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Subject
Hearing on adoption of resolution of necessity directing the General Counsel to condemn property required for
the Inland Feeder Project in San Bernardino County, California, identified by San Bernardino County Assessor's
Parcel No. 270-111-03, Metropolitan’s right-of-way Parcel No. INFED1-30-150PEA3, and owner’s name:
Campus Crusade for Christ, Inc.

Description
Campus Crusade for Christ, Inc., is the current owner of a 37.585-acre parcel of land located in Waterman
Canyon in the city of San Bernardino. In July 1997, Metropolitan obtained an order of possession comprising a
fee interest as well as permanent and temporary easements over portions of the property for construction of the
Arrowhead East Tunnel, including temporary easement (INFED1-130-150TEA2), for a period of five years. The
temporary construction easement was necessary for construction of an access road for pipeline construction. The
term of the temporary easement will expire in June of 2002. Because of the delay in construction and the need to
use Strawberry Creek as an access portal for the construction of the Arrowhead East Tunnel, it is necessary to
convert the temporary easement of the Arrowhead Tunnels into a permanent easement. It is expected that the
construction of the Arrowhead East Tunnel will not be completed until early 2007, at the end of which a
permanent access road will be required to service this portal structure. The easement area covers an area of
6.816 acres.
Previously, when Metropolitan had a 52-member board, a subcommittee could be delegated authority to conduct
the hearing on the resolution of necessity. However, the law requires that any board with less than 40 members
cannot delegate that authority. An information presentation will be made before the Asset, Real Estate and
Infrastructure Policy Committee.
Metropolitan had the parcel appraised at a total value of $61,500. An offer for the full appraised value has been
made to Campus Crusade for Christ, Inc., which has rejected the offer. Therefore, it is necessary to proceed with
acquisition of the required parcel through an exercise of Metropolitan’s eminent domain power.
On January 14, 2002, a notice of intention to adopt a resolution of necessity and for an opportunity to appear and
be heard before the Board of Directors on February 12, 2002, as to the need for the project and the taking of the
property, was served on Campus Crusade for Christ, Inc. The eminent domain law requires an owner of property
to submit a written request to appear and be heard within 15 days after the notice was served or that right is
waived. A quorum of the Board is required before such a hearing can be conducted.
Attachment 1 to this letter is the form of the resolution of necessity declaring the need for the project and the
acquisition of the parcel described as Exhibits A and B, attached thereto, and directing the General Counsel to
commence condemnation proceedings in San Bernardino County to acquire the parcel.

Policy
Metropolitan Water District Administrative Code § 8225 “Adoption of a Resolution of Necessity” and California
Civil Code § 1245.235(c) “Notice of hearing, contents; conduct.”
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California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
CEQA determination for Option #1:
The environmental effects of the project were evaluated in the Inland Feeder Project Final Environmental Impact
Report and Environmental Assessment (FEIR/EA), which was certified by the Board in February 1993. The
Board also approved the Findings of Fact, the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, the Statement of
Overriding Considerations, and the project. Subsequent to these actions, additional environmental documentation
was prepared and certified to address modifications to the project, i.e., Addenda Nos. 1 through 6 and
Supplemental EIR. The present proposed board action is solely based on condemning property for permanent
easement and not on any changes to the project itself. Hence, the environmental documents and the previous
actions taken by the Board fully comply with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines and, as such, no further
CEQA documentation is necessary for the Board to act on the proposed action.
The CEQA determination is: Determine that the proposed action has been previously addressed in the 1993
certified FEIR/EA, along with the subsequent environmental documentation, and that no further environmental
analysis or documentation is required.
CEQA determination for Option #2:
None required.

Board Options/Fiscal Impacts
Option #1
Adopt the CEQA determination and a resolution of necessity directing the General Counsel to condemn
Metropolitan Parcel No. INFED1-30-150PEA3.
Fiscal Impact: $61,500 or such sums as awarded by the court through the condemnation proceedings, plus
interest and costs.
Option #2
Do not adopt the resolution of necessity, which could stop construction of the Arrowhead East Tunnel.
Fiscal Impact: Unknown

Staff Recommendation
Option #1
1/16/2002
Ronald R. Gastelum
Chief Executive Officer

Date

1/17/2002
Roderick E. Walston
General Counsel

Attachment 1 – Resolution
BLA #1536

Date
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RESOLUTION
A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
DIRECTING THE CONDEMNATION OF CERTAIN PROPERTY
SITUATED IN THE COUNTY OF SAN BERNARJDINO
(INLAND FEEDER PROJECT)
BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
(“Metropolitan”).
Section 1.
Metropolitan’s Board hereby finds and determines that the public interest and necessity
require, for public use, the construction, operation and maintenance of water conveyance facilities (“Inland Feeder
Project”) in the county of San Bernardino for the transportation and distribution of water for use within
Metropolitan’s boundaries and that certain property situated in the county of San Bernardino is necessary therefor.
Section 2.
The property to be acquired for the public use set forth in Section 1, above, consists of a
parcel of land described in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference and as shown on
Exhibit B attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference. The property is not located within Metropolitan’s
boundaries.
Section 3.
Metropolitan hereby declares its intention to acquire the property described in Exhibits A
and B attached, by proceeding in eminent domain as authorized by the Metropolitan Water District Act
(Stats. 1969, Ch. 209, as amended).
Section 4.
Metropolitan hereby finds and determines that the proposed Project is planned or located
in a manner that will be most compatible with the greater public good and the least private injury.
Section 5.
Metropolitan’s Board hereby finds and determines that the property described in
Exhibits A and B attached hereto is necessary for the proposed project.
Section 6.
Metropolitan’s Board hereby finds and determines that the offers required by
Government Code Section 7267.2 have been made to the owner of record of the property described in Exhibits A
and B attached hereto.
Section 7.
Metropolitan’s general counsel is hereby directed to commence proceedings in the
Superior Court of California, county of San Bernardino for the purpose of condemning and acquiring the property
described in Exhibits A and B attached hereto, and to take such steps as may be necessary to secure orders of
court permitting Metropolitan to take possession of the property described in Exhibits A and B attached hereto for
the uses and purposes herein described. He is authorized to take such actions and steps as he deems necessary in
connection with such proceedings, including the amending of the complaint to reduce the extent of the property to
be acquired so as to reduce the compensation payable in the action, where such change could not substantially
impair the construction and operation of said public works, and to incur expenses necessary and incidental to the
action.
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing resolution was adopted at a regular meeting of the Board of
Directors of the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California held the 12th day of February, 2002, by a vote
of two-thirds of all its members, and I further certify that the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of the
resolution.
_____________________________
Executive Secretary
The Metropolitan Water District
Of Southern California
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EXHIBIT A
INFED1-30-150PEA3
An exclusive permanent easement for road and access purposes commencing on the effective date of an
order of possession, over, upon and across the property located in the county of San Bernardino, state of
California, described herein as Parcel No. INFED1-30-150PEA3, and shown on Exhibit B attached hereto.
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