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County of Inyo 
Board of Supervisors 

Board of Supervisors Room 
County Administrative Center 

224 North Edwards 
Independence, California 

All members of the public are encouraged to participate in the discussion of any items on the Agenda.  Anyone wishing to speak, please obtain a card from the Board Clerk and 
indicate each item you would like to discuss.  Return the completed card to the Board Clerk before the Board considers the item (s) upon which you wish to speak. You will be 
allowed to speak about each item before the Board takes action on it.  
 
Any member of the public may also make comments during the scheduled “Public Comment” period on this agenda concerning any subject related to the Board of Supervisors or 
County Government.  No card needs to be submitted in order to speak during the “Public Comment” period. 

Public Notices: (1)  In Compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting please contact the Clerk of the Board at 
(760) 878-0373.  (28 CFR 35.102-35.104 ADA Title II). Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the County to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility 
to this meeting. Should you because of a disability require appropriate alternative formatting of this agenda, please notify the Clerk of the Board 72 hours prior to the meeting to 
enable the County to make the agenda available in a reasonable alternative format. (Government Code Section 54954.2).  (2) If a writing, that is a public record relating to an 
agenda item for an open session of a regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors, is distributed less than 72 hours prior to the meeting, the writing shall be available for public 
inspection at the Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, 224 N. Edwards, Independence, California and is available per Government Code § 54957.5(b)(1).               

Note: Historically the Board does break for lunch; the timing of a lunch break is made at the discretion of the Chairperson and at the Board’s convenience. 

 
June 19, 2018                  

  
8:30 a.m. 1.   PUBLIC COMMENT 

 
CLOSED SESSION 
  

2. 
 
 
 

3. 
 
 
 
 

4. 
 
 
 

5. 
 
 
 
 
 

6. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

7. 
 
 

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION [Pursuant to paragraph (1) of 
subdivision (d) of Government Code §54956.9] – County of Inyo v. Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power, Kern County Superior Court Case No. BCV-18-10069 (Well 385). 
 
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION [Pursuant to paragraph (1) of 
subdivision (d) of Government Code §54956.9] – County of Inyo v. Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power, Kern Superior Court Case No. BVC-18-101261 (Eminent Domain - Independence); Case No. BVC-18-
101260 (Eminent Domain – Lone Pine); and Case No. BVC-18-101262 (Eminent Domain - Bishop)  
 
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION [Pursuant to paragraph (1) of 
subdivision (d) of Government Code §54956.9] – Neylon v. County of Inyo et al., United States District 
Court Eastern District of California Case No. 1:16-CV-00712-AWI-JLT 
 
CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATORS [Pursuant to Government Code §54956.8] –  
Property: APN 005-068-05, 310 AND 311 Jackson Street, Lone Pine, California. Agency Negotiators: Kevin 
Carunchio, County Administrator, Marshall Rudolph, County Counsel, Clint Quilter, Director Public Works, 
and Marilyn Mann, Director Health and Human Services. Negotiating parties: Inyo County and Estate of Ruby 
Branson Trust. Under negotiation: price and terms of payment. 
 
CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS [Pursuant to Government Code §54957.6] – Employee 
organizations: Deputy Sheriff’s Association (DSA); Elected Officials Assistant Association (EOAA); Inyo 
County Correctional Officers Association (ICCOA); Inyo County Employees Association (ICEA); Inyo County 
Probation Peace Officers Association (ICPPOA); IHSS Workers; Law Enforcement Administrators’ Association 
(LEAA). Unrepresented employees: all. Agency designated representatives: County Administrative Officer 
Kevin Carunchio, Assistant County Administrator Ken Walker, Deputy Personnel Director Sue Dishion, 
County Counsel Marshall Rudolph, and Assistant County Counsel John Vallejo. 
 
PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT/PERFORMANCE EVALUATION [Pursuant to Government Code §54957] – Title: 
County Administrator. 
 

OPEN SESSION  (With the exception of timed items, all open-session items may be considered at any time and in any order 

during the meeting in the Board’s discretion.) 
  
10:00 a.m. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
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 8. REPORT ON CLOSED SESSION  

 
 9. PUBLIC COMMENT  

 
 10. COUNTY DEPARTMENT REPORTS (Reports limited to two minutes)  

 
 11. INTRODUCTIONS – The following new employees will be introduced to the Board: Deanna 

Briggs, Child Support Specialist, Child Support Services; and Casey Dean, Building 
Maintenance Worker, Claude R. Felton, Custodian, and Jeff Smith, Equipment Operator, 
Public Works.  
 

 CONSENT AGENDA (Approval recommended by the County Administrator) 
  
  

 
12. 

 
 
 

13. 
 
 
 
 
 

14. 
 
 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR 
 
Advertising County Resources – Request Board approve a final payment from the 2017-2018 
Advertising County Resources Budget in the amount of $3,033 to the Lone Pine Chamber of 
Commerce for the Wild Wild West Marathon and Ultra runs. 
 
Personnel – Request Board approve the contract between the County of Inyo and Atkinson, 
Andelson, Loya, Ruud & Romo for the provision of Legal Services – General Labor and 
Employment Advice and representation in the amount of $320,000 for the period of July 1, 2018 
to June 30, 2019, contingent upon the Board’s adoption of the Fiscal Year 2018-2019 Budget, 
and authorize the Chairperson to sign.  

 
Risk – Request Board approve the Agreement between the County of Inyo and Porter Scott, A 
Professional Corporation (Carl Fessenden, Esq., Contact) for the provision of Civil Litigation 
Attorney Services in an amount not to exceed $210,000 for the period of July 1, 2018 through 
June 30, 2019, contingent upon the Board’s adoption of future budgets, and authorize the 
Chairperson to sign. 

 
  

 
15. 

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 
 
Request Board: A) declare IDEXX Laboratories, Inc. of Westbrook, ME a sole-source provider of 
certain water laboratory supplies; and B) authorize a blanket purchase order to IDEXX 
Laboratories, Inc. of Westbrook, ME in an amount not to exceed $7,000 for the purchase of water 
testing supplies for the period of June 19, 2019 through June 30, 2019.  
 

  
 

16. 

PLANNING 
 
LAFCO – Request Board: A) approve the contract between the County of Inyo and the Inyo 
Local Agency Formation Commission to provide staff services in an amount not to exceed 
$19,729 for the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019, contingent upon the Board’s 
adoption of the Fiscal Year 2018-2019 Budget; and B) authorize the Chairperson to sign and 
direct the Planning Department and County Counsel to provide services as outlined in the 
contract. 
 

  
 

17. 

PROBATION 
 
Request Board approve the agreement with Kern County Juvenile Hall for ward housing services 
for the period of June 30, 2018 through June 30, 2021, and authorize the Chief Probation Officer 
to sign. 
 

  
 

18. 

PUBLIC WORKS 
 
Road Department – Request Board: A) declare Etchemendy Engineering, Inc. of Reno, NV a 
sole-source provider for the design of the Jail Domestic Water Repipe Project; B) approve the 
contract between the County of Inyo and Etchmendy Engineering, Inc. of Reno, NV for 
engineering services for a lump-sum amount of $15,500; and C) authorize the Chairperson to 
sign the contract, contingent upon all appropriate signatures being obtained. 
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19. 

SHERIFF 
 
Request Board approve an agreement between Atlas Business Solutions, Inc. of Fargo, N.D. and 
the County of Inyo for access to the web-based employee scheduling software 
“ScheduleAnywhere” in an amount not to exceed $6,300 for the period of July 1, 2018 through 
June 30, 2023, contingent upon the Board’s adoption of future budgets, and authorize the 
Chairperson to sign.  
 

DEPARTMENTAL  (To be considered at the Board’s convenience) 
 

20. 
 
 
 
 

21. 

 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS – Chairperson Totheroh – Request Board: A) discuss possible changes to the 
2018 Board of Supervisors committee assignments in light of scheduling conflicts: and  B) if determined 
necessary, direct the Board Clerk to return with a future agenda item outlining those changes for Board 
approval. 
 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS – Request Board appoint a voting delegate and alternate for the upcoming 83

rd
 

Annual NACo Conference, being held July 13-16, 2018 in Nashville-Davidson County, TN, and authorize the 
Chairperson to sign the NACo credentials form on behalf of Inyo County. 
 

22. 
 
 
 

23. 
 

WATER DEPARTMENT – Request Board consider adopting a proposed settlement agreement reached by 
negotiators from the County and LADWP to settle various disputes and lawsuits related to testing of Well 
W385 and to provide for further mitigation of the Five Bridges Impact Site.  
 
WATER DEPARTMENT – Request Board approve a letter of support for Starlite Community Service District’s 
request to the California Department of Water Resources for a modification to the boundary of the Owens 
Valley Groundwater Basin, and authorize the Chairperson to sign. 
 

24. 
 
 
 

25. 

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES – Request Board ratify and approve purchases from Safeway/Vons in the 
amount of $9,861.93 and authorize an additional blanket purchase order in the amount of $2,000 for 
outstanding invoices and the remainder of the fiscal year.   
 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES – Behavioral Health – Request Board find that, consistent with the 
adopted Authorized Position Review Policy: A) the availability of funding for one (1) Residential Caregiver 
position exists in the non-General Fund Mental Health budget, as certified by the HHS Director and concurred 
with by the County Administrator and Auditor-Controller; B) where internal candidates meet the qualifications 
for the position, the vacancy could be filled through an internal recruitment but an open recruitment may be 
required if there are no internal candidates; and C) approve the hiring of one (1) Residential Caregiver at 
Range 53 ($3,010 - $3,659).  
 

26. 
 
 
 

27. 
 
 
 
 
 

28. 
 
 
 
 

29. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR – Request Board adopt the modified Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Board Approved 
Budget as the Preliminary Budget for Fiscal Year 2018-2019 and approve the Fixed Assets as recommended by 
staff (4/5

th
s vote required).  

 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR – Purchasing – Request Board: A) declare certain property surplus; B) 
authorize the transfer thereof to other entities and non-profit organizations (4/5

ths 
vote required); C) approve 

the public auction of County surplus equipment not claimed by those entities/organizations on June 27, 2018; 
and D) authorize the auction to take place at the Building and Maintenance yard located at 136 South Jackson 
Street, Independence (4/5

ths 
vote required).  

 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR – Emergency Services – Request Board discuss and consider staff’s 
recommendation regarding continuation of the local emergency known as the “Here It Comes Emergency” 
that was proclaimed in anticipation of run-off conditions from near-record snowpack posing extreme peril to 
the safety of property and persons in Inyo County. 
 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR – Emergency Services – Request Board discuss and consider staff’s 
recommendation regarding continuation of the local emergency known as the “Rocky Road Emergency” that 
was proclaimed as the result of flooding, mud, and rock landslides and deep snow drifts over portions of Inyo 
County caused by an atmospheric river weather phenomena that began January 3, 2017 and continued 
throughout February. 
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30. 
 
 
 
 

31. 
 
 
 
 

32. 
 
 
 
 

33. 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR – Emergency Services – Request Board discuss and consider staff’s 
recommendation to continue the local emergency known as the “Land of EVEN Less Water Emergency” that 
was proclaimed as a result of extreme drought conditions that existed until recently in the County, while 
considering how to address the ongoing hydrologic issues in West Bishop.    
  

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR – Emergency Services – Request Board discuss and consider staff’s 
recommendation regarding continuation of the local emergency known as the “Gully Washer Emergency” that 
resulted in flooding in the central, south and southeastern portion of Inyo County during the month of July, 
2013. 
 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR – Emergency Services – Request Board discuss and consider staff’s 
recommendation regarding continuation of the local emergency known as the “Death Valley Down But Not Out 
Emergency” that was proclaimed as a result of flooding in the central, south and southeastern portion of Inyo 
County during the month of October, 2015. 
 
CLERK OF THE BOARD – Request Board approve the minutes of the regular Board of Supervisors meeting 
of June 5, 2018. 
 

TIMED ITEMS (Items will not be considered before scheduled time but may be considered any time after the 
scheduled time) 

 
11:30 a.m. 

 
 

 
34. 

 
PRESENTATION – Request Board receive update from Public Agency Retirement Services 
(PARS) representatives on the status of the County’s Other Post-Employment Benefits (OPEB) 
Account.  

 
Note: The agenda items listed below may be considered by the Board at any time during the meeting in the 
Board’s discretion, including before scheduled timed items. 
 
COMMENT  (Portion of the Agenda when the Board takes comment from the public and County staff) 
 

35. PUBLIC COMMENT  
 

CORRESPONDENCE – INFORMATIONAL 
 

36. 
 
Inyo County Sheriff – Sheriff’s Office and Jail Overtime Reports for May 2018. 

  
BOARD MEMBER AND STAFF REPORTS 
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SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
(Draft) 

 
 This Settlement Agreement between the County of Inyo (“County”) and the 
City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (“LADWP”) is effective on the 
__ day of ____, 2018. The County and LADWP are hereinafter collectively referred 
to as the “Parties” and individually as a “Party”. 
 

RECITALS 
 
This Agreement is made with reference to the following facts and circumstances: 
 

A. In March 1987, LADWP installed two new groundwater wells (W385 and 
W386) in the Five Bridges area of the Laws wellfield in the Owens Valley.  

B. Groundwater pumping from W385 and W386 occurred from 1987 to 
1989. The groundwater pumping from the two wells lowered the water 
level in the surrounding shallow aquifer. As a result of the lowered water 
level in the shallow aquifer, approximately 300 acres of nearby 
groundwater dependent vegetation south of the Owens River in the Five 
Bridges area was adversely impacted (“Five Bridges Impact Area”). In 
response to the adverse impact to the vegetation, the Department ceased 
groundwater pumping from W385 and W386 in April 1989. 

C. In October 1991, the Parties entered into a Long Term Water Agreement 
(“Water Agreement.”) The overall goal of the Water Agreement is to avoid 
certain described d decreases and changes in vegetation and to cause no 
significant effect on the environment which cannot be acceptably 
mitigated while providing a reliable supply of water for export to Los 
Angeles and for use in Inyo County 

D. The Water Agreement provides that the Parties are represented by a 
“Standing Committee” consisting of elected and appointed officials from 
each entity and by a “Technical Group” consisting of representatives from 
each entity.  

E. Prior to entering into the Water Agreement, the Parties certified an EIR 
(“1991 EIR”) that addressed the environmental impacts of the water 
supply for LADWP’s second aqueduct and the impacts of the Water 
Agreement. 

F. The 1991 EIR identified the impact in the Five Bridges Impact Area caused 
by the pumping of W385 and W386 as a significant environmental effect 
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and includes Mitigation Measure 10-12, as mitigation to reduce or avoid 
the adverse environmental impact caused by the pumping of W385 and 
W386. 

G. In accordance with writ issued by the Third District Court of Appeal, writ, 
the 1991 EIR was submitted to the Court of Appeal along with a motion 
that the 1991 EIR be found to be legally adequate and that the Court of 
Appeal discharge its writ. 

H. Following the submission of the 1991 EIR to the Court of Appeal, several 
parties appeared before the Court as amicus curiae and challenged the 
adequacy of the 1991 EIR. 

I. In 1997, following an agreement on a Memorandum of Understanding 
(“1997 MOU”) between the Parties, the California Department of Fish and 
Game (now the California Department of Fish and Wildlife), the California 
State Lands Commission, the Sierra Club, the Owens Valley Committee 
and Carla Scheidlinger (the amicus curiae parties), the Court of Appeal 
discharged its writ. 

J. Section III.F of the 1997 MOU requires the Technical Group to prepare 
mitigation plans and implementation schedules for all areas for which on-
site mitigation measures were adopted in the 1991 EIR. In the 1991 EIR, 
Mitigation Measure 10-12 provided for the following on site mitigation: 

Water has been spread over the affected area since 1988.  By 
the summer of 1990, revegetation of native species had begun 
on approximately 80 percent of the affected area.  LADWP and 
Inyo County are developing a plan to revegetate the entire 
affected area with riparian and meadow vegetation.  This plan 
will be implemented when it has been completed.  

K. In accordance with the requirement of section III.F of the 1997 MOU, in 
1999, the Technical Group created a revegetation plan and 
implementation schedule for the impacted vegetation in the Five Bridges 
area (“1999 Revegetation Plan”). The area of impacted vegetation was 
described in Mitigation Measure 10-12. The 1999 Revegetation Plan calls 
for maintaining the groundwater levels in the impacted area at a “natural 
level” (1998-ongoing) by a “permanent shut down” of pumping from 
W385 and W386. 

L.  Under the Water Agreement, the “Mitigation Monitoring Plan” adopted 
by LADWP at the time of the certification of the 1991 EIR, and the 1997 
MOU, the Technical Group is responsible for implementation and 
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enforcement of mitigation plans, including the 1999 Revegetation Plan, 
prepared pursuant to the 1997 MOU.   

M. In 2014, LADWP modified W385 and W386 by sealing the top 
approximately 350 feet of each well so that each well, when pumped, 
would only be capable of extracting groundwater from below the 350 foot 
level of each well. The modification of the wells also reduced the diameter 
of the upper portion of each well and reduced the pumping capacity of 
each well. 

N. On November 28, 2017, the LADWP Board approved a project (“Well 385R 
Pumping Test Project”) which is described by LADWP as follows: “DWP 
proposes to conduct a 2 month pumping test of W385R. Data from the 
pumping test will be used to calibrate the groundwater model for the 
Bishop/Laws Wellfield, and to document that Well 385R is functionally 
distinct from original Well385. Approximately 2.8 cfs will be pumped 
continuously from W385R and discharged through the Fish Slough channel 
to the Owens River. The pumping test is proposed for winter 2017-2018. 
No construction is required to conduct the pumping test.” 

O. Prior to approving the above described project, LADWP adopted a 
Negative Declaration which concluded that the approved pumping test of 
W385R would have no significant effect on the environment.  

P. On December 6, 2017, LADWP filed a Notice of Determination on the 
proposed W385R pumping test project with the Inyo County Clerk. 

Q. On January 5, 2018, the County filed a Petition for Writ of Mandate 
(“Petition”) for violation of the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) against the City of Los Angeles and LADWP.  The Petition 
challenges LADWP’s decision on November 28, 2017, to approve the “Well 
385R Pumping Test Project” without first complying with the 
requirements of CEQA. 

R. By letters dated February 22, 2018 and February 28, 2018, LADWP 
initiated dispute resolution under the Water Agreement requesting that 
the Technical Group attempt to resolves several issues arising from the 
proposed testing of Well W385R and pertaining to vegetation conditions 
and mitigation obligations at the Five Bridges Impact Area.   

S. By letter dated March 20, 2018, the County initiated dispute resolution 
under the Water Agreement requesting that the Technical Group attempt 
to resolves several issues arising from the proposed testing of Well W385R 
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and pertaining to vegetation conditions and mitigation obligations at the 
Five Bridges Impact Area.  

T. It is the desire and intent of the Parties through this Settlement 
Agreement to resolve the issues raised by the Parties in their respective 
disputes and settle the issues raised in the Petition filed by the County. 

 
AGREEMENT 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual agreements and covenants 
contained herein, and other consideration, the receipt of which is acknowledged by 
the Parties, the Parties agree as follows: 
 
1. Recitals.  Recitals A through T are hereby incorporated by reference 
thereto. 
 
2. General Agreements.  

a. The 1999 Revegetation Plan for the Five Bridges Impact Area was 
prepared by the Technical Group as required by Section III.F of the MOU. 

b. The Water Agreement provides authority to the Technical Group to agree 
to amend or replace the 1999 Revegetation Plan. 

c. All the goals of the 1999 Revegetation Plan apply to the areas described in 
the Plan. 
 

3.  Management of Well 385 and 386.  The Water Agreement does not contain 
specific provisions for managing a well such as Well 385 that has been modified. 
Under the circumstances, without agreeing that Well 385 is or is not a “new well,” 
the Parties have agreed to evaluate, monitor and manage groundwater pumping 
from Wells 385 and 386 in general accordance with the applicable portions of 
Section VI (“New Wells and Production Capacity”) of the Water Agreement; 
however, unless the Technical Group modifies the 1999 Revegetation Plan to allow 
pumping from those wells,  those wells also continue to be governed by the 1999 
Revegetation Plan and any other existing mitigation measures referencing those 
wells. Consequently, a jointly developed monitoring and management plan will 
govern the proposed pumping test of Wells 385 and 386.  (Note the general 
application of Section VI only applies to Wells 385 and 386;  the Parties have not  
agreed to evaluate, monitor, or manage groundwater pumping from other modified 
wells in accordance with Section VI of the Water Agreement. 
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4. Monitoring and Management Plan for Pumping Test of Well 385R. The 
Parties have jointly developed a Monitoring and Management Plan for the proposed 
pumping test of Well 385R. A copy of the Monitoring and Management Plan is 
attached as Attachment “A” hereto. The Parties, acting through the Technical 
Group, will adopt this jointly developed plan, pursuant to this Settlement 
Agreement.  The Parties agree that the adoption of monitoring and management 
plans by the Technical Group as required by this Settlement Agreement shall not be 
a precedent as to whether the Technical Group must approve a monitoring and 
management plan in the future in order to “jointly develop” a plan pursuant to 
Section VI of the Water Agreement.   
 
5. Modification of 1999 Revegetation Plan. The Parties, acting through the 
Technical Group, will amend the 1999 Revegetation Plan to allow the proposed 
pumping test of Well 385R to proceed in accordance with the attached Monitoring 
and Management Plan.  Such amendment shall temporarily suspend the provision 
requiring Wells 385 and 386 be “permanently shut down’.  
 
6. No Adverse Environmental Effects. The Parties agree that conducting the 
proposed pumping test of Well 385R will not cause any adverse effects to 
vegetation in the Five Bridges Impact Area and will not cause any other adverse 
environmental impacts. 
 
7. Pumping Test of Well 385.  After the Parties, acting through the Technical 
Group, have adopted the Monitoring and Management Plan and have modified the 
1999 Revegetation Plan,  LADWP may conduct the “Well 385R Pumping Test 
Project” in accordance with the Monitoring and Management Plan.  
 
8. Proposed Additional Pumping Tests. If the pumping test of Well 385 shows 
that well can be operated without causing any adverse effects to vegetation in the 
Five Bridges Impact Area and no other adverse environmental impacts, LADWP may 
desire to conduct further testing of Well 385 and/or a similar pumping test of Well 
386. Also, if a pumping test of Well 386 is conducted and it shows that well can be 
operated without  causing any adverse effects to vegetation in the Five Bridges 
Impact Area and no other adverse environmental impacts, LADWP may desire to 
conduct a two-month pumping test wherein Well 385 and Well 386 are 
simultaneously operated. 
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9. Pumping Test of Well 386.  LADWP may not conduct a pumping test of Well 
386 unless the Technical Group has: (1) agreed that the pumping test of Well 385 
did not cause any adverse effects to vegetation in the Five Bridges Impact Area and 
no other adverse environmental impacts, (2) has jointly developed and approved a 
monitoring and management plan for the Well 386 pumping test that will ensure 
that the test will not cause any adverse effects to vegetation in the Five Bridges 
Impact Area and no other adverse environmental impacts, and (3)   has amended 
the 1999 Revegetation Plan to allow the proposed pumping test of Well 386 to 
proceed in accordance with the jointly developed monitoring and management plan 
(such amendment shall temporarily suspend the provision requiring Wells 385 and 
386 be “permanently shut down”),. 
 
10. Pumping Test of the Simultaneous Operation of Wells 385 and 386.  LADWP 
may not conduct a pumping test of the simultaneous operation of Wells 385 and 
386 unless the Technical Group: (1)  has agreed that the pumping tests of Wells 385 
and 386 did not cause any adverse effects to vegetation in the Five Bridges Impact 
Area and no other adverse environmental impacts, (2) has jointly developed and 
approved a monitoring and management plan for the pumping test of the 
simultaneous operation of the two wells that will ensure that the test will not cause 
any adverse effects to vegetation in the Five Bridges Impact Area and no other 
adverse environmental impacts, and (3)  has amended the 1999 Revegetation Plan 
to allow a pumping test of the simultaneous operation of the two wells  to proceed 
in accordance with the jointly developed monitoring and management plan (such 
amendment shall temporarily suspend the provision requiring Wells 385 and 386 be 
“permanently shut down”),. 
  
11.  Operational Pumping of Well 385 and/or Well 386. If, following a pumping 
test of Well 385, a pumping test of Well 386 or a pumping test of the simultaneous 
operation of the two wells, LADWP may not conduct further operation of either or 
both wells unless: (1) the Technical Group: has, in accordance with Section VI of the 
Water Agreement, designated a management area and monitoring site 
requirements for each well, (2) it has been determined by the Technical Group or 
through dispute resolution that the goals of the 1999 Revegetation Plan have been 
fully achieved or the Technical Group has adopted a new management plan for the 
Five Bridges Impact Area that  includes a modification or replacement of the 
“permanent shut down” provision of the 1999 Revegetation Plan to allow the 
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operation of the well or wells and the goals of that  new management plan have 
been achieved, and (3) LADWP has  prepared and certified an appropriate CEQA 
document that addresses the operation of the well or wells . 
 
12. Dismissal of LADWP Disputes. Within ten days after the Parties, acting 
through the Technical Group, have adopted the Monitoring and Management Plan 
for the “Well 385R Pumping Test Project” and have modified the 1999 Revegetation 
Plan to temporarily suspend the “permanent shut down” provision to allow the 
“Well 385R Pumping Test Project” to proceed in accordance with the attached 
Monitoring and Management Plan, (whichever act occurs later), LADWP will send a 
letter to the County withdrawing its requests initiating dispute resolution on the 
issues identified in its letters dated February 22, 2018 and February 28, 2018.  
 
13. Dismissal of County Dispute and the County’s Petition.  Within ten days after 
the Parties, acting through the Technical Group, have adopted the Monitoring and 
Management Plan for the proposed pumping test of Well 385R and have  modified 
the 1999 Revegetation Plan to temporarily suspend the permanent shut down” 
provision to allow the “Well 385R Pumping Test Project” to proceed in accordance 
with the attached Monitoring and Management Plan (whichever act occurs later), 
the County will send a letter to LADWP withdrawing its requests initiating dispute 
resolution on the issues identified in its letter dated March 20, 2018, and will file a 
Request for Dismissal of its Petition with prejudice.  
 
14. Dispute over whether the goals of the 1999 Revegetation Plan have been 
met. The question of whether the 1999 Revegetation Plan’s goals have or have not 
been met is not resolved by this Settlement Agreement. The withdrawal of LADWP’s 
dispute over whether the goals of the 1999 Revegetation Plan have been met does 
not prohibit LADWP or the County from reinitiating that dispute at a later time. 
   
15. Other Litigation.  The County is named as a Real Party in Interest in Inyo 
County Superior Court Case Number SICVCV17-61853.  The County will support 
the agreements and conclusions contained in this Settlement Agreement in that 
litigation. 
 
16. Attorneys’ Fees and Costs.  Each party shall bear its own attorneys’ fees 
and costs related to the disputes filed by the Parties, the Petition filed by the 
County and the negotiation and entry of this Settlement Agreement.   
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17. No Admission.  This Settlement Agreement pertains to disputed claims and 
is a result of compromise.  As such, except as expressly provided herein, it does 
not constitute and shall not be deemed an admission of any fact or of any liability 
by either Party. 
 
18. Entire Agreement.  This Settlement Agreement contains the sole and entire 
agreement and understanding between the Parties with respect to the entire 
subject matter hereof, and any and all prior discussions, negotiations, 
commitments, or understandings related hereto, whether oral or written, are 
hereby merged herein. 
 
19. Counterparts.  This Settlement Agreement may be executed in 
counterparts and, when executed, all such counterparts shall constitute one 
agreement that shall be binding upon the Parties, notwithstanding that the 
signatures of the Parties’ designated representatives do not appear on the same 
page. 
 
20.   Notices.  Any notices required by this Settlement Agreement shall be sent 
via U.S. Mail to the addresses for the other Party at the addresses provided in this 
paragraph, or at such other address for a Party as shall have been specified by the 
Party in written notice provided to other Party.  A notice shall be deemed 
delivered 3 business days after deposit of the notice in the U.S. Mail.  Notices shall 
be addressed and delivered as follows: 
 
To County: 
      

County Administrator 
P.O. Drawer N 
Independence, California 93526 
 
Copy to: 
County Counsel 
County of Inyo 
P.O. Drawer M 
Independence, California 93526  
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To LADWP: 
 

Director of Water Operations 
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 
P.O. BOX 51111 - Room 1449 
Los Angeles, California 90051-0100 

 
Copy to: 
City of Los Angeles, Office of the City Attorney 
221 North Figueroa Street, Suite 1000 
Los Angeles, California 90012 

 
21. Modifications.  This Settlement Agreement may be modified or amended 
by written agreement of the Parties. 
 
22.  Choice of Law.  This Settlement Agreement shall be interpreted and 
enforced pursuant to the laws of the State of California without regard to choice 
of law principles. 
 
23.  Interpretation.  This Settlement Agreement is the product of negotiation 
and preparation by and among the Parties and their respective counsel.  It shall 
not be deemed prepared or drafted by one Party or another, and shall be 
construed accordingly. 
 
24. Illegality/Severability.  Any provision or provisions of this Settlement 
Agreement that are determined by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, 
void, or illegal, shall in no way affect, impair or invalidate any other provisions 
hereof, and the remaining provisions hereof shall nevertheless remain in full force 
and effect. 
  
25. Litigation and Venue. If a Party reasonably believes that any other Party 
has breached this Settlement Agreement by failing to discharge an obligation or 
perform a duty required of it, then, such party may institute an appropriate action 
in the Superior Court of California, County of lnyo within 60 days of such breach. If 
such an action is filed, either Party may file a motion seeking an order a 
transferring venue to another court. In such event, the other Party may oppose 
such a motion.   
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26. No Effect on Disputes Arising from the Water Agreement.  Except for its 
specific provisions pertaining to Wells 385 and 386, this Settlement Agreement 
does not apply to any existing or future disagreements arising from or relating to 
the Water Agreement.    
 
27. Failure to Approve Settlement Agreement. If the Parties do not approve this 
Settlement Agreement, the disputes described in Recitals R and S that have been 
initiated by the Parties shall be resolved in accordance with the dispute resolution 
procedures of the LTWA.  
 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Settlement Agreement as 
of the dates written below. 
 
COUNTY 
 
 
Date:_________   _______________________________________ 
     By: Dan Totheroh 
      Chair, Board of Supervisors 
 
LADWP 
 
 
Date:_________   _______________________________________ 
     By: David Wright 
      General Manager 
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Pumping Test of W385R in the Laws Wellfield 

Monitoring Plan (June 2018) 

1. Purpose: 

The purpose of this document is to describe a monitoring plan for a pumping test of the modified 

production well W385R in the Laws Wellfield (Figure 1).  Well W385R is the new designation of the 

existing well W385 that was modified and now has different hydraulic characteristics and 

significantly lower pumping capacity than its original design.  The modification to Well W385 

sealed the screened portion of the wells within the shallow aquifer (50‐323 feet) to minimize 

potential impacts on the groundwater dependent vegetation. The hypothesis underlying this test 

is that by sealing the upper part of the well screen, pumping effects on the shallow aquifer and 

groundwater dependent resources will be reduced or eliminated.  A sixty‐day test was conducted 

on wells W385 and W386 in 1993‐1994, and the test proposed here will provide data to compare 

with the prior test so that the effect of the modifications made to the well can be evaluated. 

Because of the concerns expressed regarding potential impacts on nearby resources, LADWP is 

now treating modified well W385R and nearby W386R as new wells. LADWP is planning to conduct 

a two‐month pumping test to collect necessary data for evaluating potential impacts of operating 

this well on nearby resources. The goal of this monitoring program is to assist in determining any 

potential long‐term effects of pumping this well on nearby resources. 

2. Setting: 

A brief overview of the hydrogeology of the W385R/Five Bridges project area follows. The 

W385R/Five Bridges project area is located in the northern portion of the Owens Valley in the 

immediate vicinity of the confluence of the Owens River and Fish Slough.  

In general, ground and surface water, originating from the Sierra, flows northeast from the Bishop 

Creek alluvial fan to the Owens River. Additional surface and groundwater flow enters the project 

area from the west along the Owen River. The Volcanic Tablelands and Fish Slough are located 

north of the project area and provide surface flow, and potentially groundwater flow, to the Five 

Bridges area. There are a series of north‐south striking faults running north from Bishop through 

the project area into the Volcanic Tablelands. In other locations in the Owens Valley, faults 

generally interrupt groundwater flow across (perpendicular to) the axis of their strike while 

preferentially allowing flow along (parallel to) their strike. The north‐south striking Fish Slough 

fault lies in the immediate vicinity of the project area.  
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Flows in the Owens River are related to seasonal runoff and are largely controlled by LADWP 

operations. Surface and groundwater flow exits the project area to the east or southeast. 

Additional factors affecting groundwater levels include water diverted from the Bishop Creek 

Canal (west to south of the project) for irrigation, pumping on the Bishop Cone (notably LADWP 

production well W410 located approximately 1.5 mile south of the project area), 

evapotranspiration which peaks spring through fall, and precipitation which falls primarily fall 

through spring. Groundwater levels in the vicinity of the project are generally shallow (less than 15 

feet below ground surface).  

The subsurface layers in the vicinity of W385R, from shallow to deep, consist generally of poorly to 

moderately consolidated alluvial and fluvial sand and gravel deposits related to the Owens River 

flood plain; the buried Bishop Tuff related to the formation of the Volcanic Tablelands; and sands, 

silts and clays related to older fluvial and lacustrine deposits. The Bishop tuff and or clay layers at 

depth  related to older lacustrine deposits can create confining or semi‐confining layers which 

separate the recent alluvial and fluvial deposits (“shallow aquifer”) from the older buried 

sediments (“deep aquifer”). 

Wetland and phreatophytic vegetation exists in the Owens River flood plain in the project area as 

does irrigated pasture. The Fish Slough ecosystem to the north is an Area of Critical Environmental 

Concern. It is hypothesized that groundwater from beneath the Volcanic Tablelands and Tri Valley 

region discharges at Fish Slough and sustains this groundwater‐dependent ecosystem. 

A three‐dimensional finite‐difference MODFLOW groundwater model was developed by MWH 

Americas Consulting Co in 2006 for the Bishop‐Laws area, including the W385R area. This model 

was updated and calibrated with transient data in 2011. Data collected from this two‐month 

operational test on W385R can be used to updated and recalibrate the Bishop/Laws groundwater 

flow model before using it to simulate long‐term operation of this well.  

Extensive USGS studies, DWR and University of California research, and LADWP data collection 

exists in the project area and can be found on the Inyo County Water Department’s website 

www.inyowater.org or on LADWP’s www.ladwp.com webpage. 

3. Background: 

Wells W385 and W386 were drilled in March 1987 and screened from approximately 50 to 550 

feet. Their purpose was to supply or provide make‐up water for enhancement/mitigation projects 

in Owens Valley and to dewater nearby gravel deposits to facilitate gravel mining. As originally 

designed, these wells were screened in both shallow and deep aquifers.  Pumping from wells 

W385 and W386 occurred between 1987 and 1989, groundwater levels in the surrounding shallow 

aquifer were lowered, and as a result, approximately 300 acres of groundwater‐dependent 

vegetation south of the Owens River, known as the Five Bridges Area, was impacted partially by 

operation of these wells. Therefore, LADWP stopped operating these wells.  
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This monitoring plan includes mainly hydrologic monitoring but will also include monitoring 

vegetation through photo point monitoring and existing permanent vegetation transects.  

4. Hydrologic Monitoring 

The proposed two‐month pumping test of W385R is planned for winter to be most comparable 

with the 1993/4 test conducted from November to January. Also during the winter months, other 

hydrologic variables such as irrigation to Five Bridges, significant changes in stage to the Owens 

River, and/or seasonal changes related to evapotranspiration, are less of a factor. 

The main tool in determining potential effects of pumping W385R will be through hydrologic 

monitoring including both surface and groundwater north and south of the Owens River. Table 1 

shows a list of wells that have historically been and currently are being monitored. These wells are 

a combination of shallow test wells (less than 40 feet deep) and deeper wells screened in the 

deeper aquifer. These wells will continue to be monitored both during and after the two‐month 

test with increased frequency. Figure 1 shows the location of the monitoring wells.  

All LADWP wells will be monitored by LADWP.  The Inyo County Water Department (ICWD) can 

spot check the water levels in these wells. Majorities of the LADWP monitoring wells listed in Table 

1 have been equipped with pressure transducers to record groundwater levels every 6 hours; all 

wells will have manual depth‐to‐water reads measured as per the schedule that follows.  

Background data is being collected and data collected during the pumping test will be downloaded 

on day 3, 7, 14, 21, 28, 42, and 60 after the start of pumping. After quality assurance and quality 

control on this data has been completed, they will be transmitted to ICWD.  The ICWD has 

contacted the owner of the private well located northwest of well W385R, is currently monitoring 

groundwater level in this private well, and will continue to collect groundwater data during and 

after the pumping test. In addition, ICWD is currently monitoring four BLM monitoring wells in the 

Fish Slough area (Fish Slough #1, 2, 4 and Zack Well). ICWD will share data collected from these 

wells with LADWP. 
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Table 1. Monitoring wells to be monitored during the two‐month pumping test of W385R 

(Locations are shown in Figure 1) 

Monitoring 
Well 

Depth 
(ft) 

Distance from W385 
(ft) 

Direction from 
W385 

Location relative to 
Owens River 

T438  37  3,330  NE  N. of River 

T704  32  570  S  N. of River 

T733  674  585  S  N. of River 

T752  680  9,422  W  N. of River 

T753  100  9,422  W  N. of River 

T754  210  9,422  W  N. of River 

T755  490  9,422  W  N. of River 

T756  45  3,560  SW  S. of River 

T757  310  3,560  SW  S. of River 

T758  575  3,560  SW  S. of River 

T759  210  3,560  SW  S. of River 

T826  17  1,880  S  N. of River 

T827  16  2,220  S  N. of River 

T828  15  2,680  S  S. of River 

T829  17  3,090  S  S. of River 

T830  14  2,920  SW  S. of River 

T831  10  6,490  SW  S. of River 

T838  37  4,310  SE  S. of River 

V875  21  3,080  SE  N. of River 

W248  602  10,592  NE  N. of River 

W386R  560  530  S  N. of River 

Private Well  160  3,400  N  N. of River 

FS#1  61  7.1 miles  N  N. of River 

FS#2  46  4.0 miles  N  N. of River 

FS#4  8  6.4 miles  N  N. of River 

Zack   257  5.2 miles  N  N. of River 

T397  180  7.1 miles  N  N. of River 
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Besides groundwater level monitoring, it is also desirable to monitor surface water features near 

W385R. This is to measure and separate the effect of changes in the stage of surface water 

features from the effect of groundwater pumping on groundwater levels in the shallow aquifer.  

Table 2 list all surface water features that will be monitored as part of data gathering for the two‐

month pumping test. Discharge in the Owens River is controlled by releases from Pleasant Valley 

Reservoir, five miles to the west, and releases during the winter are typically in the 200‐300 cfs 

range.  Any decreases in the river flow due to capture by the pumping well would be too small to 

measure.  LADWP personnel has installed a staff gauge along a transect connecting T827 and T828 

to monitor water level in the Owens River. Water level in the pond located west of W385R will also 

be monitored using a staff gauge installed in the pond. Both staff gauges will be read daily during 

weekdays and will be included in the monitoring data provided to ICWD. 

Table 2. Surface water monitoring during the two‐month pumping test  

(Locations are shown in Figure 1) 

 

Since early 2000, LADWP has been diverting water from Diversion #2 of Bishop Creek Canal three 

times a year to promote vegetation recovery in the Five Bridges Area. Operation of this diversion 

has shown to affect groundwater level in the Five Bridges Area south of the Owens River (see T829 

data in Figure 2). Therefore, LADWP will not release water from Diversion #2 into the Five Bridges 

Area during the pumping test of W385R.  This should help separate the effect of pumping from 

that of surface water operation on shallow groundwater elevation. 

Station Name Notes

3208 FISH SLOUGH SPRINGS BELOW POND #1 Northern most station at Fish Slough

3209 FISH SLOUGH SPRINGS AT B.L.M. SPRING Fish Slough near FS#2

3216 FISH SLOUGH AT L.A. STATION #2 Fish Slough at Upper McNally Canal

3217 Fish Slough Spring below Ponds 2 and 3 Fish Slough Spring south of T397

3207 FISH SLOUGH AT OWENS RIVER Fish Slough at Owens River

3242 BISHOP CK CANAL DIV. TO 5 BRIDGES #2 Diversion No.2 off Bishop Creek

Owens River Staff Gauge North shore of Owens River

3343 West Pont Staff Gauge pond west of W385R
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After the two‐month pumping test is completed, results will be tabulated and compared to the 

1993/94 test. Flow and groundwater monitoring will continue on their pre‐test schedules. If 

pumping test results and groundwater modeling indicate that W385R will not have a negative 

effect on nearby groundwater levels, additional testing or operations may be considered by the 

Technical Group. 

5. Trigger levels 

The purpose of groundwater level triggers is to prevent potential significant impacts to nearby 

vegetation, domestic wells, and the Fish Slough Area of Critical Environmental Concern due to 

water table decline related to 385R pumping. As of September 2017, groundwater levels at the 

two vegetation‐related trigger wells are approximately three feet below ground surface, within 

the rooting zone of meadow vegetation. The groundwater level in the domestic trigger well is 

approximately 10 feet below ground surface. Groundwater depths at the wells listed in Table 1 of 

Appendix A will be measured within a week before the pumping test begins. The three triggers 

levels at FS #2, T830 and Private Well will be set based on those water levels and will take into 

account the expected hydrologic changes at each of the three wells for the ensuing two‐month 

test period. Hydrologic changes unrelated to pumping include: seasonal changes in evaporation, 

transpiration, and recharge rates; temporary dynamic drawdown in the domestic well caused by 

use of the well; and changes related to surface water management by LADWP of the Owens River, 

McNally Canals, Five Bridges irrigation ditches, C‐drain, and other conveyances. 

 
As noted in the individual trigger descriptions, the two vegetation‐related triggers will be set 

approximately 1‐2 feet below the expected, non‐pumping related water table change. In effect, 

triggers will represent 1‐2 feet of drawdown caused by pumping. The trigger level for the domestic 

well (10 feet) represents a drawdown that is two feet less than the drawdown observed during the 

1993/94 test (12 feet). The well owner states that the 1993/94 test did not cause a significant 

impact to his well's operability; therefore, the 10‐foot trigger should not cause a significant impact. 

If LADWP and Inyo County are unable to agree upon the actual trigger levels, setting of the trigger 

levels shall be subject to the Water Agreement's dispute resolution procedure. 

 
1. A trigger level in monitoring well T830 will be set immediately preceding the pumping test at a 

value agreed upon by LADWP and ICWD technical staffs. This trigger will be based on a 

measurable deviation below the expected seasonal change in groundwater level at this well. 

For example, if groundwater level in T830 is 8 feet below ground surface (bgs) before the test 

and the normal winter decline is 1 foot, the trigger would be set at 10 feet bgs. For 

comparison, during the 1993/94 pumping test groundwater in T830 declined approximately 5 

feet. 

2. A trigger level in the private well located northwest of W385R will be set immediately 

preceding the pumping test at 10 feet below the pre‐pump testing static water level. For 

example, if static groundwater level in this well is 15 feet bgs before the test, the trigger will be 
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set at 25 feet bgs. Based on the well construction, pump depth, and dynamic drawdown 

caused by in‐well pumping of the domestic well, a 10 foot drawdown trigger would be 

protective of well operability. For comparison, during the 1993‐94 test the groundwater level 

in this well dropped approximately 12 feet without adversely affecting short‐term well 

operability. 

3. A trigger level at Fish Slough #2, the southern‐most Fish Slough monitoring well (located 

southeast of BLM Springs), will be set using similar method as T830. This trigger will be set 

immediately preceding the pumping test at a value agreed upon by LADWP and ICWD technical 

staffs. This trigger will be based on a measurable deviation below the expected seasonal 

change in groundwater level. For example if water level in FS#2 is 4 feet bgs before the test 

and the normal winter trend is upward, the trigger can be set at 5 feet bgs. Data does not exist 

for other Fish Slough area wells from the 1993‐94 time period. 

 

In the event that water level in any of the three wells falls to the set trigger level for that well 

during the two‐month pumping test, the pumping from W385R will stop and the data from the 

abbreviated test will be analyzed. Utilizing the trigger levels for the management of pumping 

W385R as stated above in items 1‐3 will be limited only to the two month pumping test period. 

This work plan is neither an endorsement nor a limitation on the use of trigger levels for future 

testing and management of pumping from W385R. 

 

6. Vegetation Monitoring 

While hydrologic monitoring will be the primary mechanism for detecting potential change 

associated with pumping test of W385R, LADWP will also monitor vegetation through photo point 

monitoring and two permanent vegetation‐transects linked to monitoring site Laws 4.   

Photo point locations were previously established following the initial vegetation impacts to the 

Five Bridges Area and new photos are captured annually at the peak of the growing season as part 

of LADWP’s mitigation monitoring.  These photo point locations are Control, Overview, West 

Meadow, Exclosure, Multiple Completion Meadow, and Burn, and are shown in Figure 4 relative to 

the location of W385R and W386R.  There is a considerable photo dataset showing a range of 

conditions over the past 18 years at these locations, as some of these points were established as 

early as 1988.   

For the purposes of tracking potential vegetation impacts in response to the pumping test of 

W385R, LADWP will conduct photo point monitoring at 4 of the 6 Five Bridges Photo Points 

monthly during the growing season (April –September).  These 4 locations are Overview, West 

Meadow, Multiple Completion, and Burn; it is unnecessary to conduct the monthly monitoring at 

the Control and Exclosure sites and these points will continue to be monitored at the peak of the 

growing season as in past years.  Although there are significant photo records at each of these 

sites for many years, current conditions were documented in April 2016 as Baseline Conditions 
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prior to operating well W385R.  These photos are provided in Appendix B.  LADWP will conduct the 

monthly photo point monitoring for the duration of initial testing period per Section VI of the 

Water Agreement. 

The two permanent vegetation transects associated with Laws 4 are monitored annually to track 

species composition and percent cover in the mitigation area.  L4A and L4B are both located in 

alkali meadows; Transect L4A in the Multiple Completion Meadow, L4B in the West Meadow.  At 

Transect L4A in 2014, live perennial cover was 8.7% composed of 5 native species.  Perennial cover 

at Transect L4B in 2014 was 34.1% composed of 6 native species.  Vegetation cover has declined at 

both of these sites in recent years due to successive dry years, pepperweed invasion and 

subsequent weed treatment, all occurring prior to this initial operation of W385R.  However, this 

data is collected annually and will serve as an additional mechanism to track the effects of the well 

operation on vegetation if such an impact can be isolated from other influences.  If there appears 

to be a significant decline in vegetation in response to well activity, provisions outlined in the 

Green Book will be followed.   



 

Figurre 5 – Photo Point and VVegetation M
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Monitoring Sites for Pummping test off Well W385R 
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PARS Pension Rate 
Stabilization Program
for prefunding pension obligations

The
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Pension Funding Status
As of June 30, 2016, County of Inyo CalPERS pension plan is funded as follows*:

Actuarial Liability $230.1 M

Assets $159.1 M

Unfunded Liability $71.0 M

Funded Ratio 69.2%

Employer Contribution Amount (FY 17-18) $6.1 M

Projected Employer Contribution Amount (FY 24-25) $12.3 M (100.7% ↑)

* Data from Agency’s 2016-17 CalPERS actuarial valuation
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Projected Employer Contributions (Misc.)

Projected misc. contributions increase from $4.8M to $9.5M* (99.9% ↑)

* Data from Agency’s 2016-17 CalPERS actuarial valuation
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Projected Employer Contributions (Safety)

Projected safety contributions increase from $1.3M to $2.7M* (103.9% ↑)

* Data from Agency’s 2016-17 CalPERS actuarial valuation
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• Assets are sub-accounted for separately

• Prefund one now and the other later

• Addresses unfunded liabilities 

• Can choose different investment risk 
tolerance levels for each

• Can access funds at anytime; OPEB for OPEB 
and pension for pension

• Assets (OPEB and Pension) aggregate and 
reach lower fees on tiered schedule sooner –
saving money!

• No cost to set up; no fees until assets are 
added

THE PARS IRS-Approved Combination 115 Trust

prefund

OPEB
(GASB 45/75) 

Retiree Medical Benefits

orReimburse agency Pay provider

PRSP
(GASB 68) 

Pension Rate Stabilization Program

orReimburse agency Pay retirement system
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1
Complete Local Control over Assets 
Pension Rate  Stabilization Program provides an alternative to sending money 
directly to retirement system to address unfunded pension liabilities 

2
Pension Rate Stabilization 
Assets can be transferred to retirement system plan at the Agency’s direction, which 
can reduce or eliminate large fluctuations in Employer contributions to retirement 
system

3
Rainy Day Fund 
Emergency source of funds when Employer revenues are impaired based on 
economic or other conditions

4
Diversified Investing
Potential for Greater Return than General Fund

Why Prefund Pension Obligations?
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PARS Client list – PRSP (152) U p d a t e d :  J u n e  2 0 1 8

CITIES & TOWNS

Alameda
Atwater
Bell Gardens
Beverly Hills
Brea
Brisbane
Burlingame
Capitola
Chino Hills
Colma
Corcoran
Coronado
Cudahy
Cypress
Daly City
Dublin
El Centro
El Segundo
Emeryville
Escondido
Fountain Valley
Fullerton
Glendale
Half Moon Bay

Healdsburg
Hercules
Huntington Beach
La Habra
La Mesa
Lake Forest
Lodi
Los Altos Hills
Los Gatos
Manhattan Beach
Morgan Hill
Napa
National City
Norwalk
Oakley
Oroville
Palmdale
Palo Alto
Pasadena
Pico Rivera
Piedmont
Pleasanton
Port Hueneme
Rancho Cucamonga

Redwood City
Rohnert Park
Rolling Hills
San Ramon
Santa Ana
Santa Clara
Sausalito
Solana Beach
Stanton
Stockton
Temecula
Thousand Oaks
Tiburon
Tustin
Union City
Upland
Vallejo
Villa Park
West Covina
West Sacramento
Westminster
Yountville
Yuba City
Yucca Valley

COUNTIES

Calaveras
Humboldt
Kings
Lassen
Nevada

Placer
Plumas
Riverside
San Benito
Siskiyou

Solano
Sutter
Tulare
Yolo

SPECIAL DISTRICTS

Alameda County MAD
Central Contra Costa Sanitary District 
Delta Diablo (Sanitation District)
East Bay Regional Park District
East Orange County Water District
El Dorado Hills County Water District
Fallbrook Public Utility District
Fort Ord Reuse Authority
Goleta Cemetery District
Goleta West Sanitary District
Great Basin Unified APCD 
Housing Authority of the 

County of Santa Cruz
Humboldt Bay Municipal Water District
Mesa Water District
Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District
Midpeninsula Water District

Mojave Desert AQMD
Montecito Fire Protection District
Monterey Bay Air Resources District
Moraga-Orinda Fire Protection District
Municipal Water District of Orange County
Napa County MAD
Nevada County Consolidated FD
Novato Sanitary District
Rancho Cucamonga Fire PD
South Coast Water District
Southern Marin Fire Protection District
Superior Court of CA - County of Kern
Sweetwater Springs Water District
Three Valleys Municipal Water District
Twentynine Palms Water District
West Bay Sanitary District
Yorba Linda Water District

EDUCATION DISTRICTS

Citrus CCD
Coast CCD
Grossmont-Cuyamaca CCD 
Hartnell CCD
Marin CCD
Pasadena CCD
San Bernardino CCD
San Luis Obispo CCD (Cuesta College)
Victor Valley CCD
West Valley-Mission CCD
Yosemite CCD
Alta Loma Unified School District
Bass Lake Joint Union ESD
Beverly Hills USD
Calistoga  Joint USD
Campbell Union HSD
Corning Union ESD

Coronado USD
Cotati-Rohnert Park USD
Fontana USD
Hermosa Beach City SD
Hesperia Unified SD
Lakeside Union SD
Lemon Grove SD 
Natomas USD
Ocean View SD 
Ontario-Montclair SD 
Placer Union HSD
River Delta USD
San Marino USD
Santa Rita Union SD
Visalia USD
Whittier City SD
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