
AGENDA 
 

LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION 
FOR SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 

 
NORTON REGIONAL EVENT CENTER  

1601 EAST THIRD STREET #1000, SAN BERNARDINO 
 

REGULAR MEETING OF SEPTEMBER 20, 2017 
 

9:00 A.M. – CALL TO ORDER – FLAG SALUTE  
 
Swear in Alternate Supervisorial Commissioner -- Supervisor Janice Rutherford (Continued 
from May 17, 2017 Hearing)  
 
1. Public Comments on Closed Session  

 
2. CONVENE CLOSED SESSION –  

a. Personnel (Government Code Section 54957) – Recruitment Process for Executive Officer 
 

b. Conference with Legal Counsel  - Existing Litigation (Government Code Section 
54956.9(d)(1)) -- San Antonio Heights Association v. County of San Bernardino et al, San 
Bernardino County Superior Court Case No CIVDS1712771 and San Antonio Heights 
Association v. Local Agency Formation Commission for San Bernardino County et al 
Superior Court Case No. CIVDS1715504  
 

c. Conference with Legal Counsel - Anticipated Litigation - Significant Exposure to Litigation 
(Government Code section 54956.9(d)(2)) -- One case Significant exposure to litigation 
pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (d) of Section 54956.9 

 
10:00 A.M. – REGULAR SESSION  
 
ANNOUNCEMENT:  Anyone present at the hearing who is involved with any of the changes of organization to be 
considered and who has made a contribution of more than $250 in the past twelve (12) months to any member of the 
Commission will be asked to state for the record the Commission member to whom the contribution has been made and the 
matter of consideration with which they are involved. 

 
CONSENT ITEMS: 

 
The following consent items are expected to be routine and non-controversial and will be acted upon by the Commission at 
one time without discussion, unless a request has been received prior to the hearing to discuss the matter  
 
3. Approval of Minutes for Regular Meeting of August 16, 2017 

 
4. Approval of Executive Officer's Expense Report  

 
5. Ratify Payments as Reconciled for Months of July  and August 2017 and Note Cash Receipts  

 
6. Approval of Contract for Janitorial Services at 1170 West Third Street for the period August 24, 

2017 through June 30, 2018  
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7. Consent Items Deferred for Discussion  
 

PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS: 
 

8. LAFCO SC#419 -- Request for Exemption from Provisions of Government Code Section 
56133 for Ordinance for Fees for Wastewater Processing by Runnings Springs Water 
District for Effluent from County Service Area 79 and Arrowbear Park County Water 
District  
 

9. Consideration of:  (1) CEQA Statutory Exemption for LAFCO 3219 and (2)  
Reorganization to include Detachments from Cucamonga Valley Water District 
 

DISCUSSION ITEMS: 
 

10. Appointment of Voting Delegate for CALAFCO Business Meeting at October CALAFCO 
Annual Conference 

 
INFORMATION ITEMS: 
 
11. Legislative Report 

 
12. Executive Officer's Oral Report 

a. New Proposals Received 
b. Update on Proposals Filed with LAFCO 
 

13. Commissioner Comments 
 (This is an opportunity for Commissioners to comment on issues not listed on the agenda, provided that the subject matter 

is within the jurisdiction of the Commission and that no action may be taken on off-agenda items unless authorized by law.) 
 

14. Comments from the Public  
 (By Commission policy, the public comment period is limited to five minutes per person for comments related to other items 

under the jurisdiction of LAFCO not on the agenda.) 
  
The Commission may adjourn for lunch from 12:00 to 1:30 p.m.  The Commission may take action on any item listed in this 
Agenda whether or not it is listed For Action.  In its deliberations, the Commission may make appropriate changes incidental to 
the above-listed proposals. 
 
Materials related to an item on this Agenda submitted to the Commission or prepared after distribution of the agenda packet 
will be available for public inspection in the LAFCO office at 1170 West Third Street, Unit 150, San Bernardino, during normal 
business hours, on the LAFCO website at www.sbclafco.org, and at the hearing. 
 
Current law and Commission policy require the publishing of staff reports prior to the public hearing.  These reports contain 
technical findings, comments, and recommendations of staff.  The staff recommendation may be accepted or rejected by the 
Commission after its own analysis and consideration of public testimony. 
 
IF YOU CHALLENGE ANY DECISION REGARDING ANY OF THE ABOVE PROPOSALS IN COURT, YOU MAY BE 
LIMITED TO RAISING ONLY THOSE ISSUES YOU OR SOMEONE ELSE RAISED DURING THE PUBLIC TESTIMONY 
PERIOD REGARDING THAT PROPOSAL OR IN WRITTEN CORRESPONDENCE DELIVERED TO THE LOCAL AGENCY 
FORMATION COMMISSION AT, OR PRIOR TO, THE PUBLIC HEARING. 
 
The Political Reform Act requires the disclosure of expenditures for political purposes related to a change of organization or 
reorganization proposal which has been submitted to the Commission, and contributions in support of or in opposition to such 
measures, shall be disclosed and reported to the same extent and subject to the same requirements as provided for local 
initiative measures presented to the electorate (Government Code Section 56700.1).  Questions regarding this should be 
directed to the Fair Political Practices Commission at www.fppc.ca.gov or at 1-866-ASK-FPPC (1-866-275-3772). 
 
A person with a disability may contact the LAFCO office at (909) 388-0480 at least 72-hours before the scheduled meeting to 
request receipt of an agenda in an alternative format or to request disability-related accommodations, including auxiliary aids 
or services, in order to participate in the public meeting.  Later requests will be accommodated to the extent feasible.  

http://www.sbclafco.org/
http://www.fppc.ca.gov/
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DRAFT – ACTION MINUTES OF THE – DRAFT 
LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION 

HEARING OF AUGUST 16, 2017 
  

REGULAR MEETING                                9:00 A.M.                             August 16, 2017 

 
PRESENT: 

COMMISSIONERS:    Jim Bagley               Larry McCallon 
     Kimberly Cox, Chair            Ryan McEachron, Alternate   
     Jim Curatalo    James Ramos, Vice-Chair   
    Steve Farrell, Alternate  Aquanetta Warren, Alternate      

Robert Lovingood   Diane Williams 
 

  
STAFF:                                Kathleen Rollings-McDonald, Executive Officer  
    Clark Alsop, LAFCO Legal Counsel 

Samuel Martinez, Assistant Executive Officer 
Michael Tuerpe, Project Manager 
Jeffrey Lum, LAFCO Analyst 
La Trici Jones, Commission Clerk 
Bob Aldrich, LAFCO Consultant 
 

ABSENT:   Janice Rutherford, Alternate 
     
 
CONVENE REGULAR SESSION OF THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION 
– CALL TO ORDER – 9:05 A.M. – NORTON REGIONAL EVENT CENTER  
 
Chair Cox calls the regular session of the Local Agency Formation Commission to order 
and leads the flag salute. 
 
ITEM 1. Swear in Regular (Supervisor James Ramos) and Alternate (Supervisor 

Janice Rutherford) Supervisorial Commissioners (Continued from May 17, 
2017 Hearing. 

 
Supervisor James Ramos is sworn in for his term ending in May 2021. Supervisor Janice 
Rutherford is absent so her swearing in will be deferred to the next hearing. 
 
 
CONSENT ITEMS: 
 
The following consent items are expected to be routine and non-controversial and will be 
acted upon by the Commission at one time without discussion, unless a request has been 
received prior to the hearing to discuss the matter. 
 
ITEM 2. Approval of Minutes for Regular Meeting of July 19, 2017 
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ITEM 3. Approval of Executive Officer’s Expense Report  
 
ITEM 4. Ratify Payments as Reconciled for Month of July 2017 and Note Cash 

Receipts (Continued to the September 20, 2017 Hearing) 
 
ITEM 5. Approval of Contract for Janitorial Services at 1170 West Third Street for the 

period of August 24, 2017 through June 30, 2018 (Continued to the 
September 20, 2017 Hearing) 

 
Commissioner Lovingood moves approval of the Consent Calendar, Second by 
Commissioner Ramos. There being no opposition, the motion passes with the following roll 
call vote:  Ayes: Bagley, Cox, Curatalo, Lovingood, McCallon, Ramos, and Williams.  Noes: 
None.  Abstain:  None.  Absent: None 
 
 
DISCUSSION ITEMS: 
 
ITEM 6. CONSENT ITEMS DEFERRED FOR DISCUSSION: 
 
None 
 
 
ITEM 7. STATUS REPORT ON LAFCO 3189 – SPECIAL STUDY FOR MORONGO 
VALLEY COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 
 
Project Manager, Michael Tuerpe introduces the staff report, a complete copy of which is on 
file in the LAFCO office and is made a part of the record by its reference here.   
 
Mr. Tuerpe states that staff is recommending that this be the last monitoring report for 
Morongo Valley Community Services District.  Mr. Tuerpe provides background on the 
status report stating that at the July 2015 Hearing, the Commission’s direction to staff in 
preparing the special study was narrow in focus – determining the financial sustainability of 
the district to perform its authorized range of services, most specifically fire protection and 
emergency medical response.  Mr. Tuerpe states that at the conclusion of the special study, 
the Commission directed staff to continue to monitor the CSD for a period of three years.  
Mr. Tuerpe states that staff has conducted two years’ worth of reviews and is 
recommending that this be the final review.  Mr. Tuerpe states that in response to the 
financing concerns the District conducted a Special Tax Election; however, the election 
failed.  Mr. Tuerpe states that recently there was meeting that included the Community 
Services District, LAFCO staff and County Fire. He states that nothing tangible came from 
that meeting, but it was noted that discussions between the CSD and County Fire will 
continue. 
 
Mr. Tuerpe states that further involvement from LAFCO is not warranted because there is 
no available LAFCO initiated solution. He states that the Commission cannot initiate an 
annexation to County Fire. He states that we cannot tell the District what to do, but we have 
provided them with options. 
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He states that staff is recommending the conclusion of monitoring of the CSD. 
 
Executive Officer Rollings-McDonald states that she wants to reiterate that there is no 
LAFCO solution available for the Commission to consider. She states that it is clear that the 
District is moving in a direction to live within its means. She states that the purpose of the 
continued monitoring is resolved and that is why staff is recommending that the 
Commission accept the report and discontinue further monitoring. 
 
Commissioner Ramos asks if the paramedic service is tied to the CSD assessment, to 
which Mr. Tuerpe responds that the assessment is for Paramedic and Fire Protection 
services and requires that the District maintain a full-time paramedic on staff. 
 
Ms. Rollings-McDonald states that one concern has been that a benefit assessment 
requires an annual engineering study to determine the cost applied to parcel based upon 
benefit.  So there is an annual engineering study expense. She states that the assessment 
could be a transition as a function to the reorganization to another entity, but the more 
simplistic and equitable funding source is a special tax that is uniformly applied and does 
not require the cost of an annual benefit assessment through an engineering firm. It is 
simply a flat tax placed on the tax assessment roll. 
 
Commissioner Ramos states that he has received the reports and has no problem moving 
the staff recommendation.  
 
Chair Cox states that she has a question in regards to the accounting page that shows the 
revenues and expenditures. She states that as of 2015, the salaries have gone up; an 
approximate two hundred thousand dollar increase. She states that it is concerning and 
would like to know if staff has an explanation.  Mr. Tuerpe states that the District is 
contracted with the California Office of Emergency Services (OES) and OES uses the 
District during certain seasons for fire service which corresponds to an increase in salary 
expense. He states that later a reimbursement to the District is provided. He states that this 
is one-time revenue and not a consistent revenue source.  Chair Cox states that it is her 
hope that the Community finds a way to adequately fund their fire service so they won’t 
have to be included in a special tax zone. 
 
Chair Cox asks if there are any other questions or comments by the Commission. 
 
Commissioner Bagley states that he had the same concern with the fiscal year projections 
for 2015/16 and it is a giant red flag to spend 100 percent of your revenue for salaries. 
He states that the challenge is really for the Special District to find long term solutions. 
 
Commissioner Ramos expresses his position that the CSD has made great strides in trying 
to get a handle on the expenses. He states that on last night there was an approval of a 
long-term strategy. 
 
Chair Cox states that there are some representatives from Morongo CSD in attendance and 
she asks if they would like to speak to the Commission. 
 
Ms. Gayl Swarat requests to speak and states that she is the President of the Morongo 
Valley Community Services District Board of Directors. She states that they are working 



 

4 
 

very hard to keep their fire service local because in Morongo Valley there are a lot of elderly 
people and there are a lot of accidents and they need a quick response from paramedics. 
She states that if they were to annex to County, they would receive service from Yucca 
Valley. She states that this would up the time from 7 to 10 minutes to a minimum of 19 
minutes. She states that the paramedic service is one of the most important services for the 
Morongo CSD to provide. 
 
Chair Cox asks if there are any additional speakers. There are none. 
 
Commissioner Ramos moves approval of the staff’s recommendation, Second by 
Commissioner McCallon. There being no opposition, the motion passes with the following 
roll call vote:  Ayes: Bagley, Cox, Curatalo, Lovingood, McCallon Ramos, and Williams.  
Noes: None.  Abstain:  None.  Absent: None 
 
 
ITEM 8. REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF AMENDED LEASE FOR LAFCO OFFICE 
SPACE AT SAN BERNARDINO SANTA FE DEPOT 1170 WEST THIRD STREET, UNIT 
150, SAN BERNARDINO 
 
Executive Officer Kathleen Rollings-McDonald states that before the Commission is the 
amended lease agreement for the staff office at the Santa Fe Depot. She states that during 
the budget consideration it was identified that Staff would be returning to the Commission 
after the completion of the renovations. 
 
Commissioner Lovingood moves approval of the amended lease, Second by Commissioner 
Ramos. There being no opposition, the motion passes with the following roll call vote:  
Ayes: Bagley, Cox, Curatalo, Lovingood, McCallon, Ramos and Williams.  Noes: None.  
Abstain:  None.  Absent: None 
 
INFORMATION ITEMS 
 
 
ITEM 9 LEGISLATIVE UPDATE ORAL REPORT 
 
Executive Officer Rollings-McDonald states that AB 979 which is the Lackey Bill co-
sponsored by CSDA and CALAFCO is moving forward. She states that AB 1725 was 
approved and is moving forward. She states that both of these bills are co-sponsored by 
CALAFCO and it is anticipated that the Governor will sign both bills.  
 
 
ITEM 10 EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S ORAL REPORT 
 
Executive Officer Rollings-McDonald states that there are no new proposals to identify at 
this time. She states that the September hearing will have a review and consideration of an 
exemption request from the Running Springs Water District on the extension of sewer 
service and a proposal for detachments from Cucamonga Valley Water District. 
 
She states that in September we will review the recruitment process for the Executive 
Officer position. 
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ITEM 11  COMMISSIONER’S COMMENTS 
 
Chair Cox asks if there are any Commissioner comments.  There are none. 
 
 
ITEM 12 COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
 
Chair Cox asks if there are any comments from the public.  There are none. 
 
 
THERE BEING NO FURTHER BUSINESS TO COME BEFORE THE COMMISSION, THE 
HEARING IS ADJOURNED AT 10:31 A.M. 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
________________________________ 
LA TRICI JONES 
Clerk to the Commission 
 
      LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION 

 
 

      ______________________________________ 
      KIMBERLY COX, Chair                                         



 
LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION 

FOR SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 
 

1170 West 3rd Street, Unit 150, San Bernardino, CA 92415-0490 
(909) 388-0480  •  Fax (909) 388-0481 

E-MAIL: lafco@lafco.sbcounty.gov 
www.sbclafco.org 

 

 
DATE :   SEPTEMBER 13, 2017 
 
FROM: KATHLEEN ROLLINGS-McDONALD, Executive Officer 
 
TO:  LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION 
 
 

SUBJECT:   AGENDA ITEM #4 – APPROVAL OF EXECUTIVE OFFICER’S  
EXPENSE REPORT  

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Approve the Executive Officer’s Expense Report for Procurement Card Purchases from July 
24, 2017 through August 22, 2017 as presented. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
 
The Commission participates in the County of San Bernardino’s Procurement Card Program 
to supply the Executive Officer a credit card to provide for payment of routine official costs 
of Commission activities as authorized by LAFCO Policy and Procedure Manual Section II – 
Accounting and Financial Policy #3(H).  Staff has prepared an itemized report of purchases 
that covers the billing period of July 24, 2017 through August 22, 2017. 
 
Included on the expense report is a charge from the Westin San Diego in the amount of 
$47.00. This charge is currently being disputed as staff was not present during the time of 
the charge. This charge will need to be paid and then refunded after the dispute has been 
resolved. 
 
Staff recommends that the Commission approve the Executive Officer’s expense report as 
shown on the attachment. 
 
 
KRM/LJ 
 
Attachment  
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DATE : SEPTEMBER 13, 2017 
 
FROM: KATHLEEN ROLLINGS-McDONALD, Executive Officer 
 
TO:  LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION 
 
 

SUBJECT:   AGENDA ITEM #5 - RATIFY PAYMENTS AS RECONCILED FOR 
MONTHS OF JULY AND AUGUST 2017 AND NOTE REVENUE 
RECEIPTS  

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Ratify payments as reconciled for the months of July and August 2017 and note 
revenue receipts for the same period. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 
 
Staff has prepared a reconciliation of warrants issued for payments to various 
vendors, internal transfers for payments to County Departments, cash receipts and 
internal transfers for payments of deposits or other charges that cover the period of 
July 1, 2017 through August 31, 2017. 
 
Staff is recommending that the Commission ratify the payments for July and August 
as outlined on the attached listings and note the revenues received. 
 
 
KRM/lj 
 
Attachment 
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DATE:  SEPTEMBER 7, 2017 
 
FROM: KATHLEEN ROLLINGS-McDONALD, Executive Officer 

SAMUEL MARTINEZ, Assistant Executive Officer 
 
TO:  LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION 
 
 
SUBJECT: Agenda Item #6: Approval of Contract for Janitorial Services at 1170 

West Third Street for the period September/October 2017 through 
September/October 2018 

 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

Staff recommends that the Commission: 
 

1. Approve the contract for janitorial services with Jan-Pro Cleaning Systems; and, 
 

2. Authorize the Executive Officer to execute the Cleaning Agreement as well as the 
Pricing Agreement for a total annual contract amount of $5,700.  

 
BACKGROUND: 
 
As identified at the August hearing, the move to the new LAFCO office at the San 
Bernardino Train Depot prompted the need for janitorial services as this is not a part of the 
current lease agreement with SBCTA.  Currently, LAFCO has an interim agreement with the 
company that provides janitorial services to the entire Depot while the Commission makes 
its decision on who to contract with for janitorial services on a permanent basis.  
 
Because it was anticipated that the contract amount would be over $3,000, LAFCO staff 
requested vendors to submit a quote for janitorial services.  Staff received a total of three 
quotes from three vendors with multiple options.  LAFCO staff is recommending the service 
plan that matches LAFCO staff’s 9/80 work schedule, which entails two days of general 
cleaning service (including trash pick-up) and two days trash pick-up only on a weekly basis 
and an additional trash pick-up every other Fridays.    
 
The quotes that were submitted for this particular service plan are as follows: 
 
 



JANITORIAL SERVICES 
STAFF REPORT 

SEPT 11, 2017 
 
 

Company Name Monthly Charge Annual Charge 
(Contract Amount) 

1. Coverall $570 $6,840 
2. Jan-Pro Cleaning Systems $475 $5,700 
3. OctoClean $523 $6,276 

 
 
Details of the quotes submitted by the three companies are included as attachments to this 
report.  Some of the highlights for each service plan are identified below: 
 
Coverall 
 

• Is a global brand cleaning service  
• Submitted the most comprehensive service plan that includes cleaning of the 

restroom on a daily basis. 
 
Jan-Pro Cleaning Systems 
 

• Is also a global brand cleaning service. 
• Submitted the lowest quote. 
• Included a reference list. 

 
OctoClean 
 

• Is a local commercial cleaning service based in Riverside, CA. 
• Provides janitorial services to the entire San Bernardino Train Depot and currently 

provides the janitorial service to the LAFCO office. 
 
 
It is difficult to choose the best service plan from among the quotes submitted given each 
proposal have their own specific programs that are different from each other.  At a 
minimum, all three companies provided the basic service option that LAFCO staff 
requested.  Therefore, LAFCO staff is recommending that the Commission contract with the 
company that provided the lowest quote -- Jan-Pro Cleaning Systems. 
 
In order to move forward, LAFCO will need to terminate the existing contract with the 
current service provider—which requires a 30-day termination notice—and authorize the 
Executive Officer to execute the agreement with Jan-Pro Cleaning Systems starting 
October 2017 to October 2018.   
 
Staff will be available for any questions at the hearing. 
 
KRM/sm 
 
Attachments 
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DATE:  SEPTEMBER 12, 2017 
 
FROM: KATHLEEN ROLLINGS-McDONALD, Executive Officer 

SAMUEL MARTINEZ, Assistant Executive Officer 
 
TO:  LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION 
 
 
SUBJECT: Agenda Item #8: LAFCO SC #419 – Request for Exemption from 

Provisions of Government Code Section 56133 for Ordinance for 
Fees for Wastewater Processing by Running Springs Water District 
for Effluent from County Service Area 79 and Arrowbear Park 
County Water District 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Staff recommends that the Commission: 

 
1. Determine that Running Springs Water District’s Ordinance No. 47 complies with 

the exemption criteria listed within Government Code Section 56133 Subsection 
(e) and, therefore, does not require Commission review and approval; and, 
 

2. Determine that if a future agreement is reached between the Running Springs 
Water District and either County Service Area 79 or Arrowbear Park County 
Water District to address the transportation/treatment/disposal of wastewater that 
it be subjected to an administrative review process by the Executive Officer 
under the Commission’s existing Out-of-Agency Service Contract Policies.  

 
BACKGROUND: 
 
On July 27, 2017, the Running Springs Water District (hereafter the “District” or 
“Running Springs WD”) submitted a request that the Commission determine that the 
ordinance its Board of Director’s approved on March 29, 2017 and became effective 
July 1, 2017—Ordinance No. 47—is exempt from the provisions of Government Code 
Section 56133.   
 
40 years ago the District entered into agreements with County Service Area (CSA) 79 
and Arrowbear Park County Water District (APCWD) to provide for the transportation, 
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treatment and disposal of the wastewater generated in the Hilltop community, which 
include various public and private entities within the Upper Deep Creek Watershed area 
and within the Arrowbear and Snow Valley Areas (including Snow Valley Mountain 
Resort) identified as “CSA 79 Contributors” and “Arrowbear Contributors”.  This service 
commenced on the date the agreements were executed.  The District’s agreement with 
CSA 79 was signed on May 9, 1977 and the District’s agreement with APCWD was 
signed on January 20, 1977 (amended November 2016 to extend the term of the 
agreement to June 30, 2017).  As of today, those agreements have expired but the 
service must continue to be provided through the wastewater treatment plant owned 
and operated by the District.  Below is a vicinity map of the agencies which are affected 
by this request (a copy of the map including the Sewer Section of the 2011 Service 
Review for the Hilltop Community is included as Attachment #1 to the staff report): 
 

 
 

 
As early as 2015, the Running Springs WD started discussions with both CSA 79 and 
APCWD on renewing the agreements with updated terms and conditions.  However, 
negotiations between the agencies failed to come to an agreement in part because CSA 
79 and APCWD object to the new cost sharing method that Running Springs WD was 
proposing.  In light of not having a new agreement to replace the contracts that were 
about to expire, the Running Springs WD opted to adopt an ordinance on March 29, 
2017 that sets rates and terms for continuing to provide the wastewater transportation/ 
treatment/disposal service to the upstream users, known as Ordinance No. 47.   
 
Ordinance No. 47 mandates a rate methodology including terms and conditions for the 
continued transportation, treatment and disposal of wastewater received from CSA 79 
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and APCWD.  The ordinance allocates costs for variable operations and maintenance 
(O&M) expenses based on each agency’s proportionate share of wastewater flow and 
allocates costs for the fixed O&M expenses and actual capital improvements and 
replacement for the Wastewater Transportation, Treatment and Disposal Joint Use 
Facilities for all three agencies based on each agency’s proportion of equivalent 
dwelling units (EDUs).  The original agreements based the cost share for the Joint Use 
Facilities on proportion of assessed valuation for capital improvements and proportion of 
wastewater flow plus 15 percent for variable O&M. 
 
Although the ordinance may not be a typical agreement or contract that the Commission 
has seen in the past, LAFCO staff considers the ordinance to be a contractual 
relationship between Running Springs WD and its upstream users, CSA 79 and 
APCWD.  This position is based upon the rationale that since the ordinance includes a 
provision stating that if either CSA 79 or APCWD elect to use the wastewater 
transportation/treatment/disposal service, “…such election shall constitute agreement 
with the provisions of [the] Ordinance, including the rate methodology, terms and 
conditions set forth in the exhibits…”  However, neither CSA 79 nor APCWD has a 
realistic alternative to the provision of service from the District so this is a forced 
consent.        
  
The service review conducted in 2011 identified that even at the time of the inception of 
the contracts for wastewater service there was the need for a single voice for the 
delivery of service as evidenced by this excerpt from that report: 
 

The Commission established the spheres of influence for County Service Area 
79 (LAFCO 1239), Arrowbear Park County Water District (LAFCO 1288), 
County Service Area 73 (LAFCO 1289), and Running Springs County Water 
District (LAFCO 1290). The staff report prepared by Robert B. Rigney, 
Assistant Executive Officer for LAFCO, for the sphere establishments included 
the following: “The districts in the future, should consider the feasibility and 
desirability of consolidating their operations so that one entity could provide all 
services with one tax rate, one board and one group to arrange priority of 
expenditures.” This view was also supported by the Planning Department 
based upon the fragmented provision of water service for development of the 
area. 

 
The request from the District is for a determination of exemption from the provision of 
56133 related to contracting for service outside an agency’s boundaries but within its 
sphere of influence.  (In 2011 the Commission determined that a single sphere of 
influence would be assigned for the Hilltop community which includes the District, CSA 
79 and APCWD).  A copy of the exemption request letter from Running Springs WD is 
included as Attachment #2 to the staff report.  The Running Springs WD’s adopted 
Ordinance No. 47 (including the attached exhibits to the ordinance) is included as 
Attachment #3 to the staff report.  In its request, the Running Springs WD cited the 
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exemption language within Government Code Section 56133 (e) (1) and (4) for its 
request.  These sections read as follows: 
 

“(e) This section does not apply to…  
 
(1) Two or more public agencies where the public service to be provided is 

an alternative to, or substitute for, public services already being provided by 
an existing public service provider and where the level of service to be 
provided is consistent with the level of service contemplated by the existing 
service provider. 

 
… 
 
(4) An extended service that a city or district was providing on or before 

January 1, 2001.” 
 
After reviewing the materials presented for SC#419, it is the staff’s position that the 
exemption provisions outlined above apply to the transportation, treatment, and disposal 
of wastewater between the Running Springs WD and CSA 79 and/or APCWD on the 
basis of the following determinations:  
 
1. The ordinance, which establishes a relationship between the Running Springs 

WD and the entities that it serves—CSA 79 and APCWD—is between two or 
more public agencies.  The public service being provided is the transportation, 
treatment and disposal of wastewater – a service already being provided by the 
Running Springs WD in-lieu of CSA 79 and/or APCWD developing their own 
treatment facility to serve their respective service areas and there is no realistic 
alternative to this relationship.  The level of service that has been provided 
through this contractual relationship is consistent with the level of service 
contemplated (required) by CSA 79 and/or APCWD; and, 

 
2. The wastewater transportation/treatment/disposal service provided by Running 

Springs WD is a service that the District has been providing to CSA 79 and/or 
APCWD prior to January 1, 2001, having begun in 1977.  While the original 
agreements have since expired, the transportation, treatment and disposal of 
wastewater is a service that has been provided prior to January 1, 2001 and the 
adoption of Ordinance No. 47 is the means for Running Springs WD to continue 
to provide the service in lieu of the expired contracts.    
 

POSITION/RESPONSE FROM CSA 79 AND APCWD 
 
Both CSA 79 and APCWD have publicly objected to Running Springs WD’s Ordinance 
No. 47.  LAFCO staff requested both agencies to provide their comments related to 
Running Springs WD’s exemption request and its Ordinance No. 47.   
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Although CSA 79 was not able to provide a response to LAFCO prior to the publication 
of the staff report, it is noted that CSA 79 did have concerns related to the new rate 
structure as identified in the Running Springs WD Board Meeting Minutes from October 
19, 2016 (included as Attachment #4 to this staff report), 
 
Arrowbear Park County Water District Response 
 
On September 11, 2017 the APCWD provided its response to the exemption request by 
letter (included as Attachment #5 to this report), identifying a number of issues related 
to Running Springs WD’s request and Ordinance No. 47.  It outlines its opposition 
regarding Running Springs WD’s request for exemption from the provisions of 
Government Code Section 56133 noting that Ordinance No. 47 does not constitute an 
agreement or contract and stating that neither exemption provisions outlined by the 
District apply because there is no contract or agreement.  It also outlines its objection to 
Ordinance No. 47 indicating it has not agreed nor does it agree with the ordinance, the 
rate methodologies or terms and conditions it imposes.  However, LAFCO staff would 
note that the service being provided has continued unabated since 1977 so the 
exemption identified in 56133(e)(4) clearly applies. 
 
In addition, the attached letter APCWD sent to Running Springs WD dated July 20, 
2017, again outlined its objection to Ordinance No. 47 but signaled its intent to negotiate 
with Running Springs WD regarding the future terms and conditions of a long-term 
contract for continuing wastewater transportation/treatment/disposal service and 
acknowledges Running Springs WD willingness to continue providing the service.  
Running Springs WD responded to this letter from APCWD identifying its position that 
the rates included do not exceed the cost of providing the service and would be 
implemented to continue the service, a copy of the letter dated August 8, 2017, is 
included as Attachment #6 to this report.   
 
CONCLUSION: 
 
LAFCO staff has expressed its grave concern that Running Springs WD and the 
agencies that it provides wastewater transportation/treatment/disposal service—CSA 79 
and APCWD—are continuing to operate under expired contracts.  LAFCO staff believes 
there needs to be a better method to move forward with this contractual relationship that 
should not have an end date -- especially for a service that cannot be terminated due to 
health and safety reasons.  LAFCO staff strongly encourages all parties to continue 
negotiating a long-term agreement rather than simply having an ordinance in lieu of the 
expired contracts.   
 
However, the request that Running Springs WD has submitted to the Commission at 
this time is to make its determination that Ordinance No. 47 is exempt from LAFCO 
review and approval.  Based on the determinations outlined above, the staff is 
recommending that the Commission determine that Ordinance No. 47, which 
establishes a contractual relationship between Running Springs Water District and CSA 
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79 and Arrowbear Park County Water District that mandates a rate methodology and 
terms and conditions for the continued transportation, treatment and disposal of 
wastewater received from CSA 79 and APCWD, is exempt from review and approval by 
the Commission pursuant to the provisions of Government Code Section 56133 (e).   
 
Again, LAFCO staff reiterates its concern that the agencies do not have a valid contract 
for the provision of wastewater transportation/treatment/disposal service.  Although, 
Running Springs WD has clearly expressed its willingness to continue providing 
wastewater transportation/treatment/disposal service to CSA 79 and APCWD, it is 
LAFCO staff’s hope that the agencies negotiate a long-term agreement sometime in the 
near future.  In the event that the Running Springs WD and either CSA 79 or APCWD 
do come to an agreement and execute a new contract for the transportation, treatment 
and disposal of wastewater, staff is recommending that such an agreement be 
determined to be an administrative review that can be considered and approved by the 
Executive Officer.   
 
 
KRM/sm 
 
Attachments: 

1. Vicinity Map and Sewer Section of Service Review for the Hilltop Community 
(2011) 

2. Running Springs Water District Letter Dated July 27, 2017  
3. Ordinance No. 47 with Exhibits 
4. Excerpt of Running Springs Water District Board Meeting Minutes for its October 

19, 2016 Meeting 
5. Arrowbear Park County Water District Letter Response to LAFCO Dated 

September 11, 2017, Including the Attached Letter to Running Springs Water 
District Dated July 20, 2017 

6. Running Springs Water District Letter to Arrowbear Park County Water District 
Dated August 8, 2017 
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B. Sewer 
 

According to the Hilltop Community Plan, most of the larger neighborhoods are serviced 
by a sewer agency.  However the neighborhoods of Fredalba, Smiley Park and Crab 
Flats are not.  There are also other remaining exempt sites that have been developed 
with septic tanks and leachfield systems. 
 
There are three agencies that provide sewer service to the Hilltop community: Running 
Springs Water District, Arrowbear Park County Water District, and County Service Area 
79.  For all three agencies, wastewater is collected in a network of sewer laterals, and 
then transported to sewer mains.  The waste is then transported through force mains to 
the Running Springs Wastewater Treatment Plant.  The capital investment and 
maintenance cost for the treatment plant located within the boundaries of and operated 
by the Running Springs WD is shared by Arrowbear Park CWD, CSA 79, and Running 
Springs WD based on a proportionate share of the costs as described in its quarterly 
Upstream Billing Report.  The contracts between Running Springs WD and the other 
agencies were approved in 1977 and expire in 2017 (copies are on file at the LAFCO 
staff office).  LAFCO staff understands that new contracts will be negotiated by all three 
agencies prior to their expiration. 
 
Based on information from Running Springs Water District, the plant has a total design 
capacity of 1.1 million gallons per day and is currently at 45.5 percent of this design 
capacity.  Based on rough information concerning the number of available connections, 
approximately 71 percent of the available sewer connections have been used, with 29 
percent remaining.  The figure below, taken from the Hilltop Community Plan, provides 
existing and future flow information for the system by district. 
 

 
 
Sewer Rates 
 
A sampling of the residential sewer rates of the agencies within the CLAWA service area 
are identified in the chart below.   
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AGENCY MONTHLY CHARGE 
Hilltop Community 
Arrowbear Park County Water District

$27.00 plus $3.00 debt service repayment 
CSA 79 $59.61 
Running Springs Water District $27.02 plus 15% of water usage 

$3.00 wastewater pollution control plant loan repayment
Crest Forest Community 
Crestline Sanitation District $39.95 
Lake Arrowhead Community 
Lake Arrowhead CSD $40.16 
 
 
Running Springs Water District 

 
Running Springs WD’s entire service area encompasses approximately seven square 
miles.  Running Springs WD has seven assessment districts for sewer, one interceptor 
system, and 3.22 miles or 17,000 feet of trunk or transmission lines.  The existing 
collection system consists of pipelines ranging in sizes from 6-inch to 15-inch, spanning 
58.3 miles (308,000 feet) in length and includes asbestos cement pipe, PVC pipe, and 
cement truss pipe.   
 
Running Springs WD owns and operates the wastewater treatment plant which has a 
current maximum treatment capacity of 1.1 million gallons per day (mgd) with the design 
capability to increase to 1.6 mgd.  The treatment plant was designated as a regional 
facility by the State Water Resources Control Board and provides wastewater treatment 
and disposal, under contract, for Arrowbear Park CWD, and CSA 79 which includes 
Green Valley Lake, US Forest Service Recreation areas-including camp grounds and ski 
areas within Green Valley Lake, private camps along Green Valley Lake Road, and the 
Snow Valley Ski area.  The facility is located on lands being leased from the United 
States Forest Service in the south one-half of Section 7 and the north one-half of 
Section 18, Township 1 North, Range 2 West at an elevation of approximately 2300 
feet.  The facility includes a solids handling system, effluent disposal site consisting of 
13 original percolation and evaporation ponds, and spray irrigation covering seven 
acres.  The collection system consists of 65 miles of pipe ranging in size from 6" to 15" 
and nine sewage lift stations.  The district's water pollution control program and the 
demand for this service has increased significantly because of service contracts, 
increased full-time residential population, and the addition of several new subdivisions. 
 
According to the 2010 Water and Wastewater Master Plan, problems in the sewer 
system include an undersized collection system, failures from age or corrosion, WWTP 
capacity and equipment needs, incoming flow metering, effluent flow metering, US 
Forest Service requirements for maintaining the ponds, and spray irrigation for effluent 
disposal and fire suppression.  The overall cost for the proposed sewer system 
improvements presented in this Master Plan through the next 20 years is approximately 
$1,999,913. 
 
Running Springs WD is located in both the Southern Lahontan and the Santa Ana 
watershed regions, which are governed by the Lahontan and Santa Ana Regional Water 
Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs), respectively.  Running Springs WD is required to 
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comply with Santa Ana Region Order No. 87-8 “Waste Discharge Requirements for 
Running Springs Water District, San Bernardino County” for its waste discharge 
requirements.  A review of the RWQCBs adopted and enforcement orders since 2000 
does not identify any orders regarding Running Springs WD. 

 
Arrowbear Park County Water District 
 
The Arrowbear WD operates and maintains an 11 mile sewer collection system.  The 
Arrowbear WD states that its wastewater mains were installed in 1977 and remain in 
excellent condition.  Following collection of wastewater from its customers, the 
wastewater is transported to the sewer collection system of the Running Springs WD.  
From there the wastewater flows into the treatment plant maintained by Running 
Springs WD.   
 
The Arrowbear WD is beginning to plan for an emergency pipeline to attach to the sewer 
system for emergency purposes, should the Running Springs WD sewer system fail to 
accept sewage from Arrowbear WD.  Flows can be diverted to the emergency pipeline 
thus enabling continuous flows.  There is no budget to begin the project at this time.  
The plan is only in the conceptual stages and is currently being considered by 
administrators for CSA 79.  It is not certain at this time whether or not the pipeline will be 
constructed and to what extent Running Springs WD and CSA 79 will participate in the 
cost. 
 
The Sewer Master Plan, adopted in November 1999, outlines the status of the 
wastewater collection system, its capacities and projected capacities based on assumed 
growth projections.  The low growth rate of the Arrowbear WD since the early 1990s has 
resulted in a stable 30% of capacity flows.  Routine maintenance and equipment 
replacement plans are on schedule, according to the Arrowbear WD.  Capital 
improvement plans consist of replacing the remaining 25% of the older pipelines.  No 
new wastewater additions are anticipated. 
 
County Service Area 79 
 
Since 1978 CSA 79 has provided service outside of its boundaries and outside its 
sphere of influence to the Snow Valley Ski area; the agreement expires in 2018, one 
year after the collection contracts expire. The territory served is within the sphere of 
influence of the Arrowbear Park CWD.  The collection system was originally constructed 
in the late 1970s.  The facilities consist of 35 miles of gravity sewer mains, 481 
manholes, and four pump stations.  Wastewater treatment is contracted through 
Running Springs WD.  Facilities located outside of the CSA 79 boundaries include 
approximately four miles of sewer trunk line and two lift stations.  Modification and 
additions to the collection system and lift stations have occurred over the years to 
maintain adequate capacity. 
 
Historically, the collection system has experienced significant infiltration and inflow into 
the manholes and sewer mains, contributing to increased wastewater flows to the 
Running Springs treatment plant.  This has increased lift station pump running times and 
increased operating and maintenance costs.  The overall system capacity is about 75% 
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to 80% of the maximum capacity based on lift station pumping data and estimated peak 
flows from existing connections. 
 

 
C.  Fire Protection and Ambulance 
 

The Hilltop Community Plan states that “fire protection and emergency services are 
among the most crucial of community needs.”  It indicates that the mountain region as a 
whole exhibits a combination of several factors that expose development and natural 
resources to potential disaster from wildland fires and subsequent flooding and erosion.  
The factors include topography, climate, vegetation, pathogen infestation, and human 
use occupancy.   
 
Fire Protection 
 
Wildland fires are under the jurisdiction of the California Department of Forestry and Fire 
Protection (Cal Fire) and the U.S. Forest Service, both not subject to LAFCO jurisdiction.  
Agencies providing fire related information are the Mountain Area Safety Taskforce10 
and Fire Safe Council11. 
 
The Running Springs WD, the Arrowbear Park CWD, and the San Bernardino County 
Fire Protection District (County Fire) and its Mountain Service Zone are the service 
providers for structural fires and emergency medical response calls.  The northwestern 
portion of the Hilltop community is within the County Fire Zone PM-1 (Lake Arrowhead 
Paramedics special tax zone) as well.  County Fire also provides other services such as 
hazardous materials regulation, disaster preparedness, weed abatement, inspection, 
and others.   
 
Prior to the County Fire Reorganization (LAFCO 3000 effective July 1, 2008), CSA 79 
was the fire/emergency response provider for the community of Green Valley Lake.  
Through the reorganization, CSA 79’s fire powers were removed and its fire revenues 
(through its share of the 1% general property tax levy) were transferred to the County 
Fire Mountain Service Zone, the service response provider that was created for the 
entire Mountain region.  The sphere of influence proposal for the County Fire 
Reorganization, LAFCO 3001, included a service review for the former county service 
areas that provided fire protection on a regional basis (copy included as Attachment #7).  
Therefore, a detailed service review for County Fire and its Mountain Service Zone is 
not included in this report, but general information related to the fire protection and 
emergency response service to the community is provided. 

  

                                                 
10 The Mountain Area Safety Taskforce (MAST) in San Bernardino County is a coalition of local, state and federal 
government agencies, private companies and volunteer organizations working together to help prevent catastrophic 
wildfires.  For more information, visit http://calmast.org. 
11 The Fire Safe Council provides resources for establishing and maintaining Fire Safe Councils, such as the FSC 
Handbook, nonprofit and funding information in California.  For more information, visit www.firesafecouncil.org. 
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ORDINANCE NO.47

ORDINANCE OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF RUNNING SPRINGS WATER
DISTRICT ADOPTING A RATE METHODOLOGY, TERMS AND CONDITIONS FOR
TRANSPORTATION, TREATMENT AND DISPOSAL OF WASTEWATER RECEIVEI)

FROM ARROWBEAR PARI( COUNTY WATER DISTRICT AND FROM
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY SERVICE AREA NO. 79

WHEREAS, Running Springs Water District ("Running Springs") is an independent special

district in San Bernardino County formed pursuant to the County Water District Law (California
Water Code Section 30000 et seq.), which receives a portion of the property tax revenue generated

within its boundaries; and

\üHEREAS, Arrowbear Park County Water District ("Arrowbear") and San Bernardino County
Service Area No. 79 ("CSA 79") arc both special districts in San Bernardino County located
outside the boundaries ofRunning Springs, and therefore none ofthe property located within either
of those districts provides tax revenue for Running Springs; and

WHEREAS, since 1977, Arrowbear and CSA 79 have operated domestic sewage collection
systems within their boundaries, have provided sewage collection services to their customers, and
have delivered the domestic wastewater collected from their customers into the Running Springs
wastewater transportation system for delivery to and treatment at Running Springs' wastewater
treatment plant, and for disposal through an outfall pipeline and disposal ponds all owned and

operated by Running Springs, pursuant to separate agreements executed between Running Springs
and Arrowbear ("Arrowbear Agreemento')o and between Running Springs and CSA 79 ("CSA 79
Agreement"); and

WHEREAS, the Arrowbear Agreement was due to expire on January 20,2017 and the CSA 79

Agreement is due to expire on May 9,2017; and

WHEREAS, Running Springs and Arrowbear have entered into an amendment of the Arrowbear
Agreement to extend the term of the Arrowbear Agreement until June 30,2017; and

\ryHEREAS, despite termination of the CSA 79 Agreement on May 9,2017, Running Springs
plans to continue to provide wastewater services to CSA 79 atthe same rates set forth in the CSA
79 Agreement until June 30, 2017; and

WHEREAS, Running Springs is authorized by Water Code section 31101 to prescribe, revise and

collect rates or other charges for sewer and wastewater services and facilities; and

WHEREAS, Running Springs is authorized by Water Code section 3 I 1 0l .5 to supply sewage and

waste services to property not subject to district taxes at special rates, terms and conditions as

determined by the Running Springs Water District Board of Directors for those services; and

WHEREAS, beginning on July l,2|l7,Running Springs is willing to continue to accept domestic
wastewater on a wholesale basis collected by Arrowbear and CSA 79 from their wastewater

I



collection systems for transport, treatment and disposal by Running Springs (the "Wastewater
Services"), subject to the rate methodology, terms and conditions hereinafter set forth, should
Arrowbear and CSA 79 desire such service from Running Springs; and

\ilHEREAS, Running Springs owns and operates certain facilities (the "Lift Station 2 Facilities")
having capacity to transport all ofthe wastewater collected by Arrowbear and delivered to Running
Springs, and also wastewater collected by Running Springs from a portion of its own collections
system, to a location where it connects to the Running Springs wastewater collection, treatment
and disposal system (the "Joint Use Facilities") that transport all of the wastewater received from
the Arrowbear, CSA 79 and Running Springs collection systems, as described in Exhibit 2
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREÄS, Arrowbear owns and operates a sewer force main pipeline that extends from its
Sewer Lift Station to Running Springs' Sewer Manhole No. 994 located in Running Springs
School Road, where it connects to Running Springs' School Trunk Line and Lift Station 2

Facilities, identified in Exhibit 2 attached hereto; and

WHERLAS, CSA 79 owns and operates a sewer force main pipeline that extends from its Deerlick
Sewer Lift Station to Running Springs' Sewer Manhole No. 104 located in Old City Creek Road,

where it connects to the Joint Use Facilities, identified in Exhibit 2 attached hereto; and

WHEREAS, Running Springs has applied a proportional cost allocation method for setting the
rates to be charged to Arrowbear and CSA 79 for the Wastewater Services to be provided by
Running Springs, based upon a combination of volumetric flow and the number of Equivalent
Dwelling Units ("EDUs") to be served, and the rate methodology is set forth in Exhibit 1, attached

hereto and incorporated herein by reference; and

WHEREAS, the rates to be charged to Arrowbear and to CSA 79 for the Wastewater Services
provide for the proportional allocation of costs for the operation and maintenance ("O & M") and

capital improvements and replacements for the Joint Use Facilities and Lift Station 2 Facilities
based on a combination of the proportion of volumetric flow received from, and the number of
EDUs to be served through, the Joint Use Facilities and the Lift Station 2 Facilities; and

WHEREAS, the rates to be charged to Arrowbear and CSA 79 for the Wastewater Services do

not exceed the reasonable estimated cost of providing such services and the revenue derived
therefrom will be used only to pay for the Wastewater Services for which they are collected; and

WHEREAS, Exhibit 2 contains the Terms and Conditions under which Running Springs shall
provide the Wastewater Services to Arrowbear and to CSA 79, should they desire such services;

and

WHEREAS, if Arowbear and CSA 79 elect to use the Wastewater Services made available by
Running Springs, such election shall constitute agreement with the provisions of this Ordinance,
including the rate methodology, terms and conditions set forth in the exhibits attached hereto; and

2



WHEREAS, for purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") (Pub.
Resources Code, $ 21000 et seq.), State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, $ 15000 et
seq.), section 15378(b)(4) provides that the creation of a government funding mechanism is not a
"project" and is therefore exempt from CEQA and no further environmental review is required,
and adoption of this Ordinance is not subject to environmental review pursuant to State CEQA
Guidelines section 15061(bX3) because there is no potential for adoption of the rate methodology,
terms, and conditions to result in direct or indirect physical impacts to the environment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Board ofDirectors ofthe Running Springs Water
District as follows:

Section 1. CEQA Exemption. Based upon all the evidence presented in the administrative
record, including but not limited to the staff reports, rate methodology, cost
allocations, and other documents related to and supporting this Ordinance, the
Board of Directors hereby finds and determines that adoption of the rate
methodology set forth in Exhibit I and the Terms and Conditions set forth in
Exhibit 2 is exempt from CEQA pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines section
15378(bX4) because such adoption is not a project. Specifically, this Ordinance
establishes a government funding mechanism that does not involve a commitment
to any specific future project. (State CEQA Guidelines, $ 15378(bX4).) Instead,
this Ordinance adopts a rate methodology, terms and conditions to determine the
charges for the provision of Wastewater Services. The resulting rates do not exceed
the reasonable estimated cost of providing such services and shall be used only to
pay for the Wastewater Services for which they are collected. In addition, approval
of the rate methodology, terms, and conditions has no potential for direct physical
impacts to the environment because this Ordinance does not approve any specific
projects, and merely allows continued maintenance of existing service. (State
CEQA Guidelines, $ 15061(b).) Therefore, no further review by the District is
necessary.

Section 2 Pursuant to the authority recited above and in accordance with the requirements of
law, the rate methodology set forth in Exhibit 1 is hereby adopted and shall apply
to Running Springs Water District's transportation, treatment and disposal of
domestic wastewater received from Arrowbear and from CSA 79, under the terms
and conditions set forth in Exhibit 2.

Section 3. This rate methodology and the terms and conditions will be effective July 1,2017 .

Since the CSA 79 Agreement ends May 9,2017, Running Springs will continue to
provide Wastewater Services to CSA 79 based upon the same rates set forth in the
CSA 79 Agreement until the new rates in this Ordinance take effect on July 1,2017 .

Section 4. The Board of Directors may, by ordinance or resolution, update the rate
methodology set forth in Exhibit 1, and/or the terms and conditions set forth in
Exhibit 2, as the Board deems necessary.
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Section 5.

Section 6.

Validity. If any provision of this Ordinance or the application thereof to any person
or circumstance is held invalid, including any portion of the rate methodology,
resulting rates, terms and conditions adopted herein, such invalidity shall not affect
other provisions or applications of this Ordinance, including any portion of the rate

methodology, resulting rates, terms and conditions not held invalid, and to this end
the provisions of this Ordinance are declared to be severable.

The General Manager of Running Springs Water District orthe General Manager's
designee is authorized to implement and enforce the provisions set forth herein.

ADOPTED this 29ú day of March,2017.

Ayes: A yér¿g/ 8öNü€'7T røAfuKaltta? t r€Êft'L/
Noes: "'
Abstentions: r
Absent: Qønøvøl

President, Board of
Running Springs Water District

ATTEST:

of Directors
Running Springs Water District
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Exhibit 1

The monthly rate for actual Variable O&M expenses incurred including: Wastewater Effluent
Disposal Site Maintenance, Fuel and Oil, Interceptor Maintenance, Sewer Lift Station #2
Maintenance (Arrowbear Only), Treatment Plant Maintenance, Biosolids Handling and Disposal,
Miscellaneous Supplies, Utilities, Vehicle and Equipment Maintenance, Wastewater Testing and
Analysis will be based on Running Springs', Arrowbear's and CSA 79's monthly proportionate
share of wastewater flow as determined in Exhibit 2.

The monthly rate for actual Fixed Operations and Maintenance (O&M) expenses incurred
including: Wastewater Treatment Salaries and Wages, Medicare Tax, Employee Benefits,
CaIPERS Retirement, Uniform Allowance, Workers Comp Insuranceo Education/Seminars,
Propertyiliability Insurance, Memberships and Subscriptions, Permits/Fees, Professional
Services, Offrce Supplies and Administrative Expenses will be based on Running Springs',
Arrowbear's and CSA 79's proportionate share of equivalent dwelling units (EDUs) as determined
and certified on an annual basis per Exhibit 2.

The monthly rate for actual Capital Improvement and Replacement expenses incurred will be

based on Running Springs', Arrowbear's and CSA 79's proportionate share of equivalent dwelling
units (EDUs) as determined and certified on an annual basis per Exhibit 2.

Refer to the Running Springs Water District Current Fiscal Year Wastewater Treatment Budget
for details and estimates on each of these expense accounts. Running Springs will provide annual
budget estimates approximately 90 days prior to July l't of each year.
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Exhibit 2

TERMS AND CONDITIONS

WASTEWATER TRANSPORTATIONO TREATMENT AND DISPOSAL
FOR ARROWBEAR PARK COUNTY WATER DTSTRTCT ("ARROWBEAR')
AND THE SAN BERNARDTNO COUNTY SERVICE AREA NO. 79 ("CSA 79")

BY RUNNING SPRINGS \ilATER DISTRICT ("RUNNING SPRINGS")

1. Facilities.

A. Joint Use Facilities. The Joint Use Facilities are those facilities owned, operated

and maintained by Running Springs for the transmission, treatment and disposal of wastewater
collected within the service areas of Running Springs, Arrowbear and CSA 79. For Arrowbear,
these facilities are located downstream of Running Springs' Sewer Manhole No. 102 near 31820
Old City Creek Road. For CSA 79, these facilities are located downstream of Running Springs'
Sewer Manhole No. 104 also located on Old City Creek Road. (collectively, the "Joint Use

Facilities").

B. Lift Station 2 Facilities. Lift Station 2 Facilities are facilities owned, operated and

maintained by Running Springs for transmission, treatment and disposal of wastewater collected
within the service areas of Arrowbear and a portion of Running Springs only. They are located
between Running Springs' Sewer Manhole No. 994 located near the intersection of School Road

and State Highway 18, and at Running Springs' Sewer Manhole No. 102 near 31820 Old City
Creek Road (the "Lift Station 2 Facilities").

C. Arrowbear Responsibilitv. Arrowbear owns all of its wastewater collection and

delivery facilities located upstream of Running Springs' Sewer Manhole No. 994 and shall be

exclusively responsible for the operation, maintenanceo repair, replacement, expansion and

improvement of such facilities. Running Springs owns all facilities including and downstream of
Sewer Manhole No. 994, including but not limited to the Lift Station 2 Facilities and the Joint Use
Facilities, and shall be responsible for administration, operation, maintenance, repairo replacement,
expansion and improvement of the Lift Station 2 Facilities and the Joint Use Facilities.

D. CSA 79 Responsibility. CSA 79 owns all of its wastewater collection and delivery
facilities located upstream of Running Springs' Sewer Manhole No. 104 and shall be exclusively
responsible for the operation, maintenance, repair, replacemento expansion and improvement of
such facilities. Running Springs owns all facilities including and downstream of Sewer Manhole
No. 104 and shall be responsible for administration, operation, maintenance, repair, replacement,
expansion and improvement of the Joint Use Facilities.

2. Capital Improvements, Expansion or Replacement of Facilities

A. Need to Expand. Modit or Replace. Arrowbear, CSA 79 and Running Springs
recognize that the Joint Use Facilities (and the Lift Station 2 Facilities as they pertain to Arrowbear
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and Running Springs only) will need to be expanded, modified or replaced from time to time as

equipment and facilities wear out or are damaged, as wastewater flows increase, or as waste

discharge requirements, special use permit requirements or other regulatory requirements are

modified. This includes capitalized expenditures to improve efficiency and to handle natural
disasters.

B. Running Springs Responsibilitv. Running Springs shall have the sole responsibility
and authority to determine when, if and how the Joint Use Facilities and the Lift Station 2 Facilities
will be expanded, improved, modified or replaced. All Joint Use Facilities and Lift Station 2
Facilities are exclusively owned, operated and maintained by Running Springs. Neither Arrowbear
nor CSA 79 shall have ownership of or capacity rights in the Joint Use Facilities or the Lift Station
2 Facilities.

3. Charges and Payments.

A. Invoicing. Running Springs will submit monthly invoices to Arrowbear and CSA
79 reflecting its charges for use of the Joint Use Facilities (and the Lift Station 2 Facilities for
Arrowbear). Running Springs will provide annual budget estimates for each fiscal year
approximately 90 days prior to July I't of each year.

B. Payment. Invoices shall be due and payable upon presentation, and shall be

delinquent thirty (30) days after the date of the invoice ("Billing Date").

C. Delinquent Payment. Delinquencies in payment shall be assessed a ten percent
(10%) late payment charge. In the event that a delinquency exceeds three months' duration from
the Billing Date, Running Springs, without liability, may cease to transport,treat or dispose of
wastewater generated within Arrowbear's or CSA 79's service area, as the case may be, and may
take any necessary action to prevent Arrowbear or CSA 79 from delivering wastewater to Running
Springs' wastewater facilities. Running Springs shall not terminate service until written notice of
the pending termination of service has been given to Arrowbear or CSA 79, as the case may be.

D. Enforcement of Payment. Running Springs may commence and pursue an action
against either Arrowbear or CSA 79, as applicable, for delinquent payments pursuant to this
Ordinance. Any judgment rendered in any such action shall include the amount of the delinquency,
together with interest thereon, Running Springs' costs of collection, court costs and reasonable

attorneys' fees in such amount as the court may adjudge against either Arrowbear or to CSA 79,

as the case may be.

4. Future Funding

A. Cooperation. By electing to deliver wastewater to Running Springs, Arrowbear,
CSA 79, or both, agree to cooperate with Running Springs in its preparation, submittal and
processing of applications for grants, loans or funds from any sources, public or private, to provide
for improvements, additions to, expansion, repair or maintenance of the Joint Use Facilities (and

the Lift Station 2 Facilities as they pertain to Arrowbear), recognizingthat such funding may affect
the rates for the provision of Wastewater Services.
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5. Determination of EDUs and Flow Contribution

A. Equivalent Dwelline Unit ("EDU") Calculation. Running Springs shall use the
table included in Exhibit 3 attached to these Terms and Conditions to calculate the EDUs to be

used for the purposes of calculating monthly charges to Arrowbear and to CSA 79. For single
family residential dwellings, the appropriate minimum EDU value is 1.0.

B. EDU Inventory. On or before the first (lst) day of April of each year, Arrowbear
and CSA 79 shall prepare and submit to Running Springs an accurate inventory ofthe total number
of EDUs receiving sewer service within their service area certified and stamped by a Registered
Civil Engineer in the State of California. Running Springs will also prepare an accurate inventory
of the total number of EDUs receiving sewer service within its service area certified and stamped
by a Registered Civil Engineer in the State of California which will be made available for
inspection. Running Springs, Arrowbear and CSA 79 shall prepare their EDU inventories based
on guidelines presented in Exhibit 3. In the case of sewer users such as hotels, motels, apartment
buildings, restaurants, laundromats, ski areas, schools, car washes and governmental buildings that
have multiple plumbing fixtures or that will contribute substantially more sewage and wastewater
to the Joint Use Facilities (and the Lift Station 2 Facilities as they pertain to Arrowbear) than a
single family residence or that will contribute sewage and wastewater to the Joint Use Facilities
(and Lift Station 2 Facilities as it pertains to Arrowbear) having a pollutant loading greater than

that of a typical single family residence, the EDU inventory shall give the name and address of
each such sewer user and the total number of EDUs assigned to it. Running Springs shall have the
right and permission, at its own expense, to conduct its own survey of the number of EDUs within
Arrowbear's, CSA 79's, or both service areas contributing wastewater to Running Springs. The
annual certified or confirmed number of EDUs shall serve as the basis for allocating to Running
Springs, Arrowbear and CSA 79 thefu proportionate share of actual Capital Improvement costs and

actual Fixed O&M expenses for the following frscal year.

C. Fiscal Year 201712018 EDU Inventory. For the Fiscal Year 201712018 beginning
July 1, 2017, Running Springs, Arrowbear and CSA 79 may use its respective number of EDUs
based on what each District is currently billing their sewer customers if it is determined that
suff,rcient time is not available to conduct accurate surveys of their EDU inventory prior to July 1,

2017.It is Running Springs understanding that the current sewer EDU inventories are as follows:
Running Springs :2,969 EDUs, Arrowbear : 984 EDUs and CSA 79: 1,226 EDUs.

6. Flows

A Recording of Flow Contributions. In order to determine and keep historical records
of Arrowbear's and CSA 79's (including Snow Valley's) quantities of wastewater delivered to
Running Springs, and to calculate the proportional costs of variable O&M expenses, recording
flow meters with flow totalizers that are not reset each month and radio telemetry connections to
the Running Springs Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition ("SCADA") System for the daily
measurement of wastewater which Arrowbear and CSA 79 will deliver to Running Springs shall
be used and maintained by Arrowbear and CSA 79 at their sole expense. Running Springs will
require @!!y electronic flow data packcts to be made available by Arrowbear and CSA 79 through
the Running Springs SCADA system. A recording flow meter to measure the entire flow of
wastewater into the Running Springs wastewater treatment plant shall be operated and maintained

I



by Running Springs at the wastewater treatment plant. Arrowbear, CSA 79 and Running Springs
each shall have the right from time to time, as they reasonably determine necessary, to inspect any
of these flow meters at their own expense. If testing reveals that a flow meter has been
malfunctioning or was inoperative during any period of measurement, Running Springs shall
estimate the average flow of wastewater past the point otherwise metered during the period of
malfunction or failure to operate. The average flow shall be determined based upon the average of
such flows for the same period during the previous three years. Prompt effort shall be made by
Arrowbear, CSA 79 and Running Springs to have their own malfunctioning or inoperative meters
repaired within thirty (30) calendar days, or as otherwise agreed to in writing, after discovery, at
their own expense. The period of measurement of flow of wastewater shall be one dav.
Arrowbear and CSA 79 (including Snow Valley's flow data), on the first of each month, shall each
deliver via email to Running Springs an excel spreadsheet showing @!þ records of the amount of
wastewater recorded to have flowed through its flow metero for each day during the preceding
calendar month.

B. Acceptable Basic Flows. Running Springs agrees to receive at the connection
points, transport, treat and dispose of domestic wastewater at the following acceptable basic flow
rates:

Average Daily Flow
(gallons per day, gpd)

Peak Daily Flow
(gallons per day, gpd)

Arrowbear 100,368 r81,440

CSA 79 125,052 226,080

Capacity allocations

Arrowbear average daily design flow: 984 EDUs x 102 gpd/EDU : 100,368 gpd I 1440 min/day : 70 gpm
Anowbearpeak daily design flow:70 gpm x 1.8 peaking factor: 126 gpmx1440:181,440 gpd

CSA 79 average daily design flow: l,226EDUs x 102 gpdÆDU: 125,052 gpd / 1440 min/day : 87 gpm
CSA 79 peak daily design flow:87 gpm x 1.8 peaking factor: 157 gpm x1440:226,080 gpd

Daily flows that are greater than 1.8 times the average daily design flow would be considered excessive infiltration
and inflow (I&I) events and will require an investigation and a corrective action plan to be put in place and reported
to Running Springs.

Total Joint Use Facilities Average Daily Design Flow: 560,000 gpd
Total Joint Use Facilities Peak Daily Design Flow : 1,000,000 gpd
Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) Design Capacity : I million gallons per day (MGD)

These flow rates may be exceeded only on a temporary basis by utilizing flow rate capacity of
other users, including Running Springs, provided such other users including Running Springs are

not currently utilizingthe full flow rate capacity. As the flow rate capacity in the Running Springs'
interceptor approaches the peak design conditions, Running Springs at its discretion may notifu
Arrowbear and/or CSA 79 that their respective flow rates must be restricted to their maximum
peak daily flow rates.
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7. Enforcement of Laws.

A. Monitoring. Arrowbear and CSA 79 shall monitor and enforce within their own
boundaries, in addition to all other applicable laws, the Running Springs sewer ordinances, rules
and regulations as such ordinances, rules and regulations now exist or may be amended by Running
Springs from time to time. Arrowbear and CSA 79 shall be furnished copies of such ordinanceso
rules and regulations as adopted or revised by Running Springs.

B. Fines. Arrowbear or CSA 79, as the case may be, shall pay for any and all fines,
fees or other types ofcharges levied upon Running Springs by a regulatory agency ifcaused or
resulting from Arrowbear's or CSA 79's actions. Arrowbear or CSA 79, as the case may be, shall
also pay fines, fees and charges levied by Running Springs for violation of this Ordinance or other
ordinances or laws regulating the discharge of wastewater into the Running Springs wastewater
system.
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1.0

Exhibit 3
EDU Standards

Equivalent Dwelline Unit.

The basis for assigning EDU's for various classifications is as follows:

1.1 Residential Sinele Familv Dwelling.

For residential single family dwellings, the appropriate minimum EDU value
is 1.0. The number of plumbing Fixture Units in the dwelling will be tabulated and
recorded on the property account for future information and use, as follows:

1.2 Residential - Other Than Sinele Familv Dwellins.

1.2.1 Condominiums

I EDU per Dwelling Unit, plus I EDU for clubhouse, plus fees for common
facilities

1.3

1.2.2 Multi-Familv

I EDU per Dwelling Unit

1.2.3 Mobile llome Park

%EDU per mobile space, plus I EDU for clubhouse

1..2.4 Home with Guest House

1 EDU plus 1 EDU per Guest House

Commercial

1.3.1 llotels and Motels

%EDU per rental unit plus allowance for other onsite facilities

1.3.2 Bed and Breakfast

1 EDU plus 1/3 EDU per rental room

1.3.3 Restaurant

I EDU plus 1/10 EDU per Person of legal occupancy
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1.3.4 Restaurant with Bar

2 EDU's plus 1/10 EDU per Person unit of legal occupancy

1.3.5 Laundries

I EDU per 750 lbs. of dry wash capacity per day

1.3.6 Recreation Vehicle Park without Hook-Ups

1 EDU plus fees for common facilities

1.3.7 Recreation Vehicle Park with Hook-Ups

1 EDU plusY" EDU per RV space plus fees for common facilities

1.3.8 Taverns. Bars" Nishtclubs

1 EDU plus 1/10 EDU per Person of legal occupancy

1.3.9 Conference Center

1 EDU per three (3) overnight rooms plus any other defrned features

1.3.10 Meetins Halls, Theaters

I EDUper 100 occupancy

1.3.11 Service Stations

I EDU

1.3.12 l)epartment. Drv Goods Store

%EDU per 2,500 square feet, I EDU minimum

1.3.13 Business Offices

I EDU per 2,000 square feet, I EDU minimum

1.3.14 Car Wash

1.5 EDU per selÊservice bay

1.3.15 Grocerv Stores
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1.4

1.5

2.4 EDUs

1.3.16 Mini Markets

1 EDU

1.3.17 Child Care Centers

Y4EDU per student, minimum 1 EDU

Institutional.

1.4.1 Schools

I EDU per 25 occupants (students, teacherso administrative and employees)

1.4.2 Hospitals

I EDU per two (2) bed spaces

1.4.3. Churches with Kitchen

2 EDUs plus any other defined features

1.4.4 Churches without Kitchen

I EDU plus any other defined features

1.4.5 Fire Stations with Kitchen

2 EDUs

1.4.6 Fire Stations without Kitchen

1 EDU

1.4.7 Dormitories

I EDU per six (6) beds

Multiple-Use Facilities

Multiple use facilities shall be assigned EDU units based on a combined value for
the various facilities

13



1.6 Industrial

1.6.1

1.6.2

1.6.3

1.6.4

Industrial and combined industrial/commercial facilities shall be assigned

EDU units based on I EDU per 200 gallons per day plus an adjustment
for excessive Wastewater biological and suspended solids strength.

Normal biological oxygen demand (BOD) and suspended solids are

assumed to be 200 mg/l each.

EDU assignments will be determined by the District Engineer using
measurements and/or estimates provided by the User and as verified or
accepted by the District Engineer.

One-half (l/2) F,DU will be added for each additional 0.33 lbs. of BOD
and one-half (l/2) EDU for each additional 0.33 lbs. of suspended solids
per day.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO

I, Ryan Gross, Assistant Secretary of the Board of Directors of Running Springs Water

District, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy of

Ordinance No. 47 adopted by the Board of Directors of Running Springs 'Water District on March

29,2017 by the following vote:

SS.

)
)
)

Ayes: A (€/¿S / F€ruaFT t'n4 çËZI'WL/ Til¿ßL/
lrJee5; 

-Abstentions: /
Absent: G þrqÛ@"./

DATED: March 29,2017

Assistant
Running Springs Water District

the of Directors

il ;ùll I r



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Excerpt of Running Springs 
Water District Board Meeting 

Minutes for its  
October 19, 2016 Meeting 

 

Attachment 4 



MINUTES – October 19, 2016 
PAGE 3 OF 5 

4. Approval of Consent Items  
    
      A.  Approve Meeting Minutes 
 
      B.  Ratify Expenditures and Cash Summary 
 
   Upon motion by Director Grabow, second by Director Terry and carried by a 3 to 0 
 vote, the September expenditures were ratified and the consent items were approved. 
 
5. Action Items 

 
A.  Consider Request from CSA 79 to Extend 1977 Agreement 
 
 Manager Gross reported on a proposed Amendment to the 1977 Wastewater 
 Transportation, Treatment and Disposal Agreement between the Running Springs Water 
 District and County of San Bernardino on behalf of San Bernardino County Service Area 
 No. 79.  The 1977 revised agreement expires on May 9, 2017 and the parties wish to 
 extend the term of the agreement to June 30, 2017 to provide additional time for the 
 Running Springs Water District to study and determine the appropriate rate structure 
 to use for the services after expiration of the agreement. 
 

Steve Samaras, Acting Deputy Director for the San Bernardino County Special Districts 
(CSA-79) verbally requested an additional six (6) month extension to the revised 
agreement stating CSA-79 has concerns with the Running Springs Water District 
proposed move from a flow base to an EDU charge.  He also requested a copy of a rate 
study plan or report to take back to the Municipal Advisory Commission (MAC).  Mr. 
Samaras said his commission is very concerned with the potential for their rates to 
increase with the new plan and he added that they are asking for six (6) additional months 
to be involved at the manager level, in working through the process to determine what is 
best for the Treatment Plant and the communities. Manager Gross confirmed that he has 
provided staff  reports to the Upstream Districts to keep them informed of the plans and 
the District should have a rate in place for both CSA-79 and Arrowbear Park County 
Water District effective July 1, 2017. Manager Gross said he did not recommend 
extending the agreement to December 2017 at this time, but would reconsider the 
additional extension request at a later date if the District Ordinance is not in place. 
Discussion continued and Attorney Simmons said if the agreement were to expire, the 
District would enact ordinance rates to the end of the agreement.  Manager Gross stated 
Arrowbear and CSA-79 do not agree with the Running Springs Water District’s position 
regarding the revised method of cost sharing. 

 
 Action Item No. 5.A was tabled with no action taken.   
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Arrowbear Park County 
Water District Letter 

Response to LAFCO Dated 
September 11, 2017, 

Including the Attached Letter 
to Running Springs Water 

District Dated July 20, 2017 
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Running Springs Water 
District Letter to Arrowbear 
Park County Water District 

Dated August 8, 2017 
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RUNNING SPRINCS WNTEN DISTR¡CT
A Mum-SrRVrcE INDEPENDE¡fi SprCnI DISTNICT

31242 Hilltop Boulevard . P.O. Box 2206
Running Springs, CA 92382

August 8,2017

Terisa Bonito, Board President
Arrowbear Park County Water District
P.O. Box 4045
Arrowbear Lake, C A 92382-4045

RE: Arrowbear Park County'Water District/Running Springs Water District'Wastewater Services

Dear Ms. Bonito:

Thank you for your letter dated July 20, 2017, hand delivered to our General Manager Ryan

Gross on Friday, July 21, 2017. Although we are pleased that you are reaching out to us in an

effort to resolve our differences concerning Running Springs 'Water District's ("Running

Springs") very real costs of treating wastewater and our efforts to recapture those costs in the

rates set by Ordinance 47, we are disturbed by Anowbear Park County 'Water District's
("Arrowbear") apparent decision to breach Ordinance 47 without recognizing those very real

costs to treat wastewater.

Since 2015, both districts have been aware of the impending termination of the 1977 Wastewater

Transportation, Treatment and Disposal Agreement ("Agreement"). V/e agree with you fhat a

new long-tenn agreement to continue treatment of Arrowbeat's wastewater would provide

operational and financial certainty for both districts and, of course, this has always been Running

Springs' preference. Through in-person meetings, Board meetings and emails, the two districts

actively and strenuously negotiated the terms of a new agreement, but never came close to

reaching agreement. Arrowbear's position is that it should only be charged for its actual flow of
wastewater into Running Springs' system, in addition to paying a pro-rated portion of the capital

improvement. Runnings Springs' position is that it must provide and operate a system sized to

tran¿le potential demand, not occasional or intermittent use. Although not initially Running

Springs' position, during negotiations Running Springs did yield to Arrowbear's position with
regard to funding variable operations and maintenance (O&M) expenses, but agreement could

not be reached on other critical terms.

Contrary to the incorrect assertions contained in your letter, Running Springs did have a widely
known, highly competent, professional consultant perform a study of rate methodology, which
was shared with your General Manager, Norman Huff. The study supports the methodology set

forth in the Running Springs Ordinance. The study does not support the methodology that

Arrowbear has insistently asserted. Basing rates on equivalent dwelling units recognizes the

costs associated with providing and maintaining capactty and the fixed costs associated with
making service available to each EDU, whether or not that capacity is fully utilized on a
consistent basis.

WnreR (gog) 867-2766 . WnsrgwnreR CollecroN (909) 867-7352. WRsrewRteR TRenrn¡e¡¡r (909) 8ô7-3689' Flne (909) 867-2630
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Under normal circumstances if Running Springs were not able to reach an agreement with a
party with whom it was negotiating, it would simply not provide those services to that party.
However, in this c¿rse we recognize that if Runnings Springs stopped treating Arrowbear's
wastewater, Arrowbear immediately would be in violation of its permits from the Regional
Water Quality Control Board. Therefore, to accommodate Arrowbear and save it from violation,
and potentially enormous fines, Running Springs has adopted Ordinance 47 so that service may

continue. ln adopting Ordinance 47, Running Springs' Board found that the rates to be charged

to Arrowbear for wastewater services did not, and do not, exceed the reasonable estimated cost

of providing such services, and the revenue derived therefrom will be used only to pay for the

wastewater services for which they are collected. As such, Ordinance 47 is not a tax under

Section 1(e) of Article XIIIC of the Califomia Constitution and does not violate Section 6(bX3)
of Article XIIID.

While you correctly pointed out that Running Springs is willing to continue to accept domestic

wastewater from Arrowbear, Running Springs has agreed to accep Arrowbear's wastewater only
in accordance with the provisions of Ordinance 47, including the rate methodology, terms and

conditions set forth therein. If Arrowbear does not agree with those terms, Arrowbear is free to

reject them and to make alternative arrangements for treatment.

Sincerely,

Board of Directors
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LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION 

FOR SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY 
 

1170 West Third Street, Unit 150, San Bernardino, CA 92415-0490  
(909) 388-0480  •  Fax (909) 388-0481 

lafco@lafco.sbcounty.gov 
www.sbclafco.org 

 

 
DATE:  SEPTEMBER 11, 2017 
 
FROM: KATHLEEN ROLLINGS-McDONALD, Executive Officer 

SAMUEL MARTINEZ, Assistant Executive Officer 
 
TO:  LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION 
 

 
SUBJECT: Agenda Item #9: LAFCO 3219 – Reorganization to include 

Detachments from Cucamonga Valley Water District 
 

 
INITIATED BY:  
 

Resolution of the Board of Directors of the Cucamonga Valley Water District 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The staff recommends that the Commission approve LAFCO 3219 by taking the 
following actions: 
 
1. Certify that LAFCO 3219 is statutorily exempt from the provisions of the 

California Environmental Quality Act and direct the Executive Officer to file the 
Notice of Exemption within five (5) days; 

 
2. Approve LAFCO 3219, with the standard terms and conditions that include the 

“hold harmless” clause for potential litigation costs by the applicant; and, 
 
3. Adopt LAFCO Resolution #3250 setting forth the Commission’s determinations 

and conditions of approval concerning the reorganization proposal. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
In March 2017, the Cucamonga Valley Water District (hereafter shown as the “District or 
CVWD”) initiated a reorganization application that proposes to detach five (5) areas 
from the District. All five areas are located within the City of Ontario and are not 
currently within the sphere of influence assigned the CVWD.  The map below provides a 
general location of the five areas that are proposed for detachment from the District.   
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The District’s sphere of influence, which was established in 1983 and reaffirmed 
through its service review in 2002, does not include some areas that are within the 
District’s actual boundaries but are located either in the City of Ontario or the City of 
Upland.  The District identified that those areas were to be excluded from its sphere of 
influence signaling a later change of organization (detachment) since said areas were 
(primarily) served by the underlying cities.   Some areas within the City of Upland—the 
Upland Hills Country Club area and the Colonies at San Antonio Specific Plan area—
were previously detached from the District in the late 1990s.  However, no action has 
ever been proposed to detach the areas within the City of Ontario.  Therefore, the 
primary reason for LAFCO 3219 is to remove the overlap in service boundaries between 
the District and the City of Ontario (hereafter the “City”) by detaching these areas that 
currently receive water and/or sewer service from the City – not the District.  
 
This report will provide the Commission with the information required to make the 
determinations necessary within the four major areas of consideration required for a 
jurisdictional change – boundaries, land uses, service issues and the effects on other 
local governments, and environmental considerations. 
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BOUNDARIES: 
 
The territory proposed for detachment includes five (5) separate areas encompassing a 
total of approximately 1,111 acres generally described as follows: 
 

Area A – includes a portion of land within the City of Ontario encompassing 
approximately 721 acres generally located south of Eight Street, west of Vineyard 
Avenue, north of Fourth Street, and west of a combination of Grove Avenue, Fifth 
and Sixth Streets, parcel lines, and a portion of the Metrolink right-of-way.   
 
Area A has two exclusion areas encompassing a total of approximately 30 acres 
described as follows: 

 
o Exclusion Area 1 includes the entirety of the Fernwood Mobile Home 

Community; and,  
 
o Exclusion Area 2 includes a portion of Princeton Street located east and west 

of Corona Avenue 
 

 
 
 

Justification for Exclusion Areas: 
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The District currently provides water service to the mobilehome park within 
Exclusion Area 1 and to 33 single-family residences within Exclusion Area 2; 
therefore, these exclusion areas will remain within the boundaries of CVWD until 
such time that the District can transfer over its water service obligation to the City 
of Ontario.  Negotiations conue between the agencies to resolve this service 
issue. 

 
Area B includes three separate areas that are in close proximity to each other 
located within the City of Ontario encompassing a total of approximately 57 acres:   

 
• Area B1 is generally located north of Inland Empire Boulevard, west of Archibald 

Avenue, and east of Turner Avenue;   
 

• Area B2 is located at the southeast corner of Inland Empire Boulevard and 
Archibald Avenue; and,   
 

• Area B3 is a small separate area lying along the east side of Turner Avenue, just 
north of Inland Empire Boulevard. 
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Area C includes the Ontario Mills shopping mall located in the City of Ontario 
encompassing approximately 333 acres.   The area is generally located south of 
Fourth Street, west of the I-15 Freeway, north of the I-10 Freeway, and east of 
Milliken Avenue. 

 

 
 
 

The areas being detached from CVWD do not receive any services from the District.  
Detaching these areas will remove the overlap between the District and the City of 
Ontario, the existing water and/or sewer service provider.  Therefore, the proposal 
presents no boundary concern.   
 
LAND USE: 
 
All areas being detached from the District are within the City of Ontario.  The City’s 
General Plan land use designations for the reorganization area are as follows: 
 

• Area A includes a full range of land uses including low density, medium density, 
and high density residential, neighborhood commercial, business park, public 
schools, and open space – non recreational and parkland.   

 
• Areas B1, B2, & B3 include office commercial and mixed use for 

residential/commercial (Ontario Festival Specific Plan) land use designations. 
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• Area C is designated mixed use (Ontario Mills Specific Plan).    

 
No change in land use is anticipated as a result of the reorganization proposal.  In 
addition, approval of the reorganization will have no direct impact on the City’s land use 
designations assigned for the reorganization area.  Therefore, there are no land use 
concerns related to this proposal.        
 
SERVICE ISSUES AND EFFECTS ON OTHER LOCAL GOVERNMENTS:  
 
In every consideration for jurisdictional change, the Commission is required to look at 
the existing and proposed service providers within an area.  The City of Ontario 
provides municipal services, including water and sewer service, to the reorganization 
area.  In addition, the following entities overlay the reorganization area: Chino Basin 
Water Conservation District, Inland Empire Resource Conservation District, Cucamonga 
Valley Water District, Inland Empire Utilities Agency and its Improvement District No. C 
(wastewater treatment services), and the Metropolitan Water District of Southern 
California (the State Water Contractor). 
 
The only entity that is directly affected by this reorganization is the Cucamonga Valley 
Water District.  The City of Ontario provides water and/or sewer services to the areas 
being detached from Cucamonga Valley Water District.  The application includes a plan 
for the continuation of the services already provided by the City within the reorganization 
area, which is included as part of Attachment #2 to this report.   
 
As required by Commission policy and State law, the Plan for Service shows that the 
provision of services will maintain current service levels. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS: 
 
As the CEQA lead agency, the Commission’s Environmental Consultant, Tom Dodson 
from Dodson and Associates, has indicated that the review of LAFCO 3219 is statutorily 
exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  This recommendation is 
based on the fact that the existing serving entity, which is the City, will continue to 
provide water and/or sewer service which will not result in any physical impacts on the 
environment.  Therefore, the proposal is exempt from the requirements of CEQA, as 
outlined in the State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15061 (b)(3). It is recommended that the 
Commission adopt the General Rule Statutory Exemption for this proposal.  A copy of 
Mr. Dodson’s analysis is included as Attachment #4 to this report. 
 
CONCLUSION: 
 
The Cucamonga Valley Water District does not provide water and/or sewer services to 
the customers within any of the areas that proposed for detachment; however, the 
registered voters within these areas participate in elections related to the District even 



LAFCO 3219 – CUCAMONGA VALLEY WD 
REORGANIZATION STAFF REPORT 

SEPTEMBER 11, 2017 
 
 

7 

though they do not benefit from being in the District.  Upon completion of the 
detachment, said areas will continue to receive water and/or sewer services from the 
City of Ontario.  Therefore, for these reasons, and those outlined throughout the staff 
report, the staff supports the approval of LAFCO 3219. 
 
 
DETERMINATIONS: 
 
The following determinations are required to be provided by Commission policy and 
Government Code Section 56668 for any change of organization/reorganization 
proposal:  
 
1. The reorganization proposal is legally inhabited containing 3,579 registered 

voters within the five areas being detached from Cucamonga Valley Water 
District, as certified by the Registrar of Voters as of August 15, 2017. 

 
2. The County Assessor’s Office has determined that the total assessed value of 

land and improvements within the reorganization area is $1,303,603,645 (land--
$361,012,042; improvements--$942,591,603) as of June 19, 2017.  
 

3. The areas proposed for detachment are not within the sphere of influence 
assigned the Cucamonga Valley Water District.   

 
4. In compliance with Commission policies and State law, legal notice of the 

Commission’s consideration of the proposal has been provided through 
publication of a 1/8th page advertisement in the Inland Valley Daily Bulletin, a 
newspaper of general circulation within the reorganization area.  As required by 
State law, individual notification was provided to affected and interested 
agencies, County departments, and those individuals and agencies having 
requested such notice.  Comments from landowners and any affected local 
agency in support or opposition will be reviewed and considered by the 
Commission in making its determination. 

 
5. The City of Ontario’s land use designation for the reorganization area includes a 

full range of land uses including residential, retail/service (commercial), public 
schools, mixed-use (Ontario Festival Specific Plan and Ontario Mills Specific 
Plan), and other land uses.  This reorganization proposal has no direct effect on 
the City of Ontario’s General Plan land use designations assigned for the area. 

 
6. The Southern California Associated Governments (SCAG) adopted its 2016-2040 

Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65080.  The detachment of the proposal areas from 
Cucamonga Valley Water District have no direct impact on SCAG’s Regional 
Transportation Plan. 
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7. The Commission’s Environmental Consultant, Tom Dodson and Associates, has 
recommended that this proposal is statutorily exempt from environmental review 
based on the finding that the Commission’s approval of the reorganization has no 
potential to cause any adverse effect on the environment since the delivery of 
water and/or sewer services will continue to be provided by the existing service 
provider, which will not result in any physical impacts on the environment.  
Therefore, the proposal is exempt from the requirements of CEQA, as outlined in 
the State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15061 (b)(3).  Mr. Dodson recommends that 
the Commission adopt the Statutory Exemption and direct its Executive Officer to 
file a Notice of Exemption within five (5) days.  A copy of Mr. Dodson’s response 
letter is included as Attachment #3 to this report. 
 

8. The reorganization areas are served by the following local agencies: 
 

City of Ontario 
Cucamonga Valley Water District 
Chino Basin Water Conservation District 
Inland Empire Resource Conservation District 
West Valley Mosquito and Vector Control District 
Inland Empire Utilities Agency and its Improvement District No. C (regional 

wastewater treatment provider) 
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (the State Water 

Contractor) 
 
 The only affected agency is Cucamonga Valley Water District. The areas being 

detached from Cucamonga Valley Water District will remain within the City of 
Ontario. 

 
9. A plan was prepared for the provision of services to the reorganization area, as 

required by law.  The Plan for Service indicates that the City of Ontario will 
continue to provide water and/or sewer service to the areas that are being 
detach, maintaining the level and range of services currently available within the 
reorganization area.  The Plan for Service has been reviewed and compared with 
the standards established by the Commission and the factors contained within 
Government Code Section 56668.  The Commission finds that the Plan for 
Service conforms to those adopted standards and requirements. 
 
It is the Commission’s understanding that the Cucamonga Valley Water District 
and the City of Ontario will continue their negotiations on eventually transferring 
over to the City the District’s service responsibilities within Exclusion Areas 1 and 
2 and ultimately detaching said exclusion areas from the District’s boundaries at 
some point in the future.  
 

10. The District has not provided water and/or sewer services to the areas being 
detached but has overlain the reorganization area without benefit to the 
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landowners and/or registered voters within LAFCO 3219.  The areas proposed 
for detachment will benefit from the removal of the District’s boundary where it 
does not provide any services.  
 

11. This proposal will not affect the fair share allocation of the regional housing 
needs assigned to the City of Ontario through the Southern California Association 
of Government’s (SCAG) Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) process 
since the areas being detached from Cucamonga Valley Water District are 
already within the City of Ontario. 

 
12. With respect to environmental justice, the reorganization proposal—which does 

not change the provision of water and/or sewer services by the City of Ontario to 
the reorganization area—will not result in the unfair treatment of any person 
based on race, culture or income.  

 
13. The County of San Bernardino adopted a resolution determining there will be no 

transfer of property tax revenues.  This resolution fulfills the requirement of 
Section 99 of the Revenue and Taxation Code. 

 
14. The maps and legal descriptions prepared by the County Surveyor are in 

substantial compliance with LAFCO and State standards. 
 
KRM/sm 
 
Attachments: 
 

1. Vicinity Map and Maps for the Reorganization Proposal 
2. Cucamonga Valley Water District Application and Plan for Service  
3. Tom Dodson’s Environmental Response for LAFCO 3219  
4. Draft Resolution No. 3250 
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 PROPOSAL NO.: LAFCO 3219 
 
 HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 20, 2017 
 
 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 3250 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION FOR SAN 
BERNARDINO COUNTY MAKING DETERMINATIONS ON LAFCO 3219 AND 
APPROVING THE REORGANIZATION TO INCLUDE DETACHMENTS FROM 
CUCAMONGA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT. The reorganization includes five separate 
areas encompassing a total of approximately 1,111 acres. 
 
On motion of Commissioner _________, duly seconded by Commissioner _______, 
and carried, the Local Agency Formation Commission adopts the following 
resolution: 
 

WHEREAS, an application for the proposed reorganization in the County of San 
Bernardino was filed with the Executive Officer of this Local Agency Formation Commission 
(hereinafter referred to as “the Commission”) in accordance with the Cortese-Knox-
Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000 (Government Code Sections 
56000 et seq.), and the Executive Officer has examined the application and executed her 
certificate in accordance with law, determining and certifying that the filings are sufficient; 
and, 

 
WHEREAS, at the times and in the form and manner provided by law, the Executive 

Officer has given notice of the public hearing by the Commission on this matter; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the Executive Officer has reviewed available information and prepared 

a report including her recommendations thereon, the filings and report and related 
information having been presented to and considered by this Commission; and, 

 
WHEREAS, the public hearing by this Commission was called for September 20, 

2017 at the time and place specified in the notice of public hearing; and,  
 

WHEREAS, at the hearing, this Commission heard and received all oral and written 
support and/or opposition; the Commission considered all plans and proposed changes of 
organization, objections and evidence which were made, presented, or filed; it received 
evidence as to whether the territory is inhabited or uninhabited, improved or unimproved; 
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and all persons present were given an opportunity to hear and be heard in respect to any 
matter relating to the application, in evidence presented at the hearing. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Commission does hereby 
determine, find, resolve, and order as follows: 

 
DETERMINATIONS: 
 
SECTION 1. The proposal is approved subject to the terms and conditions hereinafter 
specified: 
 
CONDITIONS: 
 

Condition No. 1.  The boundaries of this change of organization are approved as 
set forth in Exhibits “A” and “A-1” attached; 

 
Condition No. 2.  The following distinctive short-form designation shall be used 

through this proceeding: LAFCO 3219; 
 
Condition No. 3.  The date of issuance of the Certification of Completion shall be 

the effective date of the reorganization; 
 
 Condition No. 4.  The Cucamonga Valley Water District shall indemnify, defend, 
and hold harmless the Local Agency Formation Commission for San Bernardino County 
from any legal expense, legal action, or judgment arising out of the Commission's approval 
of this proposal, including any reimbursement of legal fees and costs incurred by the 
Commission. 
  
SECTION 2.  DETERMINATIONS.  The following determinations are noted in 
conformance with Commission policy and Government Code Section 56668: 
 
1. The reorganization proposal is legally inhabited with 3,579 registered voters as certified 

by the Registrar of Voters as of August 15, 2017. 
 
2. The County Assessor’s Office has determined that the total assessed value of land 

and improvements within the reorganization area is $1,303,603,645 (land--
$361,012,042; improvements--$942,591,603) as of June 19, 2017. 
 

3. The areas proposed for detachment are not within the sphere of influence assigned 
the Cucamonga Valley Water District. 
 

4. Notice of this hearing was published as required by law in the Inland Valley Daily 
Bulletin, a newspaper of general circulation within the reorganization area.  As 
required by State law and Commission policy a 1/8th page legal ad was provided in 
compliance with the provisions of Government Code Section 56157.  Individual 
notices were provided to all affected and interested agencies, County departments 
and those individuals and agencies requesting special notice.  Comments from 
registered voters and any affected local agency have been reviewed and considered 
by the Commission in making its determination. 
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5. The City of Ontario’s land use designation for the reorganization area includes a full 

range of land uses including residential, retail/service (commercial), public schools, 
mixed-use (Ontario Festival Specific Plan and Ontario Mills Specific Plan), and other 
land uses.  LAFCO 3219 has no direct effect on the City of Ontario’s General Plan 
land use designations assigned for the area. 
 

6. The Southern California Associated Governments (SCAG) adopted its 2016-2040 
Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65080.  The detachment of the proposal areas from 
Cucamonga Valley Water District have no direct impact on SCAG’s Regional 
Transportation Plan. 
 

7. The Local Agency Formation Commission has determined that this proposal is 
statutorily exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  This 
recommendation is based on the finding that the proposal has no potential to cause 
any adverse effect on the environment since the delivery of water and/or sewer 
services will continue to be provided by the existing service provider, which will not 
result in any physical impacts on the environment.  The Commission certifies it has 
reviewed and considered the environmental recommendation and finds that, without 
any identifiable physical changes, this proposal does not constitute a project and is 
not subject to environmental review under the provisions of the State CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3).   
 
The Commission adopted the Statutory Exemption and directed its Executive Officer 
to file a Notice of Exemption within five (5) days with the San Bernardino County 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. 
 

8. The local agencies currently serving the area are: City of Ontario, Cucamonga Valley 
Water District, Chino Basin Water Conservation District, Inland Empire Resource 
Conservation District, West Valley Mosquito and Vector Control District, Inland 
Empire Utilities Agency and its Improvement District No. C, and the Metropolitan 
Water District of Southern California. 
 

 The only affected agency is Cucamonga Valley Water District. The areas being 
detached from Cucamonga Valley Water District will remain within the City of 
Ontario. 

 
9. A plan for services was submitted as required by law.  The Plan for Service has 

been reviewed and compared with the standards established by the Commission 
and the factors contained within Government Code Section 56668.  The 
Commission finds that such Plan for Service submitted conform to those adopted 
standards and requirements and show that the level of service will continue following 
detachment  
 
It is the Commission’s understanding that the Cucamonga Valley Water District and 
the City of Ontario will continue their negotiations on eventually transferring over to 
the City the District’s service responsibilities within Exclusion Areas 1 and 2 and 
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ultimately detaching said exclusion areas from the District’s boundaries at some 
point in the future.  

 
10. The District has not provided water and/or sewer services to the areas being 

detached but has overlain the reorganization area without benefit to the landowners 
and/or registered voters within LAFCO 3219.  The areas proposed for detachment 
will benefit from the removal of the District’s boundary where it does not provide any 
services. 
 

11. This proposal will not affect the fair share allocation of the regional housing needs 
assigned to the City of Ontario through the Southern California Association of 
Government’s (SCAG) Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) process since 
the areas being detached from Cucamonga Valley Water District are already within 
the City of Ontario. 
 

12. With respect to environmental justice, the reorganization proposal—which does not 
change the provision of water and/or sewer services by the City of Ontario to the 
reorganization area—will not result in the unfair treatment of any person based on 
race, culture or income.  

 
13. The County of San Bernardino (on behalf of the Cucamonga Valley Water District) 

adopted a resolution indicating no transfer of property tax revenues would be 
required.  This negotiated agreement fulfills the requirements of Section 99 of the 
Revenue and Taxation Code. 

 
14. The map and legal description prepared by the County Surveyor are in substantial 

compliance with LAFCO and State standards. 
 
SECTION 3. Approval by the Local Agency Formation Commission indicates that completion 
of this proposal would accomplish the proposed change or organization in a reasonable 
manner with a maximum chance of success and a minimum disruption of service to the 
functions of other local agencies in the area. 
 
SECTION 4. The Executive Officer is hereby authorized and directed to mail certified copies 
of this resolution in the manner provided by Section 56882 of the Government Code.   
 
SECTION 5. The Commission hereby directs that following completion of the reconsideration 
period specified by Government Code Section 56895(b), the Executive Officer is hereby 
directed to initiate protest proceedings in compliance with this resolution and State law (Part 
4, commencing with Government Code Section 57000), provide for a 21-day protest 
proceeding, set the matter for consideration of the protest proceedings, and provide notice of 
the hearing pursuant to Government Code Section 57025 and 57026. 
 
SECTION 6. Upon conclusion of the protest proceedings, the Executive Officer shall adopt a 
resolution setting forth her determination on the levels of protest filed and not withdrawn and 
setting forth the action on the proposal considered. 
 
SECTION 7. Upon adoption of the final resolution by the Executive Officer, either a 
Certificate of Completion or a Certificate of Termination, as required by Government Code 
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Sections 57176 through 57203, and a Statement of Boundary Change, as required by 
Government Code Section 57204, shall be prepared and filed for the proposal. 
 
THIS ACTION APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Local Agency Formation 
Commission for San Bernardino County by the following vote: 
 
      AYES:   COMMISSIONERS: 
 
      NOES:   COMMISSIONERS: 
 
    ABSENT:   COMMISSIONERS: 
 
 * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
 
 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA   ) 
       )  ss. 
 COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO  ) 
 
 I, KATHLEEN ROLLINGS-MCDONALD, Executive Officer of the Local Agency 
Formation Commission for San Bernardino County, California, do hereby certify this 
record to be a full, true, and correct copy of the action taken by said Commission by 
vote of the members present as the same appears in the Official Minutes of said 
Commission at its regular meeting of September 20, 2017. 
 
 
DATED: 
 
 ________________________________ 
         KATHLEEN ROLLINGS-MCDONALD 
                 Executive Officer   
  




	AGENDA 2017-09
	Agenda Item #3: Action Minutes
	Agenda Item #4: Expense Report
	Agenda Item #5: Ratify Payments
	Agenda Item #6: Approval of Contract for Janitorial Services
	Agenda Item #8: SC#419
	Attachment 1 - Vicinity Map & Sewer Section of Service Review
	Attachment 2 - Letter from Running Springs WD
	Attachment 3 - Ordinance No. 47 with Exhibits
	Attachment 4 - Excerpt of Running Springs WD Board Meeting Minutes
	Attachment 5 - Arrowbear Park CWD Letter Response to LAFCO (Incl. Attached Letter to Running Springs WD)
	Attachment 6 - Running Springs WD Letter to Arrowbear Park CWD

	Agenda Item #9: LAFCO 3219 
	Attachment 1 - Vicinity Map & Maps for Reorg. Proposal
	Attachment 2 - Cucamonga Valley WD Application & Plan for Service
	Attachment 3 - Tom Dodson's Environmental Response
	Attachment 4 - Draft Resolution No. 3250

	Agenda Item #10: Appointment of Voting Delegate for CALAFCO Business Meeting & Caucus Delegate



