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modified to impose an interim THM limit that is less 
stringent than the current THM limit.  This helps 
SRCSD meet permit requirements while switching 
its plant over to nitrification/denitrification facilities. 

The partial settlement represents a major 
accomplishment and a significant step in 
addressing the environmental health of the Delta.  
(See General Counsel’s October and December 
2012 Activity Reports.) 

Terri Deskins v. Metropolitan, et al. 
(Los Angeles County Superior Court)  
On April 23, 2013, former Metropolitan employee 
Terri Deskins, who was terminated prior to 
completion of probation, filed a complaint for 
damages in Los Angeles County Superior Court 
against Metropolitan.  Plaintiff alleges five causes 
of action: 0 wrongful termination in violation of 
public policy; retaliation in violation of the Fair 
Employment and Housing Act; violation of Labor 
Code Section 970; defamation; and intentional 
infliction of emotional distress.  Metropolitan 
accepted service of the summons and complaint 
on April 25, 2013.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

Items of Interest 

Finance 
On April 26, 2013, Metropolitan posted the 
remarketing statement for $100,000,000 Water 
Revenue Refunding Bonds, 2011 Series A-2 
and 2011 Series A-4 (Index Mode).  Legal 
Department staff attorneys worked with bond 
counsel to prepare bond documents.  


