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 Spring has finally arrived & the 
ducks are hatching ducklings! 

By Lorry Wagner, Editor 
April 20, 2022 

 
Once again our local residents have come through with finding more evidence 
and information on our huge water mess in, not only our Indian Wells Valley 
and eastern side of our Sierra Nevada mountain range north of us, but also 
California which has been instigated by the above four listed entities in the 
title.  Found and forwarded to me for sharing with all of you by our own resi-
dents of our valley, the first one is courtesy of Gilbert Garcia the next two are 
courtesy of Shirley Kirkpatric. 
 

Cost of Poseidon Desalinated Water Gets 
Renewed Scrutiny 

By Martin Wisckol  
Orange County Register 
eEdition, April 9, 2022 

 
While Poseidon Water opened its Claude “Bud” Lewis Carlsbad Desalination Plant — seen 
above — in 2015, the company is facing steeper road to approval for its plant proposed for 
Huntington Beach.  

(Photo by Mark Rightmire, Orange County Register/SCNG)  
 
O.C. Water District, Poseidon's principal customer, is still considering its sup-
port. The project also needs approval from the Coastal Commission before it 
can go forward. 

 
 
 
 

http://www.sdarabians.com/CAWaterGovernmentInterference.html 
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Poseidon Water’s controversial proposal for a Huntington Beach desalination plant might cost water customers more 
than previously thought, a factor that could create a new obstacle to construction of the $1.4 billion project. 

Word that the principal customer for the water, the Orange County Water District, was reexamining costs came from 
district General Manager Mike Markus on Thursday, March 31, at an OC Forum panel discussion on solutions to wa-
ter shortages. 

It’s one of several recent signs of emerging challenges for Poseidon, which needs a permit from the state Coastal Com-
mission before it can negotiate a final contract with the water district and build a plant to turn ocean water into tap wa-
ter. 

Four years ago, when the O.C. Water District approved a non-binding memorandum of contract terms to buy desalted 
water from Poseidon, the district envisioned piping that water directly to its member agencies. 

However, subsequent complications — including the refusal of any of those member agencies to immediately commit 
to buying the water — led the district to shift toward pumping Poseidon’s water into its groundwater aquifer rather 
than pipe it directly to water retailers. The member agencies would then extract the desalted water with wells that now 
draw from existing groundwater sources. 

 “Right now, it looks like we can’t serve it directly, so we’d have to put it in the groundwater, which increases the 
costs significantly,” Markus said at the OC Forum luncheon presentation, adding that the district was studying those 
cost increases. 

Asked by the moderator if the district supported the project, Markus said, “We don’t know yet.” 

Even if piped directly to the district’s member agencies, the desalted water would cost more than imported or local 
groundwater. That, along with a 2018 study that found the district would be forced to buy far more water than ever 
needed, have helped fuel opposition to the plant. 

Additionally, the plan to pump the desalted water into the aquifer could force all 29 member agencies to help shoulder 
the increased costs. That prompted one of those agencies, the Irvine Ranch Water District, to vote unanimously Mon-
day to oppose the Poseidon plant. 

Poseidon had been scheduled for a March 17 Coastal Commission hearing on the final regulatory permit needed, but in 
late February the company abruptly asked the commission to postpone the meeting. 

In make the request, Senior Vice President Sachin Chawla said the delay was “so that we can work with the 
(commission) staff on addressing any questions on mitigation measures and any other issues that may still be unre-
solved.” 

While it granted the request, commission staff noted that its recommendation and report were complete and ready to be 
heard by commissioners. As a result, the delay request likely signaled that Poseidon foresaw an uphill battle in win-
ning commission approval. A new hearing has not yet been scheduled. 

There are outstanding environmental concerns, but the questionable need for the more costly water has also been a key 
issue for opponents. While droughts can reduce the availability of water imported from northern California and the 
Colorado River, the Orange County Water District — which serves the north and central parts of the county — has a 
large groundwater basin. 

The district has made the most of that aquifer, fortifying rainwater with storm runoff, Santa Ana River water, and the 
nation’s largest wastewater-to-groundwater system. As a result, the agency imports a modest 23% of its water supply. 
 
Poseidon would produce 50 million gallons a day, enough for about 400,000 people. But the company has said it will 
need a contract to sell all of that water to make the project viable.  The Municipal Water District of Orange County, in 
its 2018 study, found that during a worst-case crisis, less than half the Poseidon water would be needed — and none 
might ever be needed.  “It’s a solution looking for a problem,” said Paul Cook, general manager of the Irvine 
Ranch Water District, at the OC Forum event. 
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Judge Halts Curtailment for Siskiyou County Irrigators 

 
Issue Date:  April 6, 2022 

By Christine Souza 
 

A water pump reaches into the Feather River, just north of the 
Sacramento River confluence. A Newsom administration plan to 
increase river flows for salmon populations and habitat restoration 
would also include funds for rice farmers in the Sacramento Val-
ley who fallow land to save water.              .Photo/Peter Hecht  

A $2.6 billion plan to improve water quality for salmon and native fish in 
the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, unveiled last week by the Newsom 
administration, pledges to increase river flows and enhance habitat resto-
ration.  
 
Irrigators in Siskiyou County have won a court ruling to 

temporarily block a state water curtailment order that would have prevented area farmers and ranchers from tapping 
into percolating groundwater supplies they have relied on for decades.  Superior Court Judge John Lawrence granted 
their request last week for injunctive relief to stop the state action. 

Citing "imminent, irreparable harm and waste," attorneys for Big Springs Irrigation District argued that the State Water 
Resources Control Board, in issuing the drought emergency curtailment order for the Shasta and Scott rivers last year, 
exceeded its jurisdiction on groundwater.  Darrin Mercier, a Yreka-based attorney for Big Springs Irrigation District, 
called the decision a win for agriculture and the first step in a long legal journey. 

"Historically, the State Water Resources Control Board has not had jurisdiction over groundwater, and this was a clas-
sic example of government overreach where they exerted jurisdiction over percolating groundwater without authority 
and without evidentiary support," Mercier said.  Big Springs Irrigation District has rights to percolating groundwater, 
which it pumps and delivers to customers in the hay farming, beef and cattle grazing region. 

Decades ago, when the district formed, it pumped surface water from Big Springs, a tributary of the Shasta River, to 
provide irrigation and stock water to landowners.  Mercier explained that the district suspended its surface water rights 
in 1959 and instead drilled wells to percolating groundwater rights in an effort to minimize impacts to the Shasta Riv-
er.  "These good stewards went to percolating groundwater, stopped diverting surface water, and now the state tried to 
shut them down," Mercier said. 

The lawsuit by the Big Springs Irrigation District argued that the state's authority to protect flows in the Shasta River 
doesn't extend to pumping of groundwater.  Mercier said Lawrence's ruling "was at least a gut-check on government 
overreach."  "We want to bring it back to center where all public trust resources are balanced and that government 
doesn't overreach or exert authority where it doesn't exist," Mercier said. "The goal is to more clearly define what is 
the authority of the State Water Resources Control Board and define the balance under the public-trust doctrine be-
tween all competing concerns." 

Ryan Walker, president of the Siskiyou County Farm Bureau, who attended the hearing, said Big Springs Irrigation 
District irrigators and other supporters "filled every seat (in the courtroom) and had an equal number of people out in 
the hallway." 
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"At the end of the day, the result of what happened in court was Big Springs Irrigation District is getting at least a 
month and a five days of water and that that's real and crops can be grown," Walker said. "Regardless of what hap-
pens in the future, that's a win." 

Siskiyou County rancher Tristan Allen, who serves on the Big Springs Irrigation District board, said the stay of the 
curtailment order buys farmers and ranchers some time, adding, "We can get some water on for the first month, and 
then we can worry about the dry summer. It's going to be a horrible summer." 

Allen said the district decided to take legal action to "stand up for what we thought was right and our personal 
right. We don't believe that we negatively impact the (Shasta) River." 

"These are strong water rights," he said. "And our fear in Northern California is they're going to try to change the 
water rights to reflect these drought years.  "That just kills agriculture. Without water, we've got nothing." 

The temporary restraining order issued by the court will remain in effect pending the outcome of a May 5 hearing 
on the state order.   Mercier said the legal burden now rests with the state. It must convince the court that the use of 
percolating groundwater is interconnected to the river and subject to a curtailment order. 

(Christine Souza is an assistant editor of Ag Alert. She may be contacted at csouza@cfbf.com.) 

Permission for use is granted, however,  
credit must be made to the 

 California Farm Bureau Federation 
 when reprinting this item. 

Controversial water pipeline takes center-stage in Kings Co. election 

From: “The San Joaquin Valley Sun” 
By: Daniel Gligich, Reporter 

D    
The controversial Kings County water pipeline saga pitting two of the region’s largest water players has 
turned into a campaign issue for Kings County elections.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The controversial Kings County water pipeline saga pitting two of the region’s largest water players has 
turned into a campaign issue for Kings County elections.  

Water giant Sandridge Partners, led by John Vidovich, began installing a sprawling water pipeline system 
that would be part of a larger interconnected conveyance system that will run from north of Highway 198, 
west of Lemoore, to the Blakeley Canal, south of Stratford.  
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At the center of the controversy lies the Tulare Lake Canal Company, who has been entrenched in a le-
gal battle with Sandridge Partners to prevent the pipeline from being built under the eponymous canal.  

Enter the Kings County Board of Supervisors and the race for District 1.  Two weeks ago, the Kings 
County Board of Supervisors considered an emergency ordinance that would halt construction on pipe-
lines such as the one owned by Sandridge Partners.  But the possibility of a lawsuit led lawmakers to 
back off, for now.  

However, the pipeline has turned Vidovich and the pipeline into a key campaign issue heading into the 
June 7 primary.  One race in particular? A battle between long-time incumbent Supervisor Joe Neves 
and up-and-comer Stratford Public Utilities District board member Martin Chavez.  Neves was first 
elected to the board in 1994 and has served as a supervisor ever since.  Chavez’s connections with the 
SPUD have thrust the pipeline into the campaign’s limelight.  

The district has a complicated relationship with the project. At the outset of public awareness of the 
controversial pipeline, lawyers for the public utilities district denied the district had any knowledge of 
its intention to construct a sleeve connection to the unincorporated town. 

After initial reporting, the district elaborated that it held cursory conversations with Sandridge, but had 
not reached an agreement for any water conveyance through the pipeline.  Multiple sources within the 
Kings County farming community told The Sun that Chavez led an effort on the district’s board to for-
mally order SPUD’s chief lawyer to withdraw a declaration in support of Tulare Lake Canal Company 
in its litigation against Sandridge. 

Ultimately, Tulare Lake Canal Company utilized SPUD’s potential involvement in the pipeline project 
to allege alleging violations of the California Environmental Quality Act and the ongoing back and 
forth battle in court.  

Outgoing Kings County Supervisor Craig Pedersen, who represents District 4, popped off on Twitter, 
calling Chavez a “puppet” for Vidovich.  

Pedersen referred to Vidovich as a “water thief” and said he will do everything in his power to expose 
Chavez and his “association with those that have the goal of exporting the life blood of Kings County.”  

Feds indict ex-westside water district chief for 
$25mil water theft 

The San Joaquin Valley Sun 
April 18, 2022 

 
 



Page6 Newsletter No. 4 Private Property Well Owners and Residents of 
 Indian Wells Valley,  April 20, 2022 

A federal grand jury returned a five-count indictment Thursday against Dennis Falaschi, a former general   
manager of Panoche Water District, charging him with conspiracy, theft of government property, and fil -
ing false tax returns, U.S. Attorney Phillip A. Talbert announced in a news release. 
 
Falaschi, 75 years old and now residing in Aptos, exploited a leak in the DeltaMendota Canal and engi-
neered a way to steal more than $25 million worth of water from the federal Central Valley Project, acc -
ording to court documents.  The Panoche Water District is headquartered in Firebaugh and serves farmers 
in Fresno and Merced counties, who grow a variety of crops on 38,000 acres. 
 
The scheme allegedly began in 1992 when Falaschi learned that an abandoned drain turnout near milepost  
markers 94.57 and 94.58 on the Delta-Mendota Canal was leaking water into a parallel canal under the  
Panoche Water District’s control. 
 
Falaschi told an employee to install a new gate inside a standpipe at the spot of the leak so that the site  
could be opened and closed on demand, according to court documents. In addition, the employee was told 
to install a lid and lock to conceal and secure the apparatus. The original gate in the standpoint had been 
cemented shut years earlier. 
 
Falaschi subsequently told employees to use the site to steal federal water from the Delta-Mendota Canal 
on multiple occasions before the site was discovered in April 2015. He used the theft proceeds to pay him-
self and others exorbitant salaries, fringe benefits, and personal expense reimbursements, prosecutors con-
tend. 

Why It Is Important to Know What the Rest of California 
Is Doing to Stop Government and Real Estate Developers 

From “Steal” Our Water 
By:  Lorry Wagner, Editor 

April 18, 2022 
Our website ( https://www.sdarabians.com/CAWaterGovernmentInterference.html ) contains every copy 
of our Newsletter starting in 1918.  These newsletters cover all the history of these two LADWP aqueducts 
that have been taking a progressively larger & larger amount of water off of the eastern side of our Sierra 
Nevada mountain range since 1915 up through today.  Also covered is the “bad stuff” that not only our 
California legislature in Sacramento have pushed through (including SGMA which is illegal).  SGMA is 
the entity that has “appointed???” our local GA over which we have no control.   
 
During the time frame from 2018 we here in Indian Wells Valley have done the research and created “Our 
Plan” which will shut down these two aqueducts, send LADWP to desalination...at least for the amount of 
water they have been taking from us.  “Our Plan” was submitted to President Trump’s desk in September, 
2018 and also to the Departments of Interior and Agriculture Secretaries.  President Trump had sent a man-
date to the Department of Interior (not sure about Department of Agriculture) to start working on resolu-
tion of the water mess not only in California but also the 17 Western States.  That movement is “probably” 
on hold” until we get President Trump back at the helm.  Yours's Truly other parties living in the IWV and 
outside of our valley are staying on top of this plan to clean up.  I have thought of incorporating all this 
information into a book so everyone can have all information on hand when and if I ever find the time.   
 
This newsletter contains short articles of what other areas in California are doing to stop this POLITICAL 
invasion of water rights.  Somewhere along the line we all need to work together or at least communicate. 
The huge difference between we here in the IWV and the rest of the State is that “Our Plan” is based on 
correction at the Federal Level...NOT THE CA STATE LEVEL.  In my opinion, CA. has screwed up ad-
dressing (interfering) in citizens’ water rights.   
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The reason the following  pages are repeated here is  
because more and more residents of not only our Indian Wells Valley and the state of California are new 

readers for each new issue, but also residents of other states have come aboard our readers’ list. 
 

So please just bear with the repeated pages and understand we have new readers continually joining us. 
 

Also, please feel free to share this Newsletter with all you know who are not only impacted by this 
government intrusion but also those who have a vote on anything that touches our overall water rights! 

The Three Volumes of “Our Plan” 
Submitted by the Private-Property Well Owners and Residents of The Indian Wells Valley 

 
This plan was sent to President Trump in September of 2018.  It also went to Rep. Kevin McCarthy, the Secretary of the De-

partment of Interior and the Secretary of the Department of Interior. 
President Trump directed the Department of Interior to address this issue.   

This newsletter will be available on our Website within a few days.  I will send out notice when it is 
available to the public. 

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



Year 
 

2021 
 

2020 
 

2019 
 

2018 
 

2017 
 

2016 
 

2015 
 

2014 
 

2013 
 

2012 
 

2011 
 

2010 
 

2009 
 

2008 

Acre-Feet Pumped/Year Into LA’s Two Aqueducts 
 

78,980 acre feet  
 

168,000 acre feet...Revised 93,000 acre feet 
 

374,000 acre feet 
 

248,000 acre feet 
 

460,200 acre feet  (NOTE) 
 

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) 

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

LA is currently now breaking this legal requirement and Owens Lake 
is drying up again! 

If anyone has the information on the outcome of this lawsuit, please 
share with lorrysda@gmail.com for publication in this newsletter! 

Remember, folks, our IWV is using approximately 30,000 acre feet per year at this present time.  Shut 
what down LA’s two aqueducts take and...after that water replenishes all it has raped to date...our IWV 
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The Following Information Regarding How   
Many Acre Feet of Water LA’ S Two Aqueducts (at least that we 

know about) Annually Divert Into Their Two Aqueducts From The  
Lone Pine Area  and Thus Stop the Water That Should be  

Continuing on to Our Indian Wells Valley. 
The Information Below Is Available In the Contracts from 

2008 Through the Current Year 



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 negotiat-
ed for the lawyers’ payment to be by contingency so their payment is made from whatever settlement 
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Updated July 22, 2021 



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  
 

Or snail mail to: Lorry Wagner, 8222 Athel, Inyokern, CA 93527 

lorrysda@gmail.com 

Telephone:  760-377-5579 

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

Updated April 11, 2022 

  

  

We are now pursuing 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 entities, 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 is 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! 
 

Please help us contact any Attorney Firms in you area and get back to us. 
Contact from any legal firm is welcome...we will gladly answer all questions! 

 
We original were in the position of understanding that no action could be taken “UNTIL” we, the peo-
ple can justify the facts that  California is breaking our CA Constitution and has jeopardized/damaged, 
etc. the private-property well owners and residents who live here in Indian Wells Valley and have been 

hit by California’s unlawful actions.  We have now been sucked into the Indian Wells Valley Water Dis-
trict vs. the Indian Wells Valley Groundwater Authority.  We now have grounds to pursue our own de-

fense of this illegal threat to  our water rights and thus our lives.  

In addition,  across California  many other Business and Private Citizen lawsuits that have been filed in 
California by California attorneys; i.e., total waste of time and $’s.  Those private citizens bringing law 
suits should have been encouraged to file Class Action.  Perhaps it is not too late for them if we can get 

word to them!  If our readers know of anyone in that situation, please share our information.  We have to 
STOP this intrusion by the State of California.! 
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