 

14 California Code of Civil Procedure sections 343 and 1094.6 and Public Resources Code section 

15 21167. 

16 

17 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The Petition is barred due to Petitioners' failure to exhaust administrative remedies. The 

18 Petition is barred. by the separation of powers doctrine, the common law exhaustion of 

19 administrative remedies doctrine, and statutory provisions. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The Petition is barred due to the fact thatPetitioners lack standing to sue. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The City has, at all times relevant hereto, proceeded under and in compliance with all 

24 applicable federal, state, and local laws and regulations. 

25 

26 

27 

28 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
I 

The Petition is barred due to the fact that the relief sought is not in the public interest. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The Petition is barred by the doctrines of estoppel and waiver. 

9 
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1 

2 

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The Petition is barred by the doctrine of laches, in that Petitioners unreasonably delayed 

3 raising the claims set forth in the Petition in a manner that has resulted in prejudice to the City. 

4 

5 

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Petitioners are not entitled to any relief in equity, because the balance of harms does not 

6 warrant equitable relief, 

7 

8 

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The Petition is barred by the doctrine of unclean hands, as well as other. applicable 

9 equitable doctrines, for reasons which.include, but are not limited to, Petitioners' purpose in filing 

10 this action is to use the action for improper purposes. 

11 

1.2 

13 

14 

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The Petition is barred by the fact that the controversy averred therein is moot. 

TWELETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The relief requested ,in the Petition would require the Court to unconstitutionally intrude 

15 into the functions reserved to the legislative branch of government and would violate the doctrine 

16 of separation of powers. Accordingly, this Court lacks jurisdiction to grant the requested relief. 

17 

18 

THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Petitioners have failed to join as parties numerous persons or entities who have or may 

19 have substantial vested rights which may be impaired or lost entirely by virtue of this action .. Loss 

20 or impairment of the substantial rights of these persons or entities could subject the City to a 

21 multiplicity of lawsuits relating thereto, and could result in the imposition of inconsistent legal 

22 obligations. 

23 

24 

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

With respect to all actions referred to in the Petition and the whole thereof, the City 

25 proceeded in the manner required by law, did not act arbitrarily, capriciously, or wholly without 

26 evidentiary support, and did not abuse its discretion. The City made all required findings, which 

27 both supported the City actions and were supported by substantial evidence. 

28 
10 
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1 

2 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

, The Petition is barred by Petitioners' failure to comply with the requirements of Public 

3 Resources Code sections 21000 et seq. and Code of Civil Procedure sections 1085, 1086, 1087, 

4 - 1088, 1088.5, 1089.5, 1090, 1091, 1094, 1094.5, and 1094.6. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Petitioners have failed to state facts sufficiently to set forth a claim for attorneys' fees. 

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The relief requested in the Petition would require the Court to unconstitutionally intrude 

9 into the City's plenary authority over municipal affairs as a charter city, as .described by the City 

10 of Los Angeles Charter and California Constitution Article 11, Section 5. Accordingly, this Court 

11 lacks jurisdiction to grnnt the requested relief. 

12 

13 

EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The ,Petition is barred by other affirmative defenses that the City may allege as those 

14 defenses become known in connections with this action. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, the City pray that judgment be entered as follows: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

That all relief requested in the Petition be denied with prejudice; 

That Petitioners take nothing by their action; 

That judgment be entered in the City's favor; 

That the City be awarded their costs of suit, including reasonable attorney's fees; 

21 and, 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

5. That the City be granted such other and further relief as the Court deems just and 

proper. 

DATED: March 15, 2019 

3073257.3 

~YEC~K,J;W:: 
Amrit S. Kulkarni 
Attorneys for Respondents City of Los 'Angeles, 
City of Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power, and Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power Board of Commissioners 
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1 PROOF OF SERVICE 

2 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ALAMEDA 

3 At the time of service, I was over 18 years of age and not a party to this action. I am 
employed in the County of Alameda, State of California. My business address is 555 12th Street, 

4 Suite 1500, Oakland, CA 94607. 

5 On March 15, 2019, I served true copies of the following document(s) described as 
RESPONDENTS CITY OF LOS ANGELES AND LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF 

6 WATER AND POWER'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED VERIFIED PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDATEon the interested parties in this action as follows: 

7 

8 
SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST 

BY MAIL: I enclosed the document(s) in a sealed envelope or package addressed to the 
9 persons at the addresses listed in the Service List and placed the envelope for collection and 

mailing, following our ordinary business practices. I am readily familiar with Meyers, Nave, 
10 Riback, Silver & Wilson's practice for collecting and processing correspondence for mailing. On 

the same day that the correspondence is placed for collection and mailing, it is deposited in the 
11 ordinary course of business with the. United States Postal Service, in a sealed envelope with 

postage fully prepaid. · · 
12 

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

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Executed on March 15, 2019, at Oakland, California. 

Melissa Bender 
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1 
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SERVICE LIST 
County of Mono v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 

Case No. RG18923377 

3 Stacey Simon, County Counsel 
Jason Canger, Deputy County Counsel 

4 COUNTY OF MONO . 
P.O. Box 2415 

5 Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 

6 Tel: (760) 924-1700 
Fax: · (760) 924-1701 

7 E-mail: ssimon@mono.ca.gov 
icanger@.mono.ca.gov 

8 
Donald B. Mooney, Esq. 

9 LAW OFFICES OF DONALD B. MOONEY 
417 Mace Blvd,; Suite 1:334 · 

10 Davis, CA 95618 

11 Tel: (530) 758-2377 
Fax: (530) 758"'7169 

12 · E-mail: dbmoonev@dcn.org 

13 Laurens Silver, Esq.. .. 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL LAW 

14 PROJECT . 
P.O. Box 667 

15 Mill Valley, CA 94942 

16 Tel: (415) 515-5688 
Fax: (510) 237-6598 

17 E-mail: larrvsilver@.earthlink.net 

18 Nhu Nguyen; Esq~ . 
Deputy Attorney General 

19 Office of the Attorney General 
1300 I Street, Suite 125 

20 Sacramento, CA 95814-2919 

21 Tel: (916) 210-7809 
Fax: (916) 327-2319 . 

22 E-mail: nhu.nguven@.doi.ca.gov 

23 Adam L. Levitan, Esq. 
Deputy Attorney General 

24 Office of the Attorney General 
300 S. Spring Street, Suite 1702 

25 Los Angeles. CA 90013-1256 

26 

27 

28 

Attorneys for Petitioner 
COUNTY OF MONO 

Attorneys for Petitioner 
COUNTY OF MONO 

Attorneys for Petitioner 
SIERRA CLUB 

Attorneys for Real Party in Interest 
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH 

. AND WILDLIFE · 

Attorneys for Real Party in Interest 
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH 
AND WILDLIFE 

13 
RESPONDENTS CITY OF LOS ANGELES AND LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWER'S 

ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDA TE 

I 



ATTACHMENT D 

LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF WATER AND POWER

PRESS RELEASE REGARDING 2019 IRRIGATION SEASON

[Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 

March 8, 2019] 



 

LADWP Announces Plans to Spread Water In Long Valley During Spring Runoff 

BISHOP, CA – Earlier this evening, the Inyo Mono Alpine Cattlemen's Association's Spring Tour 

Dinner Meeting was held at the Talman Pavillion. The meeting included updates on information 

relevant to ranching interests at the local, regional, state, and federal levels. Staff members from 

the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) were in attendance and announced 

that LADWP plans to spread 30,000 acre-feet of water in Long Valley starting this coming May 

2019.  

In a statement shared by LADWP staff at the dinner, LADWP Senior Assistant General Manager 

of Water System Rich Harasick said, “It has been a great year for rain and snowfall in California 

– after recent storms the Eastern Sierra snowpack is 166% of normal as of March 5th. LADWP 

continues to work on its operational plans and is preparing for the upcoming spring runoff. 

Efforts are already underway with water spreading started in Inyo County.”  

Consistent with past practices, LADWP plans to provide water to its lessees based on LADWP 

operational needs. In prior years when the Eastern Sierra runoff exceeded the capacity of the 

aqueduct system, LADWP spread water to its leased lands in the southern Mono area. This was 

the case during the 2017 record precipitation, when as much water was spread as the land 

could handle.  

LADWP is evaluating this year’s anticipated runoff while also considering the demands of the 

overall water system, which include customer needs, environmental commitments and 

hydroelectric generation. Taking these factors into account, LADWP is committed to maximizing 

the beneficial use of runoff water to the fullest extent and working with its lessees and ranching 

community to use water efficiently. In order to keep residents and partners of the Eastern Sierra 

informed of the steps being taken to manage runoff, LADWP will continue to issue additional 

updates as conditions and operations progress.  
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