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October 30, 2020 

NOTE:  This article was originally posted on Facebook and is presented here by, 
again, our own Shirley Kirkpatric.  Huge thanks to Shirley for once again keeping all 
of us so well informed and thanks to Kristie Diener who manages the “CA Water for 
Food and People Movement” thread on Facebook who has given your editor permis-
sion to copy and use any information from this thread in our Newsletter .  By continu-
ally being informed of the truth, we, the people of IWV can continue our fight to save 
our water based on facts and not input from those who do not either know or under-
stand the facts or else have personal agendas.   
 

The CA Water For Food and People Movement" 
 posted by Kristi Diener 

On the Subject Facebook Forum 
The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) requires the formation of a 
Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA). Under the language of SGMA, GSAs have 
been given the authority to choose from a list of powers they can adopt and enforce to 
ensure compliance with their Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP). One of those pow-
ers enables the GSA to charge well water extraction fees. For Searles Valley Minerals, 
which employs 700 in a small town, those fees will be 7000% more, or $6 million per 
year. SVM has operated for 140 years, and holds senior water rights, but cannot cover 
$6M annually for water. If the current plan takes effect at the end of the year, the manu-
facturing plant and all the jobs it creates will be out of business. This is happening 
around the state with agriculture being taken out, too.  Kristi Diener 
 
Kristi included the link to the following very informative article that appears in 
CalMatters who in return has given your editor permission to share this article with 
our readers:                           

  “https:www.calmatters.org”   
CalMatters is a nonprofit, nonpartisan newsroom committed to 

 explaining California policy and politics.  

By Burnell Blanchard, Special to CalMatters 
Guest Commentary October 24, 2020  

                                        
 
 
 

           
 

http://www.sdarabians.com/CAWaterGovernmentInterference.html
http://www.calmatters.org�


Burnell Blanchard is vice president of operations at Searles Valley Minerals, a minerals recovery and 
manufacturing company, blanchar@svmineraal.com  

 
California celebrated the passage of historic legislation six years ago when Gov. Jerry Brown signed 
into law the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act, written to achieve sustainable groundwater 
management for basins throughout the State. 
 
The groundwater law requires governments and water agencies to halt overdraft and bring groundwater 
basins into balanced levels of pumping and recharge. While the law is essential to our ability to manage 
the state’s groundwater supply so that it can continue to meet the needs of California’s homes, farms 
and businesses, success will depend entirely on reasonable, collaborative implementation at the local 
level. In his signing statement, the governor stressed that “groundwater management in California is 
best accomplished  locally. 
 
I can see clearly the challenge ahead for implementation of the groundwater act because I now have 
first-hand experience with the kinds of water disputes that can arise when the local parties involved are 
not given a chance to work things out collaboratively. State leaders supported the adoption of the act 
because they recognized this simple fact as well – local water agencies and entities must work together 
to bring groundwater basins into balance. 
 
Local groundwater authorities are required to have adopted and implemented a Groundwater Sustain-
ability Plan to balance their basins between 2040 and 2042. We won’t know if the law has been effec-
tive until all local groundwater authorities have fully implemented their plans, but already we’re seeing 
what the biggest hurdle on the road to success may be: knowledgeable, capable and collaborative 
groundwater authorities. 
 
Groundwater authorities were mandated to form under the law. This means they’re new agencies and 
relatively inexperienced in managing groundwater resources. They’re facing the uphill challenge of 
pulling together data on who is pumping, how much they are pumping and what sources of groundwa-
ter recharge are available. Add to that the complex politics of California water and you can see how 
challenging it can be to implement the law in local communities. 
 
As an example of how implementation can go awry, look at what is happening right now in my back-
yard, the Indian Wells Valley located in the northwest Mojave Desert. 
 
The recently formed Indian Wells Valley Groundwater Authority developed a Groundwater Sustain-
ability Plan without adequate stakeholder engagement, transparency and collaboration. As a result, the 
authority approved exorbitant replenishment fees on select users without any real plan for securing the 
future sources of water they seek to help balance the basin. Unfortunately, the authority’s plan picks 
“winners” and “losers” in the groundwater basin. 
 
My company, Searles Valley Minerals, will be particularly hard hit by the authority’s plan. Searles is a 
manufacturing company that has operated for 140 years with the region’s most senior water rights. 
 
We rely on groundwater for our operations but are now facing an exorbitant $6 million annual replen-
ishment fee under the authority’s proposal. That’s a 7,000% increase in the company’s water rates set 
to take effect on Jan. 1, 2021. The authority is pushing to implement its plan in only four months – 
something that typically has taken three years or more to do well – giving us no time or venue to create 
alternative options. 
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The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act calls for planning and implementation that does not create 
“undesirable results.” This is a case study in the unintended consequences of good legislation gone wrong 
when implemented hastily. If this plan ultimately takes effect, Searles will be forced out of business, more 
than 700 good-paying jobs will be eliminated, and our already underserved community will suffer dire eco-
nomic  consequences. 
The law empowers local communities to work together and is meant to prevent the need for costly and 
lengthy litigation that can take years. And yet, the Indian Wells Valley is a microcosm of what can go 
wrong when the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act is implemented without adequate public partici-
pation and buy-in, and without detailed plans for a sustainable water future. 
 
For local groundwater authorities in particular, the lesson here is: seek consensus at every step in the proc-
ess, be a partner with your local community and map out a reasonable path that affords everyone the chance 
to anticipate. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
  
 
 
NOTE:  This information absolutely proves that both LADWP and our California Gov-
ernment are the guilty parties and cause of the so-called, water-shortage disasters not only 
here in the Indian Wells Valley and Trona, but also throughout the entire State.  We 
“ALL” must continue to fight this, rescind SGMA by voting good politicians into CA Gov-
ernment Offices and continue to expose these disastrous government-takeover moves loud 
and clear.  Again, the following information has been submitted to this Newsletter by 
Shirley Kirkpatric of our Indian Wells Valley.  Huge thanks to Shirley and the rest of our 
IWV folks who keep eyes open. 
 
 

California Slammed Over ‘Blank Check’ for Delta 
Tunnel Project 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 

Many Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta residents oppose plans by the state of California 
 to build a tunnel under the estuary to divert water from the Sacramento River 

October 29, 2020 NICK CAHILL 
 

It’s outrageous that California officials would commit funds for this massively harmful water tunnel 
without public engagement or environmental review,” said John Buse, the center’s senior counsel in a 
statement. “This boondoggle will destroy the delta ecosystem in a desperate attempt to continue un-
sustainable water use in Central and Southern California.” 
 
The lawsuit is the latest chapter in the fight over the state’s decades-long attempt to funnel water 
around the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta directly to megagrowers and cities like Los Angeles 
in the south. 
While Newsom drew applause from environmentalists just months after taking office when he 
scrapped his predecessor’s litigation-prone plan, a new version quickly emerged. 
 
With conservationists clamoring for the governor to take a more holistic approach to the delta and the 
state’s antiquated water problems, Newsom instead linked himself to what is undoubtedly one of the 
most controversial water projects in state history. 
This past January, the state revived the idea and filed paperwork to officially begin the environmental 
review process. Newsom and the Department of Water Resources contend the plan is a long overdue 
infrastructure update and will help ward off damage to crucial aqueducts caused by earthquakes and 
rising sea levels. Stretching across 1,100 square miles and five counties, the Sacramento-San Joaquin 
River Delta and its dozens of manmade islands support a $5 billion agricultural industry and supply 
water to over 25 million Californians through the federally operated Central Valley Project and the 
State Water Project. 
 
But continual over pumping, agricultural runoff and tepid water temperatures have nearly extin-
guished a once-booming salmon population and polluted water quality, causing environmentalists to 
warn that the billion-dollar plumbing job — if ever completed — could ignite an ecological disaster. 
 
Despite the environmental concerns and the previous failed attempts to get the ambitious project out 
of the planning phase, the Newsom administration is moving forward with the plan and has made it a 
focal point of the state’s so-called “water portfolio.” With planning and environmental review still un-
derway, the Department of Water Resources asked a state judge this past August for clearance to use 
bonds to fund the contentious project. The move stirred a new wave of fear for the tunnel opponents 
who say the state was pursuing a “blank check” during the pandemic-induced recession. They point to 
the fact the department states in its validation petition the total amount of bonds is unclear but that the 
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principal shouldn’t be “limited.” 
 
Along with Thursday’s lawsuit, the environmentalists are separately fighting the August validation at-
tempt. The coalition is looking to throw a wrench in the plan by forcing the state back to the drawing 
board when it comes to the lofty price tag.  “This premature move to secure unlimited funding during 
the Covid-19 pandemic is just more of the same old shenanigans we have seen over the years from the 
Department of Water Resources in regard to the tunnel,” said Tim Stroshane of co-plaintiff Restore the 
Delta. “DWR put the cart before the horse. There is no final delta tunnel plan, no environmental impact 
report, no permit from the State Water Resources Control Board and no federal permits.”   
 
Filed in Sacramento County Superior Court, the lawsuit also asks for an order prohibiting the state 
from performing physical planning work until all environmental review is complete. For over a year 
the department has been conducting geotechnical drilling in three delta counties.  As the state works 
out the final details, the environmentalists say they are happy to double as financial watchdogs for the 
estimated $16 billion tunnel. 
 
“The single tunnel project would have devastating consequences for the delta,” said plaintiffs’ attorney 
Bob Wright in a statement. “The state can’t afford to continue throwing money away on this unsustain-
able pipe dream.”  In a statement, the Department of Water Resources said its validation effort is meant 
to confirm its authority to authorize and issue bonds, and confirmation of that authority “does not com-
mit the department to any particular course of action.  “The department retains its full discretion to ap-
prove or reject a project following CEQA review.” 
 
It’s outrageous that California officials would commit funds for this massively harmful water tunnel 
without public engagement or environmental review,” said John Buse, the center’s senior counsel in a 
statement. “This boondoggle will destroy the delta ecosystem in a desperate attempt to continue unsus-
tainable water use in Central and Southern California.”   
 
The lawsuit is the latest chapter in the fight over the state’s decades-long attempt to funnel water 
around the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta directly to megagrowers and cities like Los Angeles in 
the south.  While Newsom drew applause from environmentalists just months after taking office when 
he scrapped his predecessor’s litigation-prone plan, a new version quickly emerged.  With conserva-
tionists clamoring for the governor to take a more holistic approach to the delta and the state’s anti-
quated water problems, Newsom instead linked himself to what is undoubtedly one of the most contro-
versial water projects in state history. 
 
This past January, the state revived the idea and filed paperwork to officially begin the environmental 
review process. Newsom and the Department of Water Resources contend the plan is a long overdue 
infrastructure update and will help ward off damage to crucial aqueducts caused by earthquakes and 
rising sea levels.   Stretching across 1,100 square miles and five counties, the Sacramento-San Joaquin 
River Delta and its dozens of manmade islands support a $5 billion agricultural industry and supply 
water to over 25 million Californians through the federally operated Central Valley Project and the 
State Water Project. 
 
But continual overpumping, agricultural runoff and tepid water temperatures have nearly extinguished 
a once-booming salmon population and polluted water quality, causing environmentalists to warn that 
the billion-dollar plumbing job — if ever completed — could ignite an ecological disaster.  Despite the 
environmental concerns and the previous failed attempts to get the ambitious project out of the plan-
ning phase, the Newsom administration is moving forward with the plan and has made it a focal point 
of the state’s so-called “water portfolio.” With planning and environmental review still underway, the 
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Department of Water Resources asked a state judge this past August for clearance to use bonds to fund the 
contentious project.  
The move stirred a new wave of fear for the tunnel opponents who say the state was pursuing a “blank 
check” during the pandemic-induced recession. They point to the fact the department states in its validation 
petition the total amount of bonds is unclear but that the principal shouldn’t be “limited.” 
Along with Thursday’s lawsuit, the environmentalists are separately fighting the August validation at-
tempt. The coalition is looking to throw a wrench in the plan by forcing the state back to the drawing board 
when it comes to the lofty price tag. 
“This premature move to secure unlimited funding during the Covid-19 pandemic is just more of the same 
old shenanigans we have seen over the years from the Department of Water Resources in regard to the tun-
nel,” said Tim Stroshane of co-plaintiff Restore the Delta. “DWR put the cart before the horse. There is 
no final delta tunnel plan, no environmental impact report, no permit from the State Water Resources Con-
trol Board and no federal permits.”   
Filed in Sacramento County Superior Court, the lawsuit also asks for an order prohibiting the state from 
performing physical planning work until all environmental review is complete. For over a year the depart-
ment has been conducting geotechnical drilling in three delta counties.  
As the state works out the final details, the environmentalists say they are happy to double as financial 
watchdogs for the estimated $16 billion tunnel. 
“The single tunnel project would have devastating consequences for the delta,” said plaintiffs’ attorney 
Bob Wright in a statement. “The state can’t afford to continue throwing money away on this unsustainable 
pipe dream.” 
In a statement, the Department of Water Resources said its validation effort is meant to confirm its author-
ity to authorize and issue bonds, and confirmation of that authority “does not commit the department to any 
particular course of action. 
“The department retains its full discretion to approve or reject a project following CEQA review.” 
 
SACRAMENTO, Calif. (CN) — Lobbing another hurdle at California’s $16 billion plan to tunnel under-
neath the West Coast’s largest estuary, environmentalists on Thursday sued to freeze public funding for the 
megaproject championed by Governor Gavin Newsom.  Led by Sierra Club and the Center for Biological 
Diversity, a familiar coalition of critics of the so-called delta tunnel claim the cash-strapped state is pursu-
ing a “blank check” for a project that isn’t fully cooked.  
 
It’s outrageous that California officials would commit funds for this massively harmful water tunnel with-
out public engagement or environmental review,” said John Buse, the center’s senior counsel in a state-
ment. “This boondoggle will destroy the delta ecosystem in a desperate attempt to continue unsustainable 
water use in Central and Southern California.”  The lawsuit is the latest chapter in the fight over the state’s 
decades-long attempt to funnel water around the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta directly to mega-
growers and cities like Los Angeles in the south. 
 
While Newsom drew applause from environmentalists just months after taking office when he scrapped his 
predecessor’s litigation-prone plan, a new version quickly emerged.  With conservationists clamoring for 
the governor to take a more holistic approach to the delta and the state’s antiquated water problems, 
Newsom instead linked himself to what is undoubtedly one of the most controversial water projects in state 
history. 
 
This past January, the state revived the idea and filed paperwork to officially begin the environmental re-
view process. Newsom and the Department of Water Resources contend the plan is a long overdue infra-
structure update and will help ward off damage to crucial aqueducts caused by earthquakes and rising sea 
levels.   Stretching across 1,100 square miles and five counties, the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta 
and its dozens of manmade islands support a $5 billion agricultural industry and supply water to over 25 
million Californians through the federally operated Central Valley Project and the State Water Project. 
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Because so many of our readers send copies to friends, lists and other communication links all over the U.S.,  new 
folks are continually added to our mailing list and this information is so extremely important to  all people who use 
water to "KNOW THE TRUTH” we try to get as large and wide-spread a coverage as is possible.  Remember, this 
SGMA/CA Government avenue is only one path our IWV Private-Property Well Owners and Residents have created 
and continue to follow.  It takes far-reaching correction of what those “bad guys, both political and private busi-
nesses” have managed to twist and damage the entire State of California.   
 
Only, we, the voting citizens, have the power to stop this path by voting the “honest” politicians who also have 
knowledge of the mess SGMA has made all over California and the means to rescind this mess-creating Act. 
 
Our second path follows the correction at the Federal Level and we continue to pursue that path.   
 
We do recognize that both paths really address the same problem of illegal take-over by government working hand-
in-hand with certain factions of our private-citizen factions of our natural water provided by Mother Nature which is 
where the correction has to be imposed starting at the actually beginning flow of the head waters.  Yes...not an easy 
task, but also, yes...it can be done by dedication and pursuit of right to kick out wrong!. 

But continual overpumping, agricultural runoff and tepid water temperatures have nearly extinguished a 
once-booming salmon population and polluted water quality, causing environmentalists to warn that the 
billion-dollar plumbing job — if ever completed — could ignite an ecological disaster. 
 
Despite the environmental concerns and the previous failed attempts to get the ambitious project out of the 
planning phase, the Newsom administration is moving forward with the plan and has made it a focal point 
of the state’s so-called “water portfolio.” With planning and environmental review still underway, the De-
partment of Water Resources asked a state judge this past August for clearance to use bonds to fund the 
contentious project.  
 
The move stirred a new wave of fear for the tunnel opponents who say the state was pursuing a “blank 
check” during the pandemic-induced recession. They point to the fact the department states in its validation 
petition the total amount of bonds is unclear but that the principal shouldn’t be “limited.”  Along with 
Thursday’s lawsuit, the environmentalists are separately fighting the August validation attempt. The coali-
tion is looking to throw a wrench in the plan by forcing the state back to the drawing board when it comes 
to the lofty price tag. 
 
“This premature move to secure unlimited funding during the Covid-19 pandemic is just more of the same 
old shenanigans we have seen over the years from the Department of Water Resources in regard to the tun-
nel,” said Tim Stroshane of co-plaintiff Restore the Delta. “DWR put the cart before the horse. There is 
no final delta tunnel plan, no environmental impact report, no permit from the State Water Resources Con-
trol Board and no federal permits.”   
 
Filed in Sacramento County Superior Court, the lawsuit also asks for an order prohibiting the state from 
performing physical planning work until all environmental review is complete. For over a year the depart-
ment has been conducting geotechnical drilling in three delta counties.  As the state works out the final de-
tails, the environmentalists say they are happy to double as financial watchdogs for the estimated $16 bil-
lion tunnel.  “The single tunnel project would have devastating consequences for the delta,” said plaintiffs’ 
attorney Bob Wright in a statement. “The state can’t afford to continue throwing money away on this un-
sustainable pipe dream.” 
 
In a statement, the Department of Water Resources said its validation effort is meant to confirm its author-
ity to authorize and issue bonds, and confirmation of that authority “does not commit the department to any 
particular course of action.  “The department retains its full discretion to approve or reject a project follow-
ing CEQA review.” 
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HOW MUCH OF OUR WATER DOES LA TAKE? 
Overview Breakdown by Year of Water Diverted to 

Los Angeles’ Two Aqueducts 
for the 

Owens Valley/LADWP Contracts 2009 through Current Year 

Year 
2020 

 
2019 

 
2018 

 
2017 

 
2016 

 
2015 

 
2014 

 
2013 

 
2012 

 
2011 

 
2010 

 
2009 

 
2008 

 
2007 

 
2006 

 
2005 

Acre-Feet Pumped/Year Into LA’s Two Aqueducts 
168,000 acre feet 

 
374,000 acre feet 

 
248,000 acre feet 

 
460,200 acre feet 

 
114,000 acre feet 

 
42,400 acre feet 

 
85,510 estimated acre feet 

 
140,500 acre feet 

 
101,900 acre feet 

 
91,000 acre feet 

 
86,000 acre feet 

 
66,800 acre feet   

 
73,706 acre feet*  (see bottom of page) 

 
73,706 acre feet* (see bottom of page) 

 
151,000 acre feet 

 
90,000 acre feet 

*Pending LA vs. Owens Valley Lawsuit Final Result 
 to Require LA reinstate water flow to Owens Lake 

This Page Updated in September, 2020 

Remember, folks, our IWV is using approximately 30,000 acre feet per year at this present time.  Shut 
down LA’s aqueduct-take and...after that water replenishes all it has raped to date...our IWV aquifer 

will fill up again! 



We must stop the LADWP from “taking” water from Mono, Owens and Indian Wells Valley! 
It’s time for LA to install desalination plants and abandon the LA aqueducts! 

The above picture, starting at top-left-hand corner, shows natural water flow to Mono Lake being inter-
rupted (dashed line) by LADWP “taking” water and sending it to the Lake Crowley incoming natural 
water flow.  Then, the flow from Crowley Lake continues down Owens River to the location between 

Big Pine and Lone Pine where the LA Aqueduct diverts the bulk of that water into their aqueducts.   
 

This “taking” of water by LA from the refill water to Mono Lake has resulted in a second lawsuit re-
garding this same issue.  LA lost the first lawsuit a few years back and were forced to stop “taking” from 
Mono Lake.    LA tried to defy that first court decision but were caught.  This second lawsuit was filed 

in July, 2018, and has not yet come to conclusion. 
 

Remember, Folks, It is the fact that LA is “taking” our water is why we have any problems with 
our own IWV aquifer refill!  We are NOT a “closed basin!” 

Our water “HAS ALWAYS” flowed down into our aquifer from the run-off all along our eastern 
Sierras BEFOR LADWP started taking our water into their aqueduct back in 1913. 
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We repeat this 
page which 

also appeared 
in our 

 Newsletter 
No. 2016. 

 
We cannot let 

our guard 
and our fight 
down until we 
finish the job 
of sending LA 

to 
desalination 
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By Lorry Wagner, 
 Pages 5 through 7 address some of the “infractions” which are both illegal and being challenged in the 
California courts as shown on the beginning pages of this newsletter or bring forth one of the so-called 
“justifications” used by LADWP since 1928 to take water away from California, Colorado, and as a result, 
also bordering States, draining water from all those areas which SHOULD remain as Nature provides for 
the property owners of all those areas.   
 
When you compare the date of the application of the Metropolitan Act which started LA’s huge water stor-
age program you find that that 1928 date is very lined up with the Mulholland and wealthy friends date of 
implementing damns and storage areas in the Los Angeles areas to take “OUR WATER” out of Owens 
Valley.  My conclusion is that LADWP has been executing a well-planned rape of water-taking from vast 
areas, systematically destroying those areas since 1905 when the LA aqueduct destruction was founded by 
Mulholland and friends and opened  November 5, 1913. 
 
There was no immediate telephone and definitely no computer/internet communication at that time for the 
property owners to reach the masses.  Many fought hard  “on site”, some losing their lives and families 
threatened to the point where Mulholland and friend ran property owners off and bought their land at dev-
astating low prices.  Now, today, 117 years later, all of us are seeing the destruction caused by greed for 
$’s and political interference for $’s to government treasuries, buying re-election and several other “bad 
and/or illegal politics”.  Yet right here in IWV we are now seeing this same destructive type of actions.   

 
We, the people, are the only ones that can step up and stop this travesty...and we 

 ARE DOING EXACTLY THAT!   

Friends of Indian Wells Valley, October 30, 2020 

LA Takes Our Water, Stores it for Their Purposes 
And WE are Supposed to Pay to BUY Replacement for the 

Water LADWP Takes from Us! 
 
That’s why we, the private-property well owners and residents of Indian Wells Valley have created, 
put together and distributed the basic plan to send LA to desalination, get their OWN water from their 
OWN western banks of the Pacific Ocean.  LA is raping a huge part of California of their own, natu-
rally provided water! 
 
The following information comes from LA’s own disclosures. 
 

Reservoirs 
The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California reservoirs store fresh water for use in Los Angeles, 
Orange, Ventura, Riverside, San Bernardino, and San Diego counties. These reservoirs were built specifi-
cally to preserve water during times of drought, and are in place for emergencies uses such as earthquake, 
floods or other events. 
 
Metropolitan maintains three major water reservoirs. One is Lake Mathews located in southwest Riverside, 
California, with a capacity of 182,000 acre feet (224,000,000 m3) of water. Another is Lake Skinner located 
south of Hemet in Riverside County, its capacity is 44,000 acre feet (54,000,000 m3) of water. Diamond Val-
ley Lake is their third and newest reservoir, with a capacity of 810,000 acre feet (1.00×109 m3) of water. This 
capacity is over twice as large as that of Castaic Lake, the next largest reservoir in Southern California 
maintained by the state Department of Water Resources. 
 



On June 21, 2019, The U.S. Supreme Court Ruled That Property Owners May Sue in Federal Court 
Without Seeking a Just Compensation Remedy in State Court First!   

 
Also remember that when we land owners sue through the CA State system, we pay twice!  Once for our 

own lawyers and a second time for the lawyers who are representing the State of California who are 
paid by our" TAX PAYERS’ $’s.  Bringing a  Class-Action Suit at the Federal Level should be negoti-
ated for the lawyers’ payment to be by contingency so their payment is made from whatever settlement 

they win and we land owners are only forced to pay the CA Government legal costs with our CA tax $’s. 
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Updated September 15, 2020 
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Please share this Newsletter with your friends and acquaintances.   

Also, you may add your replies and/or additional  

information for inclusion in our next edition...send to:  

 lorrysda@gmail.com  

lorrysda@gmail.com 
Telephone:  760-377-5579 

 
 You can download a copy of this and all previous newsletters to read or  

printout for  additional copies which are available on our own webpage at the 
below link:  

  
http://www.sdarabians.com/CAWaterGovernmentInterference.html 

 

Below is  contact information for the editor of this newsletter and our own website..   
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We are seeking Attorney Firms that will take on our fight with a Class-Action 
Law Suit against CA Government for breaking our CA State Constitution 

through Proposition 4 (1979) which requires the CA Government to pay all costs 
for any of their mandated requirements sent down to Counties, Cities, other enti-

ties, etc. plus the new U.S. Supreme Court changes to property-owners water 
rights. 

 
We also believe any competent legal firm will be able to add several more illegal  

actions by both our CA Government and their  
State Groundwater Sustainability Authority management to any law suit! 

 
We believe a Class Action Law Suit would be the proper path to take and as per 
the new provisions by the U.S. Supreme Court, any such law suit should be filed 

at the Federal legal level and moved on up to the 
 U.S. Supreme Court if necessary! 
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