SUMMONS - SUM-100
(CITACION JUDICIAL) (SOLO PARA US0 DE LA CORTE)

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: WATER REPLENISHMENT DISTRICT OF
(AVISO AL DEMANDADQ): SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA, and DOES 1
through 5, inclusive

CONFORMED COPY
OF ORIGINAL FILED

1,08 Aemalnn Comasion Coyrt
MAR 04 2016

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: JOHN W. HARRISAND HARRIS | (o0 oiCleric

(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): & ASSOCIATES o iy Moses Soto, Deputy

" E?TICE! You have been sued. The court may decide against you without your being heard unless you respond within 30 days. Read the information
elow.

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this summons and legal papers are served on you to file a written response at this court and have a copy
served on the plaintiff. A letter or phone call will not protect you. Your written response must be in proper legal form if you want the court to hear your
case. There may be a court form that you can use for your response. You can find these court forms and more information at the California Courts
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), your county law library, or the courthouse nearest you. if you cannot pay the filing fee, ask
the court clerk for a fee waiver form. If you do not file your response on time, you may lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property
may be taken without further warning from the court.

There are other legal requirements. You may want to call an attorney right away. If you do not know an attorney, you may want to call an attorney
referral service. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be eligible for free legal services from a nonprofit legal services program. You can locate
these nonprofit groups at the California Legal Services Web site (www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts Online Self-Help Center
(www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local court or county bar association. NOTE: The court has a statutory lien for waived fees and
costs on any settlement or arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a civil case. The court's lien must be paid before the court will dismiss the case.
JAVISO! Lo han demandado. Sino responde deniro de 30 dias, la corte puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su versién. Lea la informacién a
continuacion

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO después de que le entreguen esta citacion y papeles legales para presentar una respuesta por escrito en esta
corte y hacer que se entregue una copia al demandante. Una carta o una llamada telefénica no lo protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene que estar
en formato legal correcto si desea que procesen su caso en la corte. Es posible que haya un formulario que usted pueda usar para su respuesta.
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la corte y més informacién en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.sucorte.ca.gov), en la
biblioteca de leyes de su condado o en la corle que le quede més cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota de presentacién, pida al secretario de la corte
que le dé un formulario de exencion de pago de cuolas. Si no presenta su respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso por incumplimiento y la corte le
podré quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin mas advertencia.

Hay otros requisitos legales. Es recomendable que llame a un abogado inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de
remisién a abogados. Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es posible que cumpla con los requisitos para obtener servicios legales gratuitos de un
programa de servicios legales sin fines de lucro. Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines de lucro en el sitio web de California Legal Services,
(www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por ley, Ia corte tiene derecho a reclamar las cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer un gravamen sobre
cualquier recuperacién de $10,000 6 més de valor recibida mediante un acuerdo o una concesidn de arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tlene que
pagar el gravamen de la corte antes de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.

he name and address of the court is: .
(El nombre y direccion de la corfe es): m?fe?oud’g?ggéwf BS 1 6 0 8 2 7
Superior Court-Central District
111 North Hill Street

111 North Hill Street

Los Angeles, California 90012
The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiff's attorney, or plaintiff without an attorney, is:

(El nombre, la direccién y el numero de teléfono del abogado del demandante, o del demandante que no t/ene abogado, es):

W. Keith Wyatt, EsquSSBN 80859) (213) 489-0028 - (213) 489-0552
IVIE, McNEILL & WYATT ‘
;{44 ‘Sqouthl Floc\:Nelxijtreet,g %1617&13 1800 : "

os Angeles, California . i 5. CARTER . Soto
DATE: © sHERRI 7. CA Clerk, by , Deputy
(Fecha) (Secretario) (Adjunto)

{For proof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (forrn POS-010).)
(Para prueba de enlrega de esta citation use el formulario Proof of Service of Summons, (POS-010)).
NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served

ISEAL} 1. ] as an individual defendant.
2. [ asthe person sued under the fictitious name of (specify): -

Afm\ﬁ 3. [ on behalf of (specify):

\'\‘\‘?\ ! under: [ ] CCP 416.10 (corporation) [] CCP 416.60 (minor)
(] CCP 418.20 (defunct corporation) [] CCP 416.70 (conservatee)
[] cCP 416.40 (association or partnership) [___] CCP 416.90 (authorized person)

[ other (specify):

4. [ by personal delivery on (date): Page 1of 1
Form Adopted for Mandatory Use SUMMONS {_Je{ral Code of Civil Procedure §§ 412.20, 465
So
oy

Judicial Council of California ns
SUM-100 {Rev. July 1, 2009} us




CM-010

L

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Nams, Stale Bar number, and address): . FOR COURT USE ONLY
~W. Keith Wyatt, Esq. (SBN 80859) :

IVIE, McNEILL & WYATT

444 South Flower Street, Suite 1800

ATTORNEY FOR vame): _ Petitioners, JOHNW. HARRIS, et al.
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF Los Angeles

os Angeles, California 90071

TeLepHonENO: (213) 489-0028 Facno: (213) 489-0552 CONFORMED COPY
OF ORIGINAL FILED

?,,OS Annmalec Qnarine Court

strReeT aporess: 111 North Hill Street sared e
maiLiNG aporess: 111 North Hill Street MAR 0 4 th}

ciry anp zie cooe: Los Angeles, California 90012 ) !
srancH nave: Central District Sherri A, Carter, Executive Ufficer/Clerk

CASE NAME: John W. Harris, et al. v. Water Replenishment District of

By: Moses Soto, Deputy

Southern California . .
CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET Complex Case Designation CASE ””MB‘BS 1 6 0
Unlimited [ __|Limited [] counter [ ] Joinder 8 2 7
é@%g%gted é@?‘n%%%te dis Filed with first appearance by defendant | JUpGE:
exceeds $25,000) $25,000 or less) (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.402) DEPT:

Items 1-6 below must be completed (see instructions on page 2).

1. Check one box below for the case type that best describes this case:

Auto Tort Contract Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation

Auto (22) [ Breach of contract/warranty (06) (Cal. Rules of Court, rules 3.400-3.403)
Uninsured motorist (46) ] Rule 3.740 collections (09) [ Antitrust/Trade regulation (03)
g;r::; Pe';\!l:vDrLVrYDf s?g§§:?¥2£?wiPropew D Other collections (09) I::] Construction defect (10)
9 9 [ insurance coverage (18) [__] Mass tort (40)
[ Asbestos (04) [ other contract (37) [ securities litigation (28)
[ Product liability (24) Real Property [ Environmental/Toxic tort (30)
[:] Medical malpractice (45) [:J Eminent domain/inverse [::l Insurance coverage claims arising from the
(] other PVPDAWD (23) condemnation (14) above listed provisionally complex case
Non-PI/PDIWD (Other) Tort I::] Wrongful eviction (33) types (41)
[ Business tort/unfair business practice (07) [L_] other real property (26) Enforcement of Judgment
[ civit rights (08) Unlawful Detainer [ Enforcement of judgment (20)
[ ] Defamation (13) [ commercial (31) Miscellaneous Civil Complaint
[ Fraud (16) [ Residential (32) [ rico 27)
[:] Intellectual property (19) :] Drugs (38) {:j Other complaint (not specified above) (42)
[ Professional negligence (25) Judicial Review Miscellaneous Civil Petition
[] other non-PI/PD/WD tort (35) [ Asset forfeiture (05) [ Partnership and corporate governance (21)
Employment E:l Petition re: arbitration award (11) l::] Other petition (not specified above) (43)
[__] Wrongful termination (36) Writ of mandate (02)
:] Other employment (15) :} Other judicial review (39)
2. Thiscase [_]is isnot  complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court. If the case is complex, mark the
factors requiring exceptional judicial management: :
a. [___] Large number of separately represented parties  d. [__] Large number of witnesses
b. [__] Extensive motion practice raising difficult or novel e. [__] Coordination with related actions pending in one or more courts
issues that will be time-consuming to resolve in other counties, states, or countries, or in a federal court
c. [__] Substantial amount of documentary evidence f. [__] Substantial postjudgment judicial supervision
3. Remedies sought (check all that apply): a. [__| monetary b. [__] nonmonetary; declaratory or injunctive relief ¢, [__] punitive
4. Number of causes of action (specify): ‘
5. Thiscase [__]is isnot a class action suit.
6. If there are any known related cases, file and serve a notice of related case. (You CM-015%.)...
Date: March 04, 2016 }
W. Keith Wyatt, Esq.
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) . (SIGNATURE OF PAI ATTORNEY FOR PARTY)
NOTICE ’

« Plaintiff must file this cover sheet with the first paper filed in the action or proceeding (except small claims cases or cases filed
under the Probate Code, Family Code, or Welfare and Institutions Code). (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.220.) Failure tofile may result
in sanctions. :

o File this cover sheet in addition to any cover sheet required by local court rule.

o If this case is complex under rule 3.400 et seq. of the California Rules of Court, you must serve a copy of this cover sheet on all
other parties to the action or proceeding. o

» Unless this is a collections case under rule 3.740 or a complex case, this cover sheet will be used for statistical purposes gnly% 2

age 1 of
Fi Adopted for Mandatory U Cal. Rules of Court, rules 2.30, 3.220, 3.400--3.403, 3.740;
o?:diciaolpceouncc’:zl o?léaalit%%iase CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET SO lfﬁ(?)llS' ¢ ugz;?s{::dargﬁ Judicial Administration, sid. 3.10
CM-010 [Rev. July 1, 2007} 121 DIUS .



SHORTTITLE: John W. Harris, et al v. Water Replesnishment District of

Southern California

CASENUMBER Bs ]_ 6 0 8 2 {

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND

STATEMENT OF LOCATION

(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION)

This form is required pursuant to Local Rule 2.3 in all new civil case filings in the Los Angeles Superior Court.

ltem I. Check the types of hearing and fill in the estimated length of hearing expected for this case:

JURY TRIAL?[_]YES CLASS ACTION? [__] YES LIMITED CASE? ] YES TIME ESTIMATED FOR TRIAL

[ HOURS/[ | DAYS

item Il. Indicate the correct district and courthouse location (4 steps — If you checked “Limited Case”, sKip to ltem Ili, Pg. 4).

Step 1: After first completing the Civil Case Cover Sheet form, find the main Civil Casé Cover Sheet heading for your
case in the left margin below, and, to the right in Column A, the Civil Case Cover Sheet case type you selected.

Step 2:

Step 3:

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Class actions must be filed in the Stanley Mosk Courthouse, central district.
May be filed in central (other county, or no bedily injury/property damage).
Location where cause of action arose.

Location where bodily injury, death or damage occurred.

Location where performance required or defendant resides.

Check one Superior Court type of action in Column B below which best describes the nature of this case.

In Column C, circle the reason for the court location choice that applies to the type of action you have
checked. For any exception to the court location, see Local Rule 2.3.

Applicable Reasons for Choosing Courthouse Location (see Column C below)

6.
g. Location where petitioner resides.

9. Location where one or more of the
10. Location of Labor Commissioner Otfice

11. Mandatory Filing Location (Hub Case)

Location of property or permanently garaged vehicle.

Location wherein defendant/respondent functions wholly.
arties reside.

Step 4: Fill in the information requested on page 4 in Item llI; complete Item V. Sign the declaration.

" A ; :
£ Auto (22) ] A7100 Motor Vehicle - Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death 1.2, 4
8
2 Uninsured Motorist (46) [:] A7110 Personal injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death — Uninsured Motorisy 1., 2., 4
D AB070 Asbestos Property Damage 2.
Asbestos (04) .

2 [:] A7221 Asbestos - Personal Injury/Wrongful Death 2,
o O
o b~
£ Product Liability (24) [ 1 A7260 Product Liability (not asbestos or toxic/environmental) 1.,2.,3..4. 8.
— D

]
E = ‘M [::l A7210 Medical Malpractice - Physicians & Surgeons 1.,
£ G Medical Malpractice (45
= g’ P “9) [_] A7240 Other Professional Health Care Malpractice 1.,
| ol vl
2=
235 1 A7250 Premises Liability (e.g., slip and fall) 1,
a D Other Personal . o
5 E Injury Property [:} A7230 Intentional Boq:ly Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death (e.g., 1.,
= S8 Damage Wrongful assault, vandalism, etc.)
© Death (23) ] A7270 Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress 1

[:] A7220 Other Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death 1. 4.
LACIV 109 (Rev 3/15) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.3
AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 1 of 4

LASC Approved 03-04

LA-CV108



SHORTTITLE: John W. Harris, et al v. Water Replesnishment District of

CASE NUMBER

Southern California

zE Business Tort (07) ("] A6029 Other Commercial/Business Tort (not fraudibreach of contract) 1,3
D =
5% Civil Rights (08) D A6005 Civil Rights/Discrimination 1.2,3
o o
=0
o Defamation (13) [ A6010 Defamation (slanderlibel) 1.2 3.
=%
K] g Fraud (16) [] A6013 Fraud (no contract) 1.,2,3
[e]
0 ~.
B q, .
3,-’ & Professional Negligence (25) [[_] A6017 Legal Malpractice 1.2.3.
g § ("] A6050 Other Professional Malpractice (not medical or legal) 1.,2.3.
=
Other (35) [T] A6025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tort 2.3.
§ Wrongful Termination (36) [:] AB037 Wrongful Termination 1,2.,3
g
2 : [__] AB024 Other Employment Complaint Case 1,2,3
= Other Employment (15) .
uE.: L__j A6109 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10.
[ ] A6004 Breach of Rental/Lease Contract (not unlawful detainer or wrongful 25
eviction) . : A
Breach of Contract/ Warranty ] AB008 Contract/Warranty Breach -Seller Plaintiff (no fraud/negligence) 2.5
_(08) { ] A6019 Negligent Breach of Contract/Warranty (no fraud) 1.2.5
(not insurance) 1.2.5
[ A6028 Other Breach of Contract/Warranty (not fraud or negligence) e
8 Collections (09) [ 1 A6002 Collections Case-Seller Plaintiff 2.5.6, 11
g [] A6012 Other Promissory Note/Collections Case ‘ 2,511
o l:] AB034 Collections Case-Purchased Debt (Charged Off Consumer Debt | 5,6, 11
Purchased on or after January 1, 2014)
Insurance Coverage (18) [:] AB015 insurance Coverage (not complex) 1.,2,5., 8.
[ A8009 Contractual Fraud 1,2, 3., 5.
Other Contract (37) (1 AB031 Tortious Interference 1.,2,3.,5.
[j AB027 Other Contract Dispute(not breachfinsurance/fraud/negligence) 1.,2,3.,8.
S, Emc"l,‘f,?}e?n"n'gf}g}{'?}’ :.-)rse [_] A7300 Eminent Domain/Condemnation ~ Numberofparcels ___ | 2.
§ - -
2 Wrongful Eviction (33) [ 1 As023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2,6
a :
T (] A6018 Mortgage Foreclosure
= Other Real Property (26) | [_] A6032 Quiet Title
E:] AB080 Other Real Property (not eminent domain, landlord/tenant, foreclosure) | 2., 6.
e T e e e st e e
g Uniawful Detazg\{e)r-Commercial ] A6021 Unlawiul Detainer-Commercial (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2.,6.
i
[:1] . . .
a Unlawful Detainer-Residential | ™ Ago20 Uniawful Detainer-Residential (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2., 8.
5 (32)
= Unlawful Detainer- . '
'g Post-Foreclosure (34) (:} AB020F Unlawful Detainer-Post-Foreclosure 2.,6.
=1 :
Unlawiul Detainer-Drugs (38) | [__] A6022 Unlawful Detainer-Drugs 2.,6.
LACIV 109 (Rev 3/15) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.3
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 2 of 4




srort TiTee: John W. Harris, et al v. Water Replesnishment District of

Southern California

CASE NUMBER

Asset Forfeiture (05) [:j A6108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2.6
% Petition re Arbitration (11) I:} AB115 Petition to Compel/Confirm/Vacate Arbitration 2.5
=]
&’: I:j AB151 Writ - Administrative Mandamus 2., 8.
5 Writ of Mandate (02) [] ae152 writ - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2.
§ ] A8153 writ - Other Limited Court Case Review 2.
Other Judicial Review (39) AB150 Other Writ /Judicial Review 2.8
- Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03) E:l AB003 Antitrust/Trade Regulation 1.,2,8
=
g Construction Defect (10) f:| AB007 Construction Defect 1.2,3
5 1] t
8 Claims Involving Mass Tort | ™™ agoog Claims Involving Mass Toit 1.2.8
g o
C; Securities Litigation (28) :I AB035 Securities Litigation Case 1.2,8
g Toxic Tort ] A6036 Toxic Tor/Environmental 1.,2.3.,8
G Environmental (30) T En S O
-
(=] i .
a Inggﬁxggf&;irggazec(lzws [:] AB6014 Insurance Coverage/Subrogation (complex case only) 1.2.,5.,8.
[::] AB141 Sister State Judgment 2,8
= = [ ] A8160 Abstract of Judgment 2.6
5 .
E é Enforcement [T ] A8107 Confession of Judgment {non-domestic relations) 2.9,
53 of Judgment (20) ] A6140 Administrative Agency Award (not unpaid taxes) 2.8
55 [:] AB114 Petition/Certificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2,8
f:} AB112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2,8,9.
RICO (27) ] AB033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1.,2.8
g £
g§= [_] A6030 Declaratory Relief Only 1.2.8.
f
% E Other Complaints ] A8040 Injunctive Relief Only (not domestic/harassment) 2,8
(&) N .
é = (Not Specified Above) (42) | [ ] A8011 Other Commercial Complaint Case (non-tort/non-complex) 1.,2.,8.
© ] A8000 Other Civil Complaint (non-tort/non-complex) 1.2.8.
Partnership Corporation [:] AB113 Part hi dc ate G ance C 2.8
Governance (21) nership an oypor overnance Case .
(1 A6121 Civil Harassment 2,3,9.
Qe ] Ae123 workplace Harassment 2.3.,8.
22 Other Peit [__] A6124 Elder/Dependent Adult Abuse Case 2.3,9.
8% er Petitions (Not .
= o Specified Above) (43) D AB6130 Election Contest 2.
Q=
é 3 [ ] As110 Petition for Change of Name 2.7
D AB170 Petition for Relief from Late Claim Law 2,3.,4., 8.
(1 A6100 Other Civil Petition 2,9,
LACIV 109 (Rev 3/15) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.3
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 3 of 4




SHORTTITLE: John W. Harris, et al v. Water Replesnishment District of CASE NUMBER
Southern California

Item lil. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party’s residence or place of business, performance, or other
circumstance indicated in ltem II., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected.

aopress: 865 S. Figueroa Street

REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown
under Column C for the type of action that you have selected for
this case.

[1.xJ2.33.34.035.036.37.38.39.C310.L011.

ciTY: STATE: ZiP CODE:

Los Angeles CA 90017

ltem IV. Declaration of Assignment:. | declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct and that the above-entitled matter is properly filed for assignment to the Stanley Mosk courthouse in the
Central District of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles [Code Civ. Proc., § 392 et seq., and Local

Rule 2.3, subd. (a).

e

(SIGNATURE éF/ ATTORNEY/FILING PARTY)
W. Keith Wyatt, Esq.

Dated: March 04, 2016

PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS COMPLETED AND READY TO BE FILED IN ORDER TO PROPERLY
COMMENCE YOUR NEW COURT CASE: '

Original Complaint or Petition.
If filing a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk.

1

2

3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-010.
4

Ci\;il Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location form, LACIV 109, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev.
03/15). .

Payment in full of the filing fee, unless fees have been waived.

A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CIV-010, if the plaintiff or petitioner is a
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summons.

7. Additional copies of documents to be conformed by the Clerk. Copies of the cover sheet and this addendum
must be served along with the summons and complaint, or other initiating pleading in the case.

LACIV 108 (Rev 3/15) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.3
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION . Page 4 of 4
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W. Keith Wyatt, Esq. (SBN 80859)

IVIE, McNEILL & WYATT CunrURMED COPY
A Professional Law Corporation ; OF ORIGINAL FILED

444 South Flower Street, Suite 1800 A A T Count
Los Angeles, California 90071 MAR 0 4 2015
Telephone: (213) 489-0028 Shorri B G _

Facsimile: (213) 489-0552 . <aner, Exscutive Officer/Clerk

By: Moses Soto, Dsputy
Attorneys for Petitioners - A -

JOHN W. HARRIS AND HARRIS & ASSOCIATES % 5 - C }\4/\/%
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

JOHN W. HARRS AND HARRIS & Case No.: '
ASSOCIATES, BS 160 8 27
Petitioner/Plaintiff, VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF
MANDATE WITH EXHIBITS 1 THROUGH
4; MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND
AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT THEREOF
vs.

[Cal. Government Code Section 6250 et seq.]

WATER REPLENISHMENT DISTRICT OF
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA, and DOES 1
through 5, inclusive,

R o W, N NUSA NV, NV P, N N NP, WOve N L s N N g

Respondent/Defendant.

By this verified petition, petitioners allege:
1. Petitioner JOHN W. HARRIS (“HARRIS”) is a resident of the County of Los

Angeles and is an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of California.

Page!

VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE WITH EXHIBITS 1 THROUGH 4; MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
IN SUPPORT THEREOF
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2. Petitioner HARRIS & ASSOCIATES is a law firm in Los Angeles, California
which is owned by HARRIS. Hereinafter, petitioners HARRIS and HARRIS &
ASSOCIATES will be collectively referred to as “HA”.

3. Respondent WATER REPLENISHMENT DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA (“WRD?”) is a public agency which manages groundwater for several cities in
Southern Los Angeles County.

4. Real party in interest LOS CERRITOS COMMUNITY NEWSPAPER
GROUP (“LOS CERRITOS NEWS”) has an interest that is directly affected by this
proceeding in that it has made a request under the California Public Records Act to obtain certain
records related to a confidential settlement agreement reached between HA and WRD. Further,)
LOS CERRITOS NEWS filed a verified petition for writ of mandate and declaratory relief on
February 16, 2016 in Los Angeles Superior Court as Case Number BSl605_94~ seeking an order]
compelling WRD to produce records related to the confidential settlemént agreement between)
HA and WRD. A true and correct copy of said petition is attached, marked Exhibit 1, and
incorporated herein by reference.

5. This court has jurisdiction over this matter because the boﬁﬁdential settlement
agreement and the California Public Records Act request were both made in Los Angeles
County.

6. On or about September 2010 to 2014, HA performed legal services on behalf of
WRD pursuant to a contract to provide legal services. In or about April 2014 a fee dispute arose
between HA and WRD regarding the provision of the legal services performed by HA. WRD)
contended HA had overbilled for certain work performed during the course of the attorney client

relationship, and HA contended there were outstanding unpaid invoices for which WRD owed

Page2

VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE WITH EXHIBITS 1 THROUGH 4; MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
IN SUPPORT THEREOF
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payment. The fee dispute was the subject of several closed session discus'siohs in or about 2014,
HA and WRD agreed to participate in a private mediation regarding the fee dispute, and a
mediation session was conducted on November 13, 2014. All parties who participated in the
mediation agreed that the matters discussed in the me.diation would be confidential and would
not be disclosed to any third parties. The negotiations which occurred at the mediation and which
continued to occur in closed session discussions between HA and WRD after the mediation
eventually resulted in a settlement of the fee dispute. The terms of the settlement were
memorialized in a confidential settlement agreement which was executed by HA and WRD.

7. The terms of the confidential settlement agreement specifically included a
confidentiality clause which was a material term for HA in reaching a settiement of the fee
dispute. HA would not have agreed to the terms of the settlement, and may not have agreed to 2
settlement at all, if there had not been assurances given and if agreement had not been reached byj
all parties that the terms of the settlement would be confidential and wquld not be disclosed to
third parties by HA or WRD. HA relied upon the promises and assurances by WRD that the
terms of the settlement would remain confidential in agreeing to the terms of the settlement and
in performing the terms agreed to in the settlement. HA has fully performed all of the obligationg
required of HA pursuant to the terms of the confidential settlement agreement.

8. On or about January 26, 2016, HA became aware that LOS CERRITOS NEWS
had filed a Public Records Act request with WRD for production of the settlement agreement
and other documentation related to the settlement. |

9. The Public Records Act request was an email dated January 18, 2016 in which
LOS CERRITOS NEWS requested copies of the settlement agreement and related records. Al

true and correct copy of the January 18, 2016 email is attached, marked Exhibit 2, and

Page 3

VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE WITH EXHIBITS 1 THROUGH 4; MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
IN SUPPORT THEREOF
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incorporated herein by reference. The email request sought production of “... any related
documents to that settlement agreement, including any accounting reléted documents (check
from Harris).” In making the request, LOS CERRITOS NEWS indicated that it was already in|
possession of the documents but still wanted to obtain them from WRD. The email specifically
stated “I do have documents, but I want them from WRD.”

10. On or about January 26, 2016, counsel for HA notified counsel for WRD that HA
objected to production of the settlement agreement between HA and WRD on the grounds that
the settlement agreement specifically provided that the settlement agreement and the terms of the
settlement agreement would remain confidential and would not be disclosed to any third party,
Counsel for HA indicated to counsel for WRD that HA would consider disclosure of the
settlement terms and settlement agreement to be a breach of the settlement agreement which had|

been reached between HA and WRD.,

11.  On or about February 11, 2016, counsel for WRD responded to the Public
Records Act request of LOS CERRITOS NEWS by a letter dated February 11, 2016 to Brian
Hews in which counsel for WRD indicated WRD would withhold production of the documents
pursuant to the provisions of Government Céde §6255 and based on receipt of correspondence;
from counsel for HA which was “...threatening to enforce the confidentiality terms of the
settlement document sought...” in the request by LOS CERRITOS NEWS. The February 11,
2016 letter also indicated that WRD would not produce the requested records in order to allow
HA to seek a court determination regarding disclosure. A true and correct copy of the February

11, 2016 letter is attached, marked Exhibit 3, and incorporated herein by reference.
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12. On February 16, 2016, LOS CERRITOS NEWS filed a petition for writ of
mandate seeking a court order to compel WRD to disclose the conﬁdential settlement agreement
and related documents. (See Exhibit 1).

13. On or about February 18, 2016, counsel for WRD responded to counsel for HA by
a letter which indicated that WRD had initially declined to produce, howevgr, WRD intended to|
disclose “... the settlement agreement and accounting related documents...” unless HA sought 4
court determination to prevent disclosure of the documents. A true and correct copy of the letter
dated February 18, 2016 is attached, marked Exhibit 4, and incorporated herein by reference.

14. 'WRD has expressed its intention to disclose the recofds requested by LOS
CERRITOS NEWS, which would include the confidential settlement agreement and billing
records for legal services performed by HA on behalf of WRD, unless HA obtains an order from|
this Court to prevent said disclosure. HA contends that they have rights of privacy to prevent
disclosure of the confidential settlement agreement and their attorney-client billing records. HA]
contends that their billing records are privileged from disclosure pursuant to the attorney-client
privilege. HA contends disclosure of the settlement agreement would breach public policy]
favoring the confidentiality of mediation sessions, public policy favoring settlement agreements,
and public policy regarding the nondisclosure of matters considered by public agencies in closed
session meetings. HA contends that disclosure of the settlement agreement would breach the
bargained for confidentiality provisions of the settlement agreement upon which HA relied in
agreeing to settle the fee dispute matter. HA would not have agreed to settle the fee dispute
matter except for the agreement that the matter would remain confidential. HA also contends
disclosure of the terms of the settlement would violate the confidential nature of the attorney

client relationship.
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15.  HA has no plain, speedy, and adequate remedy in the ordinary course of law other
than the relief sought in this petition in that WRD has indicated it will produce the records
requested by LOS CERRITOS NEWS in the absence of a court determination that disclosure is
not required. LOS CERRITOS NEWS is likely to publish the documents in what appears to be 4
continuing effort to damage the reputation of HA as demonstrated by the articles attached ag
exhibits to the petition filed by LOS CERRITOS NEWS on February 16, 2016 (See Exhibit 1).

16.  LOS CERRITOS NEWS has not presented any compelling public interest which
would justify disclosure of the requested documents as compared to the fundamental privacy
interests and public policy interests which favor promoting settlements, the corfidentiality of the
mediation process, the confidentiality of attorney-client relationships, and the confidentiality of
settlements. In addition, LOS CERRITOS NEWS has represented in its email dated January 18,
2016 (See Exhibit 2) that it already has the documents it is requesting.

17.  WRD’s disclosure of the requested documents will damage HA’s reputation in a
sum that cannot be determined at this time.

WHEREFORE, petitioners pray:

1. That the Court issue a peremptory writ in the first ‘instance commanding
respondent to not disclose the confidential settlement agreement and billing records of
petitioners which are the subject of the Public Records Act request of real party in interest;

2. That the Court, alternatively, first issue an alternative‘ writ commanding
respondent to not disclose the confidential settlement agreement and billing records of petitioners
which are the subject of the Public Records Act request of real party in interest, or, in the
alternative, show cause why it should disclose said records, and thereafter issue a peremptory

writ commanding respondent to not disclose the confidential settlement agreement and billing
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records of petitioners which are the subject of the Public Records Act reqilest of real party in

interest;
3. For cost of this proceeding and for such other and further relief as the court deems
just and proper.
Dated: March 4, 2016 IVIE,M LL & WYATT
By:
W. KEITH/ WYATT
Attorneys for Petitioners ‘
JOHN W. HARRIS AND HARRIS &
ASSOCIATES
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

L

INTRODUCTION

This case involves determination of whether a confidential settlement agreement and
billing records between an attorney and the attorney’s public entity clieni must be disclosed|
pursuant to the California Public Records Act (CPRA) based upon the request of a newspaper.
This Court is being asked to balance the privacy interests and public policies favoring settlement,
confidentiality agreements, attorney-client confidentiality, and mediation 'précess confidentiality]
against the public’s right to access to records requested pursuant to the CPRA.

Petitioners John W. Harris and his law firm, Harris & Associates, hereinafter collectively
referred to as “HA”, provided legal services for respondent Water Replenisﬁment District of
Southern California, hereinafter referred to as “WRD?”, from 2010 to 2014. In or about April
2014 a fee dispute arose between HA and WRD in which WRD contended HA had overbilled for
certain work performed during the course of the attorney client relationship; ahd HA contended
that WRD owed HA payment for several outstanding unpaid invoices.

The fee dispute was the subject of several closed session discussions between HA and]
WRD in or about 2014-2015. The fee dispute discussions were never discussed in public
meetings conducted by WRD as the discussions addressed the appropriateness of time billed for
certain legal services provided.

After HA and WRD were unable to reach agreement regarding the fee dispute, both sides
agreed to participate in a private mediation in an effort to resolve the matter. A private mediation
session was conducted on November 13, 2014. Although all issues were not resolved at the

mediation session, agreements on several issues were reached during the mediation. The progress
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of the settlement discussions which was made during the mediation session continued following
the mediation in further closed session discussions, and the parties eventually reached full
agreement to resolve the fee dispute. The terms of the settlement wére memorialized in 4
confidential settlement agreement which was executed by HA and WRD.

The terms of the settlement agreement specifically included a confidentiality clause
which was a material term for HA in reaching agreement regarding seﬁlerﬁent. HA would not
have agreed to the terms of the settlement, and may not have agreed to any settlement at all, if
there had not been assurances given that the terms of the settlement would be kept confidential
and would not be disclosed to third parties by HA or WRD. HA relied 'upén the promises and
assurances made by WRD in agreeing to the terms of the settlement and in performing the terms
agreed to in the settlement. HA has fully performed all obligations requiréd of HA pursuant to)
the terms of the confidential settlement agreement.

On or about January 26, 2016, HA became aware that Brian Hews of the Los Cerritos
Community Newspaper Group, hereinafter referred to as “Los Cerritos News”, was seeking toj
obtain copies of the confidential settlement agreement and other documerﬁs related to the
settlement. Hews had sent counsel for WRD an email dated January 18, 2016 (see Exhibit 2
which Hews called a “Public records request” in the “Subject” portion of the email. Hews
requested the settlement document and “... any related documents to that settlément agreement,
including any accounting related documents (check from Harris)”. Hews specifically stated hej
already had the documents but that he wanted them from WRD. Therefore, Hews either alreadyj
had the documents he was requesting, or he was making a misrepresentation for some reason in

his effort to obtain the documents.
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Counsel for HA sent a letter dated January 26, 2016 to counsel for WRD objecting to the
disclosure of the settlement agreement and related documents to Hews. Counsel for HA
reminded counsel for WRD that the confidential settlement agreement included a confidentiality,
provision which prohibited the settling parties from disclosing the terms of the settlement.

Counsel for WRD subsequently advised Hews, in a letter dated February 11, 2016, that
WRD would not disclose the settlement records based upon the objections by HA and based on
the provisions of Government Code §6255. The cited Government Co&e provision permits
public entity to withhold “...any record by demonstrating that the record in question is exemp{
under express provisions of this chapter or that on the facts of the particular case the public
interest served by not disclosing the record clearly outweighs the public interest served by
disclosure of the record.” Government Code §6255(a).

Hews and Los Cerritos News responded to WRD’s refusal to produce the records by
filing a petition for writ of mandate on February 16, 2016 seeking a court oraer to compel WRD,
to provide copies of the settlement documents (See Exhibit 1). The petition of Los Cerritos News
fails to provide any justification or reason for obtaining copies of the settlement documents from
WRD. Further, since Hews is already in possession of the documents as stated in his email of
January 18, 2016, no valid justification exists.

In response to the writ petition filed by Los Cerritos News, coﬁnsel for WRD sent
counsel for HA a letter dated February 18, 2016 which indicated that WRD would disclose the
settlement documents in response to the public records request unless HA obtained a court
determination preventing disclosure. (See Exhibit 4). HA filed this instant petition for writ of
mandate to obtain a court order to prevent WRD from disclosing the .conﬁaential settlement

agreement and related documents to Los Cerritos News.
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HA contends that they are several significant public policy reas'oﬁs for preventing
disclosure of the confidential settlement agreement and the related billing information which
include: 1) protection of HA’s rights of privacy and public policy supporting confidential
settlement agreements; 2) protection of the confidentiality of the felationship and
communications between an attorney and a client; 3) protection of the confidentiality of]
mediation negotiations and proceedings; and, 4) HA’s interests in preventing disclosure
outweigh LOS CERRITOS NEWS’ nonexistent interests in compelling disclosure. Therefore,
this Court should issue a writ of mandate commanding WRD to deny LOS CERRITOS NEWS’
request to produce the confidential settlement agreement between HA and WRD and any related
documents.

II.

THIS PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE IS THE APPROPRIATE PROCEDURE

TO PRESENT TO THE COURT THE ISSUE OF WHETHER CONFIDENTIAL

SETTLEMENT RECORDS SHOULD BE PRODUCED PURSUANT TO A

CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT REQUEST

Mandamus may issue to compel an official both to exercise his discretion and to exercisej
it under a proper interpretation of the applicable law. Mandamus is availablé to prevent a publig
agency from acting in an unlawful manner by releasing information the disclosure of which is
prohibited by law. A petition for writ of mandate is the appropriate procedure to present the issuej
of whether confidential documents should be released pursuant to the Califoﬁﬁa Public Records
Act. Marken v. Santa Monica-Malibu Unified School District (2012) 202 Cal. App.4™ 1250,

1266-1267.
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1118

COMPELLED DISCLOSURE OF PRIVATE FINANCIAL INFORMATION SUCH AS A

CONFIDENTIAL SETTLEMENT CAN ONLY BE JUSTIFIED WHEN THERE IS A

COMPELLING AND OPPOSING STATE INTEREST

The constitutional right of privacy is not absolute but it may only be abridged when there
is a compelling and opposing state interest. When compelled disclosure intrudes on)
constitutionally protected areas, it cannot be justified solely on the ground that it may lead to
relevant information. When a party requests the compelled disclosure 6f a confidential
settlement, that party is required to show a compelling énd opposing state interest for production|
of the information. Hinshaw, Winkler, Draa, Marsh & Still v. Superior Court (1996) 51
Cal. App.4™ 233, 237-239.

In Hinshaw, two doctors brought a legal malpractice action against their former attorneys
who had dropped them from a lawsuit by a group of doctors against the hospital after which the
case settled. The trial court granted the plaintiffs’ request for discovery of the confidential
settlement to determine what the plaintiffs would have received had they remained in the case.
The Court of Appeal ordered issuance of a writ of mandate which required the trial court to
vacate its order granting plaintiffs’ motion for discovery and directed the trial court to enter an
order denying plaintiffs’ discovery motion. The appellate court considered the confidential
settlement to be private financial information which was worthy of protection in discovery. It
determined that the privacy of the settlement was generally understood and accepted in our legal

system which favored settlement and supported attendant needs for confidentiality. Hinshaw,

supra, 51 Cal.App.4™ at pp. 237-241.
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In the matter before this Court, the settlement agreement reached betWéen HA and WRD
specifically included a confidentiality clause which prohibits disclosure of the settlement
agreement and related records to LOS CERRITOS NEWS. The writ pétitidn filed by LOS
CERRITOS NEWS fails to present any justification for production of thesé private records,
Further, LOS CERRITOS NEWS has represented in ité email of January 18, 2016 that it already
has the records. In the absence of a showing of a compelling and opposing state interest, the]
disclosure of confidential settlement records requested LOS CERRITOS NEWS should bg
denied.

IV.

NEGOTIATIONS AND SETTLEMENT DISCUSSIONS BETWEEN HA AND WRD IN

THE COURSE OF A MEDIATION SHOULD REMAIN CONFIDENTIAL, AND THAT

CONFIDENTIALITY IS NOT CONFINED TO COMMUNICATIONS THAT

OCCURRED DURING THE MEDIATION PROCEEDING ITSELF

In order to facilitate the candor required for a successful mediaﬁon, the Legislature has
broadly provided for the confidentiality of matters spoken or written in connection with 4
mediation proceeding. Except for specified statutory exceptions, neither evidence of anything
said nor any writing is discoverable or admissible in any arbitration, administrative adjudication,
civil action, or other noncriminal proceeding if the statement was made on the writing was
prepared in the course of or pursuant to a mediation. The confidentiality provisions are clear and
absolute, and they do not permit judicially crafted exceptions and limi;tations even where
competing public policies may be affected. The confidentiality extends beyond utterances o]
writings in the course of the mediation and is not confined to communicatiéns that occurred|

during the mediation proceeding itself. Cassel v. Superior Court (2011) 51 Cal.4™ 113, 117-119.
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In Cassel, the plaintiff brought an action against attorneys who represented him in 4
mediation for malpractice, breach of fiduciary duty, fraud, and breach of contract. The attorneys
made a motion in limine based on the mediation confidentiality statutes to f;xclude all evidence
of communications between attorneys and clients that were related to the mediation, including
matters discussed that the pre-mediation meetings and private communications while the
mediation was under way. The trial court granted the motion, but the Court of Appeal granted
mandamus relief. The California Supreme Court reversed the judgment of the Court of Appeal. It
concluded that attorney-client communications which occurred before and during the mediation
proceedings were “for the purpose of, in the course of, or pursuant to, a mediation...” as
provided in Evidence Code§1119(a). Cassel, supra, at pp. 137-138. |

The negotiations which occurred between HA and WRD regarding settlement of the fee
dispute matters which occurred before, during, and after the private mediation session which was
conducted on November 13, 2014 were privileged confidential communications based on
applicable statutory and case authority. This Court should prevent WRD from disclosing the
confidential settlement agreement and related documents which were the subject of said
mediation session and which were the subject of the further negotiations which led to the
settlement. LOS CERRITQS NEWS has not presented any compelling interest which would
justify disclosure over the interests in préserving the confidentiality of mediation sessions.
" |
"

"
"

7
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A

THE CONFIDENTIAL SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN HA AND WRD, AND

THE BILLING RECORDS RELATED TO THE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT, ARE
ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGED DOCUMENTS WHICH ARE PROTECTED

FROM DISCLOSURE

The attorney-client privilege which is provided for in Evidence Code §950 et. seq.,
protects confidential communications between a client and his or her attorney made in the course
of an attorney-client relationship. Costco Wholesale Corp. v. Superiof Court (2009) 47 Cal
fourth 725, 732. The fundamental purpose of the attorney client privilege is the preservation of
the confidential relationship between attorney and client, and the primary harm in disclosure of
privileged material is the disruption of that relationship. Fireman’s Funa Insurance Co. v.
Superior Court (2011) 196 Cal. App.4™ 1263, 1272.
The term “confidential communication” is broadly construed, and communications
between a lawyer and his [or her] client are presumed confidential, with the Vburden on the party
seeking disclosure to show otherwise. Gordon v. Superior Court (1997) 55 Cal. App.4™ 1546
1557. Discovery of a privileged communication is barred irrespective of wﬁether it includes
unprivileged material. Where no enumerated exception applies, the privilege is absolute and
disclosure may not be ordered without regard to the relevance, necessity, or any particular
circumstances peculiar to the case. Costco, supra, 47 Cal.4™ at pp. 732-734.
In Smith v. Laguna Sur Villas Community Association (2000) 79 Cal.App.4th 639, the

Court of Appeal affirmed the trial court’s holding that the association was the holder of the;

attorney-client privilege and the individual homeowners could not demand production of the
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legal bills of a law firm retained by the association to bring a construction defect action against g
developer. The legal bills were considered attorney-client privileged communications.
The communications between HA and WRD regarding the- fee dispute involved,
discussions of legal work performed by HA for WRD during the course of the attorney-client
relationship and discussions of whether some of the billing for some of that work was
appropriate. The discussions and the bills are attorney-client privileged commications which
should not be disclosed pursuant to the Public Records Act request of LOS CERRITOS NEWS

under the circumstances presented in this matter.
VL

CONCLUSION

Based on the facts presented in the verified petition for writ of mandéte; and based on the
arguments and authorities presented in this memorandum, this Court should issue a writ of
mandate commanding WRD to deny LOS CERRITOS NEWS’ request to produce the
confidential settlement agreement between HA and WRD and any related documents. HA has
presented several grounds and bases for protection of their fundamental fights of privacy,
mediation confidentiality, and attorney-client confidentiality which should preclude disclosure of
the documents. LOS CERRITOS NEWS simply wants to obtain copies of documents which it
‘apparently claims it already has, without presenting any compelling state interests which

outweigh the important fundamental privacy and confidentiality interests presented by HA.

o

Dated: March 4, 2016

W. KEITH WYATT

Attorneys for Petitioners

JOHN W. HARRIS AND HARRIS &
ASSOCIATES
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LOS CERRITOS' COMMUNITY NEWSPAPER GROUP

‘DOES 1 through 5, inclusive,

k “sttl 1ct”) and DOES 1 through 5, inclusive, (collectzvely, “Respondents”) to pel form as

. . re,.hBéF‘c;am
Kelly A. Aviles (SBN 257168) Rl Eg g::E%p-r

LAW OFFICES OF KELLY AVILES **;gggg,r‘ggu i Gallbnia
1502 Foothill Boulevard, Suite 103-140 7% Anqeles

La Verne, California 91750 FEB 16 2018
Telephone: (909) 991-7560

Facsimile: (909) 991-7504 Sherd R. Carter, Exenutive Officer/Cleric
Email: kaviles@opengovlaw.com By Cristina Grijalva, Deputy

Attorney for Petitioner

Ok A\&OQ O ’Dohn&\A

SUPERIOR COURTOF T 3 STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

BS160594
LOS CERRITOS COMMUNITY Case No.:
NEWSPAPER GROUP,
VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF
Petitioner/Plaintiff, MANDATE AND DECLARATORY
RELIEF FOR VIOLATIONS OF THE
v. CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS

ACT WITH EXHIBITS ATHROUGH

WATER REPLENISHMENT DISTRICT D.

OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA, and

[Cal. Government Code Section 6250 et

seq.f s
é:;}f}! g.; d’1~ Y

Respondent/Defendant.

N Sl S St N Mi? N S od N M N o

This action seeks relief from the refusal of Respondent/Defendant WATER
REPLENISHMENT DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALI}‘ORNIA (“Respondent or

o ot e o Lo T Y 8 Pt ST g oo ¥ cxe e et e S S b e e el PYFEC—

required by the California Public Records Act, Government Code, Section 6250 et seq.|
(“CPRA™), thereby denying the public’s right to the protections afforded by the laws of
this State and the California Constitution, Article I, Section 3.
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LOS CERRITOS COMMUNITY NEWSPAPER GROUP (“Petitioner”) seeks a writ
of mandate and declaratory relief under California Code of Civil Procedure sections

1085 and 1060 and Government Code section 6258 and 6259. In this Verified Petition,

Petitioner alleges as follows:

THE PARTIES
1. Petitioner/Plaintiff LOS CERRITOS COMMUNITY NEWSPAPER

GROUP is now, and at all times mentioned in this petition has been, is a corporation
organized under the laws of California. Its offices are located in Cerritos, California
90703. LOS CERRITOS COMMUNITY NEWSPAPER GROUP publishes “The
Community News” which reaches 95% of all homes and business in Cerritos, Artesia,
Hawaiian Gardens, Norwalk, East Lakewood, La Mirada, La Palma, and Pico Rivera.
LOS CERRITOS COMMUNITY NEWSPAPER GROUP also maintains the online news
website “LosCerritosNews.net” which reaches reaching more than 40,000 unigue
monthly visitors and covers local news throughout the area. As such, LOS CERRITOS
COMMUNITY NEWSPAPER GROUP has a beneficial interest in Respondent’s

performance of its legal duties under the CPRA.
2. Respondent/Defendant WATER REPLENISHMENT DISTRICT OF

SOUTHERN CALIFORNTIA (“Respondent” or “District”) is defined as a “local agency”
by Government Code § 6252(a), and is therefore subject to the CPRA. The District's
offices are Iocated in Los Angeles County at 4040 Paramount Boulevard, Lakewood,
California 90712.

3. The true names and capacities, whether individual, corporate, associate,
representative, or otherwise of respondents/defendants named herein as DOES 1
through 5 are unknown to Petitioner at this time, and are therefore sued by such
fictitious names. Petitioner will amend this complaint to allege the frue names and
capacities of DOES 1 through 10 when they become known to them. Each of DOES 1

through 5 is in some manner legally responsible for the violations of law alleged herein.

-0
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE
4. This Court has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to Code of Civil

Procedure sections 1085 and 1060 and Government Code, Sections 6258 and 6259.

5. Venue is proper under Government Code, Section 6250, as the records

are located within the County of Los Angeles.

FACTS SUPPORTING THE CAUSE OF ACTION
6. Beginning in May 2015, Petitioner LOS CERRITOS COMMUNITY
NEWSPAPER GROUP began reporting that the District paid nearly $10 million in legal

fees since 2012, with one of the biggest recipients, Harris & Associates and its principal
owner, John W. Harris, billing the District nearly $2 million in less than two years.
The articles report that Mr. Harris was investigated for overbilling by the District and
entered into an agreement as a result of that investigation, wherein a portion of the
fees billed by his firm were to be returned to the District. A true and correct copy of the
series of articles published by Petitioner are attached hereto as Exhibit A2

7. On January 18, 2016, after learning that Harris & Associates was being
considered as the Special Counsel to Conduct Ethics Investigations for the Central
Basin Municipal Water District, an agency plagued by scandal and transparency
problems, Brian Hews, Publisher of the LOS CERRITOS COMMUNITY NEWSPAPER

| GROUP, emailed a request under the California Public Records Act to Pete Brown, a

Senior Public Affairs Representative for the District (the “Request.”) The Request
states, in pertinent part, that “John W. Harris said he settled with the WRD in 2014 on
the overbilling issues that I published online Jast Thursday. I would like that document

‘and any related documents to that settlement agreement, including any accounting

related documents (check from Harris).” A true and correct copy of the Request is

attached hereto as Exhibit B.

1 All exhibits referenced herein are true and correct capies of the documents that they purport to be, and
are incorporated by reference as if they had been set out in their entirety.

=l
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District responded to the Request, claiming that the “District has determined that is

‘does maintain records responsive to your PRA request, but additional time is required
| provided by law. Therefore, WRD will not be able to comply with your request within
| additional time to review record and formulate its determination. Please anticipate a

| January 29 correspondence is attached hereto as Exhibit C.

Leal » Trejo APC responding to the Request. A true and correct copy of the February

8. On January 29, 2016, David Alvarez of Leal = Trejo APC, attorneys for the

for the District to examine, evaluate and ascertain the responsive records that can be

the 10 day provision of Government Code Section 6253(c). Correspondingly,

Government Code Section 6253(c)(2), provides upon notice the agency can take
further response by February 11, 2016.” A true and correct copy of Mr. Alvarez’

9. On February 11, 2016, Mr. Hews received an email regarding the Request,
which included an attachment titled, “Executed Final Response Lir to Hews 2 1116...."

The attachment, also dated February 11, was correspondence from H. Francisco Leal of

11, 2015 correspondence is attached hereto as Exhibit D. The response states, in

pertinent part:
This letter shall serve as the Water Replenishment District of Southern
California (“Distriet”) response to your Public Records Act request dated
January 18, 2016.

Please be advised that while the District has determined that it does
maintain records responsive to your PRA request, the District cannot
produce the records in question at this time and is withholding the
document pursuant to the provisions of Government Code 6255.

Furthermore, be advised that the District has received correspondence
from counsel to Mr. Harris threatening to enforce the confidentiality terms
of the settlement document sought in your request. Given the [sic] Mr.
Harris and his counsel have the ability pursuant to Marken v. Santa
Monica-Malibu Unified School District (2012) 202 CA 4% 1250, 1264, to
bring a “reverse PRA action” to seek an order preventing disclosure, the
District will not be producing responsive records that [sic] at this time in
order to allow the court to make its determination in this matter.

-, 4..
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CAUSE OF ACTION FOR VIOLATION OF THE CPRA

(RELIEF PURSUANT TO GOV. CODE §§ 6258, 6259;
CODE CIV. PROC. §§ 1060, 1085)

10.  Petitioner hereby realleges and incorporates herein by this reference
Paragraphs 1 thorough 10 of this Petition as though set forth herein in full.

11. The CPRA defines the term “public records” to include any writing
containing information relating to the conduct of the public's business prepared,

owned, used, or retained by any state or local agency regardless of physical form or

characteristics....”
12.  Government Code section 6253, provides, in pertinent part, that:

(b) Except with respect to public records exempt from disclosure by
express provisions of law, each state or local agency, upon a request for a
copy of records that reasonably describes an identifiable record or records,
shall make the records promptly available to any person upon payment of
fees covering direct costs of duplication, or a statutory fee if applicable.
Upon request, an exact copy shall be provided unless impracticable to do

50.

(¢) Each agency, upon a request for a copy of records, shall, within 10 days
from receipt of the request, determine whether the request, in whole or in
part, seeks copies of disclosable public records in the possession of the
agency and shall promptly notify the person making the request of the
determination and the reasons therefore. In unusual circumstances, the
time limit prescribed in this section may be extended by written notice by
the head of the agency or his or her designee to the person making the
request, setting forth the reasons for the extension and the date on which a
determination is expected to be dispatched. No notice shall specify a date
that would result in an extension for more than 14 days. When the agency
dispatches the determination, and if the agency determines that the
request seeks disclosable public records, the agency shall state the
estimated date and time when the records will be made available.

. |
(d) Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to permit an agency to delay
or obstruct the inspection or copying of public records.

The notification of denial of any request for records required by Section
6255 shall set forth the names and titles or positions of each person

responsible for the denial.

-5-
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Government Code section 6253.3 by allowing a third party to control the disclosure of ‘

the District’s public records.

13.  The requested records relate to the conduet of the public’s business.

14. The requested records were prepared, owned, used or retained by the
District, and are, therefore, deemed to be public records pursuant to Government Code
§ 6252(e).

15.  The District intentionally delayed its determination to give notice to and
an opportunity to Harris & Associates to file a reverse-CPRA lawsuit to enjoin the
production of records, and thereby violated Government Code section 6253(d).

16.  The District ultimately has refused to turn over these records.

17.  The requested records are not exempt from disclosure under any
provision of the CPRA, or any other relevant statute.

18. Government Code section 6253.3 states, “A state or local agency may not
allow another party to control the disclosure of information that is otherwise subject to
disclosure pursuant to this chapter.”

19. By delaying its response and denying access to the requested records, in

order to allow Harris and Associates to file a reverse-CPRA lawsuit, the District violated

20. The People of California have elevated the right to open government to

one protected by their State Constitution. The California Constitution, Article 1, Section

3, Paragraphs (a) - (b} state:
The people have the right to instruct their representatives, petition
government for redress of grievances, and assemble freely to consult for
the common good.

The people have the right of access to information concerning the conduct
of the people's business, and, therefore, the meetings of public bodies and
the ‘writings of public officials and agencies shall be open to public
scrutiny.

A statute, court rule, or other authority, including those in effect on the
effective date of this subdivision, shall bé broadly construed if it furthers
the people's right of access, and narrowly construed if it limits the right of

access.

-6~
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01,  Petitioner has exhausted its administrative remedies. The Petitioner has
requested copies of disclosable public records from the District, but the District has
refused to provide access to those public records. The only plain, speedy, and adequate
remedy left to the Petitioner is the relief provided by Government Code § 6258.

22.  Government Code § 6258 provides:

Any person may institute proceedings for injunctive or declarative relief or
writ of mandate in any court of compétent jurisdiction to enforce his or
her right to inspect or to receive a copy of ‘any. public record or class of
public records undeér this chapter.”

23. Government Code § 6259 provides:

Wheniéver it is made to appear by verified petition to the superior court of
the county where'the records or sofie part thereof are situated that certain
public records-are being improperly withheld from a member of the public,
fhie court shall order the officer or person charged with ‘withholding the
records to disclose the public record or show cause why he or she should
not do so. The court shall decide the case after examining the record in
camera, if permitted by subdivision (b) of Section 915 of the Evidence.
Code, papers filed by the parties and any oral argument and additional
evidénce 4s the court may allow. '

24. Code of Civil Procedure § 1060 provides:

Any person interested ... who desires a declaration of his: or her rights or
duties with respect to another ... may, in cases of actual controversy
relating to the legal rights and duties of the respective parties, bring an
‘original action or cross-complaint in the superior court for a declaration of
his or her rights and duties in the premises, including a determination of
any question of construction or validity arising under the instrument or
contract. He or she may ask for a-declaration of rights or duties, either
alone or with other relief; and the court may make a binding declaration of
these rights or duties, whether or not further relief is or could be clairned
at the time....”

25. An actual controversy exists between the parties regarding the District’s

responsibility to disclose records under the CPRA.
06. The District has a ministerial duty to perform according to the laws of

State of California, including the CPRA.

R
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27.  Petitioner has an interest in having the laws executed and public duties
enforced and, therefore, has a beneficial interest in the outcome of the proceedings.
28. Petitioner has a clear, present, and legal right to the District’s

performance of its ministerial duties, as required by the CPRA.
29. The District has a present legal duty and present ability to perform its

ministerial duties, as required by the CPRA.
30. The District has failed to perform its ministerial duties as required by the

CPRA,
31.  Through this action, Petitioner seeks no greater relief than would be

afforded to any other member of the public.
32.  Therefore, this Court should find that the District has violated the CPRA

by (1) refusing to disclose the setflemeng agreement between the District and John

| Harris or Harris & Associaties, as well as all documents related to that agreement; (2)

| allowing a third party to control the disclosure of the District’s public records; and, (3)

intentionally and unreasonably delaying the production of the public records

| responsive to the Request. This Court should order District to immediately release all |

documents responsive to Petitioner’s Request.
WHEREFORE, PETITIONERS PRAY AS FOLLOWS:

1. This Court issue a peremptory writ of mandate, without a hearing or

further notice, immediately directing the District to disclose the requested records to

the Petitioner; or, in the alternative, an order to show cause why these public records

should not be released.

2. This Court set “times for responsive pleadings and for hearings in these
proceedings ... with the object of securing a decision as to these matters at the earliest

possible time,” as provided in Government Code Section 6258

-8-
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3. This Court issue a declaratory judgment that:
(a) The records requested by the Petitioner are disclosable public

records;
(b) The District violated the California Public Records Act by:
(i) allowing a third party to control the disclosure of the District’s

public records;

(ii) intentionally and unreasonably delaying its response and
production of the responsive public records;
4. This Court enter an order allowing the Petitioner to recover attorneys'
fees and costs incurred in this action pursuant to Government Code Section 6259
and/or Code of Civil Procedure Section 1021.5; and,

5. This Court award such further relief as is just and proper.

DATED: February 12, 2016 LAW OFFICES OF KELLY A. AVILES

"/Aﬁorneys for Petx joner

LOS CERRITQS COMMUNITY
NEWSPAPER GROUP

~g-
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VERIFICATION
(C.C.P. §§ 446 and 2015.5)

I, Brian Hews, am the Publisher of the LOS CERRITOS COMMUNITY
NEWSPAPER GROUP, Petitioner in the above-entitled action or proceeding. I have
read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND
DECLARATORY RELIEF FOR VIOLATIONS OF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC
RECORDS ACT WITH EXHIBITS A THROUGH D and know the contents

thereof, and I certify that the same is true and correct of my own knowledge, except as

to those matters which are therein stated upon my information and belief, and as to ‘

those matters I believe it to be true.

This Verification was executed on February 12, 2016, at Cerritos, California.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that

the foregoing is true and correct. .

Tran Howe——

-q-
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Long time water voleren, CIf GM Kevin Hunt, who surprisingly did not Tatow shaut Harris® ever hillings ut WRD. told HMG-CN. “wve weve aut of kg un

tuis, the firms weee selected by (CB's law firin) Rossaman, based oo the eriteria we gave then:.

“rhe Nossamm attomey in churge of vetting the Taw firms, Alfred £. Siith 11 told HMU-CN in o phone iterview, “1 had ne prior knowlediee o7 the
civcmnstances surrounding My, Harris, but thank you for letting me kaow.”

Dispute Negotintions

http:/fwww.loscertitosnews.net/2016/01/1 4funscrupulous-attorney-to-be-considered-as-cen... 2/12/2016
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with Hareis started o Tnte 2014 ivhen thie WRD Baard, led by President Sergio Calderon, Dicector Rah Kothermnun, sud Divecior
N Vor g et b shia allasel]

Thedisputengaotiations : ]
Al *LIAL Rohles,. hived Lod sngelea lased Sheppard, Mufiin, Richier & Hitinjston Sheppaid) i indepundent

avetfilling by Hards.
No oue at WRD questioned thefact that Sheppard was also involved with WRD on other water-tefuted lepad matters and that a teve independens tounsel
was not hirsd.

AL !

St the apparent coufliet of interest, even though questionable, would not ben factor in the investigation.
HMG-CN hus exclusively abtained a document submitted by attorney Adam Kargman in April 2014 fiom lormee WRD Bogrd mawher Lyns Dymlly
outlining the Harris overfilling in great detail.

Most of the oveshilling wis rolated to the Cerritax v, WRD Eywsuit, LA Superior Cont case number B5128136.

The document was addressed 1 WRD Divectors. General Manuger Kobb Whitaker. and WRD Chief Finanein} Officer Seol Ola,

Kargnign ditd not mineevnrds. The secomd paragrapival thic Totter stuted, =L vish v advige sdu theggn Al 2,200, 1 st Began osuspest — and later
eitifiried the nest day, 3pl 25 — that Hareds ScAssneintes has teen engaged ininpraperand exeeSsive bitli 6f WRD for its Jemal sorvices.”

Baraeiie said that 3k Xpril oy, prineipid of the Hagsis fisv ine Johu W Harris asked lim to feviews Willings of the firm’s fnvoites tu WRI and "t was

ther tant § noticed discrepuncies in fis (agmmun's) Hme sntrics and also axdessive e entries forM . Harrls.”

Complete LaborLaw Poster &
2012 Fodst, Stats or Combe Posiar Velumy Diceomintx, 355 Day Retum
< O

A5 pronds Kargghansrted, “}fiuve ratained sllaf iy time anties s divitany 2054 and then compared s actual time cufries to the time Jsted st i

fuvitees seinin by Rirfls & Assockites to WRD. there are uimernus disceep frofen.”

Based on bis roview of time ativilnied solefy to his work inJunuary 2014, Kargman ideatified at least m Fabricated entries and approximatdy 51.9 hours of

padded thue,

Al 5275 per hour Hacris improperly billod WRD for atleast S1,000 wacth of timre attcibuted 10w for (e nonth of January 2o L”

Ro: Harris & Azavclates
Ciear Board Membars e Whdaker, 3ng M O

£ gen g 1o notfy you that 1 iove fesgned fommy 05000 3% atomey of Hanes &
Aasociates a8 of teday, Apdl 30 2013

Sutsuant 15 P T-5C0of fhe Calif Rutes of Pre! il Cenaust Lmstig aduse
youthalon Apmt 24 2014, Lt began to suipeet - and iater canfirmad tiz nexi day,
Eprt 25 <ihat Hams & Assoaates hasheen annagad wm improger Sndiexcagsva Ling
of Wiate: Replanistimant Distncso§ WRD'} for ws kigat senacas. ’

1 bugas working 3Y Hagis & Aditcolos niate D £ur 3014 on a.contrac bus ana

jatrigd e fiom 12 an atarmay in August 2042 [ frst suspeciedine fraudalont bling on
Apni24, 2014, vhon Twas asked byahe Srn's pinoen) Jehn . Hamis, fo revgw ihe
trigol @ persisgnl i que glfic | nuvas nad sy 2sparsitiliny al the fim Tes cheat butiig
3§ g mas sear any of (he s aveices 1o YWRD poor w fpad 252018 o revieyang
12 risigas ot that tiss, ¢ nated whol appdared o Lediwrmpancics in my i oalfics
ang excutsNe e antrigs for Mr Haris

i have cetamed ool iy dnxe enines. aseniored by me wio e fifrn's Harves
wmekreper systumy; since January:20140and ave campored iy dotud tmas onldes 6

1he hme Tislad on s musioas sént by Hons @ Azsociales o WRD. Thies arc
rermercus disumsaansies o cite bul o tews ’

< Zin Janugiy 2: 3084 Liotanted 0 40 Roms 13 Mo txsk of~Réasye hiszosly
‘pverved faen Comnds, Downoy. ans Siysat WAl I thacase Cemfor, oi & v
WD 85125130 Indoios & 114444 fofanly indicales gt ! bitiet] 2ngins foc inat
carkeular task ob that date

- On Jaiary G 2014, broenrded 0 83 Howrs 2o fha tash ol ‘Rentwlirige FLgaen
malits 368 gl B Alvarex e simaT i o cass Comizn tay v WRD
S023136; woich #114444 talzalynzicates al( bated 5 nours farkat

paneutar lagk on hal date

«  CaJasuary @ 2014, § pavorded 180 hours o e fagk, of "Dzl sopammie
stalempnt mcuppant of miouan 10 quash’ and 2.8 hews o i tazioat Laalt
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oo quash® i case Cemtas, of al v RO USTALTI0 Inugiee & 134364
tats;:hu )g:mws thatt pilad 3.9 Rours and < 4 houss. despeatively; 10 1hoss 152K
ors thal dale : o '

- OnFebruary 5,.2013 1 seosrdia 8 5 hours o tnetask of “Dralt opostion 1o
nrchion fot fode £ Ma supplemuriat fatlion' s 2ase Comias, 01af v WRD
BS128175; tnecica # 113464 falszly mdicatas that | Wi 105 haurs 1o that fask
on that <3y i

< DaFebruary§. 2019 §rocadnsd 203 nours riasng and finaliayg the opposidn
1o mameisndertaave 15 Fla aupptemantal paticn tn 23se Corniss: elal ¥ wED
B5128135 vona® 114364 faisaly indsmates that 1hiled § 2 rours to hat '
pabewar (ass ’ - A

Bacst snmy roview of lava alinhind solbly 10-my vtk imJanuay 20 d {inyere Ho
17adds; 134247 134445, 112452, 114453111454 11485511 anklad ot feast 51
fabnzated aninbs aed Hproamaly 519 howrs of paddad e, Thix means tatal my
BRng £alp o1 S276 60 perhonr Hams & Assonaies imprapany hed WD foratieast
$54372.50 victh of Sme alisbuled to iz fie the manth of Jinuzer 2014 5o
CaliforniaRules of Piofaszsnal Conduct, Ul 420023 A momborsBalso b
areaiucs an ieyal r uncensatnatie fee J. Gur % Frof Cotn 5 63361 [N ks |
reriderad £7 o0 aliorieyi03 chsrt sHalf clsarly sl o bosis theres! ) Lay State Bar
Ear Can $836-147 [{i]tis not pemussibla for & lneyorwhotas agioed 1o chage tho
Sikat on srbourly Basis 1 Lhamé this cini formere heiies Vian viery agtualiy gxpeidec
gh g matior AR Forinal Opinian §3-374 11893 {I7ihe imayer v0 has agreagio
i on T Pagss of ntears expenced dobs Aol fGll bar athseal Jaly if shis bz he eaer

Harris Padding His Own Thne

[Cavgiean then indicated that honlso bulicved thut invuices to WRD included tinte entries that Harris did not actuutly perform,

Al the time, Hacris wag paid $300 per hour,

*Finited e muforify of the docunents. [ would send mywark 1o Mr: Hurrds frapproval ind he gpivatly only gaveminer Vo, Oftess his resp
wit simplyrappooved.” Nenvtheless the ivoices iadigated that M Huvls, whe igiecquontly sut of the offiee. billed ax mitich or more timaaetie el

snnte waeks as T liad perfonmed in full”

Karpganan eited two instanees indicating “these ore just o few of the many examples of iImproper billiug I have uncovered.”
On une invofce, Horris claimed hespent seven haurs reviewing 2 decument seat 1o hin by Rangmao.

Kargman said. *1 sent the doctncnt to him «f 1041 a.m,, M, Harrs sont it bick to me at 233 pan. 2 time spun of only four hours, yet Harris billed WRD
seven hours.”

Anotherinvuice indiciged Harsis spent four howes reviewing s document sent o him by Rusgmaou.

1 somt Rurdis the document ot 5:37 and recuived the document biek six mimstes Inter at §:23, yot Harrls billed four hows”

1 also helivve tatHunis & ARsociatds's mvsices to WRD indudies Lime entecs for darr
i Homs, abbreviated TOWH:” lor work that Fie did not azualiy pédorm  Dtnng@y
tangre 2t Hairis £ Asscgales; | drolicd the majonly of WRD's plesdings )
garrosgontents discovery papers, oS, ang oo willen goeamants. Althcughi}
would send my workio b, Hams forapproval prierio finakzalion. 18 Yypicaty ony gave
mnge s Dhen: hisresf was smply, “Approved” Nonalngless, he

. invpteas indicae that Mr. Harns —wio 15 frequently oul of tha ofifca ~ hiied 3% much ér
more sme on e axactsinre 3ok $het pe diin fuli. Ford foe. :

+  involca No. 14490 atates that, on Marcy3. 2074. #e. Hams apent.7.0 hours ~
andtingurad $2100.of Bilable ime - o *Prep ol ansser 13 saeond amerdcd
complairt” in Danitos v WRD. BS128236. The documant reforancet. was,
nowever, diofled by meon Febunry 28, 2094, oy witch toillcd 1 Y hours On
March 2,2014, o1 {047 By, | e:mailed the decument o M Has Thinvas
ihe Girat Eere { sent the docuiment to M Hamis fof hus ravies 3ad agprova: !
subschueily spant an 2ddillons! 0 & hours fiRdhsing und ‘oorinaling the ting 0!
thedacument Tho Hams & ASsociales Srvat Shows the gatumentwas
firavzed on Maren 8, 2014 al 232 P Tossihan jourRours afier gsentths
dasumant to 2r. Homs that mering. Thus: $c Horis did not spand 7-0 faurs

o« Invoich:to- 114403 stales sl '¢a March 11, 2014, M Higng snentd howds~

4 $1.200in billablo fime — co “Revew molion 15 tansfer cosslo At
4 psaiten Dopt ™ (hvoice Né 1144831 Toemotion :n queshon y/la o 4.
page dooymant it | sreparad and ¢-madad to Me-Hamns on ¥arch 7, 201 v

8117 pm. Sixavnutes later, 51522 pm., 4 Homs responded “Appro et Al

524 p.m., { e-mailed o ceply: “Thunks ‘1l gt il f1ed on Klen,” Here again, Mr
Harns dal nat spend the - 0 hours he billod WRD

Anoin fhees aca inet a feve nf many sxamalas of imoronsr hitban § haus sintrovared
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met viemas e ey sieat ea gt b amerst griie b poia g Seieslngy e e e

My actuat 2014 ume anties for WRD maters, as-¢itergd by me inio iz firmw's Harvast
timekeepersysien, are-alfached via e-malt and enclosed with the hard copiss ol this
fetter

Ir-1erms of e Prapasition 218 Hligalion: l:e-maited the mostracant litigation myatie:
delailing the pendingacivily in lhia'‘cases fo- David Alvaraz-on Aprit 28, | have provided
uriher detaif in Altachroent A te this letter

Ithas bosn a phvitége to regresent WRD 2nd 1 am sorry that this representation Koz o
et undar theso cifcumstances. Sanigniporanacusly wih Sending tug lefier 1o you. i
have notfied ke Hams of my rasignation, but not he spsalit reason lor

Lvill, oF course, be available to answer any-questivns yoy 1oy have obul the status of
tha fitigationor the bifng issuss identifind in Wig iekar, IFyoushodd need Yoreich me,

pleate contact s through my saimset, Richard Orvoyan, whose conlact information 12
a5 follows A

Rechiarg Qrooyan, E5g
Scheper K & Hamg LUF
Cne Bunker il
601 Aest Filth Street 127 Floor
Los Angeles, CA 007+
Tel (23} 8131681
Fax (213) B13-4655
rdrooysngscheporkim coms

Yery il yours

Agdom Kargman

A formes WRD top employee familiar with John Harrds"work al WD recalls it as“sloppy aud n grose nhise of Distidt fondé? ~Wetere all:
H&A were grossly over bifling but ut the same fime awsre that these gays were Alliery Rohles' peaple, just like 80% of the ngenvys ventlors. ¥
witnessed the General Manager vome unglued hy the inept work praduct provided by Harris, but in front of Rebles he proised the gy ond acted Jike he
didu't have n core in the world. Quite frankly, it was humiliating to see bow Albert Robles intimidated everybody o staff and those who didithowtabim
were targeted for fermination. Ahout hatf the s emains st WRD that were emploved there only 5 years ago. Hither they grow d isgusted by the thievan
of the.John Harris' of the world or they made (he mistake of Hisagrecing o Albert Robles

At the CB Special Meeting on Jan. 15, CB GM Kevin Huot indicated that aft lase firms will be tuterviowed, “and we will certainly bring vp what #MG-
N found in the interview process.”

Nerssatnan atiomey Smith 1f hudieated thut the HMG-CN revelution will be braught to everyone's attention ut the meeting.”
HMG-CN left o meswage at Hacris' office; M. Harsis had not returned the calf by press time.

HMC-CN also lefl o message with Adam Karginan's attamey Richord Drooyas; Drooyan had not returned the call by press tine.

Shore this:

f ¥ P & t = in U

Like this:

tauding.,

Commenis

1 comnienls
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Virginia Johnson

Sheppard, Muliin and Smith (al the ime 2003} had {o pay the
Cliy of South Gate back milions § because of is unsavery
businass practices.

Like - Reply Jan 16, 20155:15pm

3 racebook Comments Pugn
Powered by Facebook Comments

Katz, Marshall & Banks

Expact Employment & Whisdablowst Usinye, Contect KMB Lagal Todsy.
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- DIRTY WaATIER: Central Basin Directors L eticia Vasquez and Joimes Roybal Received Moncy From Attomey Who

Interviewed for Bthics Counsel
Complete Labor Law Poster &
2012 Fedec, Slala F Céinbo Poster Voluma Discounts, 385 Oay Ralum

: ) ) iR

Shate this:

f vy Pe t =R ®
(—m Uke {'5'; Taveal Gy 2

o o e e o 4 @ it | | it s o i

CDVE datwes Roybal

By Briun Heus
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Mows Medin Group-Cammunity News ek wively reparterd Thumday Jon. 7 that fas Angeles-based attopney Jolu W Harris of Horos aad Assecmtes- a
friend of Centeal Basin Municipal Water District (CB) Director Letivi Vasquez — mmessively overbilled the Lakewnod-based Water Replenishment Disteic:

{WRD) over n twa-vear pecind,

Recovds obtained by HMG-CN indicate that Hareis” smalt firn billed WRD over 52.7 wiilion in that Hime span.

vverbillings to WRD Presitdunt Rob Katherman, Vice-president Willkun

Hanis"attarmey al the time, Al Kasgingn; soita detollod letter witlipraof of the
' Chicf Financial Officer Seott Ota.

H. Mutay. Board-members Serzio Calderon, Albert Robles; and Lynn Dymaully; along with G Robb Whitaker, and
“The ducment pointed out that in one month, Januucy 20144, Harris padded Kargman's Ume, addingover 51 haygus kours to'his bill, amonning to over
S13,000 fn overbilling.

Aa investigution was initiated with Hartis entering tute a “sattloment ngreciment.”

CB Genert Manuger Kevin Hunt and Nossataun's CB attomey Alfred 1 Suith 1 had *no idex” ubuut Haeds' overbitlings and chose Hords os one of thrse
fialists for CB's ~gthirs Investization Counsel.”

They both faund out thnt Thaesday scheo HIMG-CH published the overbilling story enline ut foscerditosuews.net and in its’ print newspaper the nextday

Yot Hunt, Smith 1f, CB President Bob Apoditen, Vice-president Jases Roybal and Divector Yasgque ignured the d nted proofp ted ondineby
BMG-CN that Hards overbilled WIRD und allowed Hacris to interview for CB's Elhics fuvestization Counsel on Friday Jag. 8.

“These are fust allegations,” Royhel said during the intevview, “youare imnacent until proven guilty.” Vasquez echoed Royal's statement and araed the

baurd to interviow Haerds,
One l:mg-iiuu.' ohaeror of CH :;*.:;fig)‘ *do yi"jxt l“’li’l‘(j‘:{]lit_\k_‘(ﬁ_!{j\kﬂ{ “found® Haitis and Akdacintey omt of thebhie? 1 you think that. have a hridze to sell son
Vasiquer imd Royhinture tied to . und¥Vasques livishund, altorney Rou Wilian, is gued frivnds with Harels™

N, further investigation into Harris’ pust by HMG-CN has revealed nddisional connections, ance again somehme missed by Huptand Sreh 11, between

Haris. C8 Direclor Vasguwez. and CH Vice-presidant James Rovbal.
*Phis after both Direetors clained they Tad no further conneebions to Haig at the.Jan. 8 henrd meeting.

I zot, WIS Director Rob Kathermau stacted a political action comumitlee (PaC) called Coalition for Cleun Affordable Water,

{0 an inferview with BMG-UN. Katherman contirmed te was actively involved in the PAC that Ialped Vasaquezand Rupbal got ciected 1o the CB lwand in

ama.

| Hate Social Security
Bom badare 106G You cuny get on 0xira $4,098 menthiy with this

Many in the industry questioned Katherman's motives in starting Hie PAC, with sonve saying that WILD was attempling to “tukt over” L,

Katherman (03 HMG-CN flat the PAC “ntised exmpitign contributions sndd prisdsced campaign aaterinls tha led to the sueoesstul eleetion of reealled

Tynwoad City Council member sind Mayor Laticia Vasguez and James Roybal to the OB Bourd of Directors.”

See stany oick here,

An exxmination of cepoize dosativny to (he PAC reveal that Jolne W, Harrisoand his oy Gem Hards and Associates gove the PAC §Luu0.

And Vasior and Royhalkoes Harris gave maney to the PAC yat intenviewed Hawris fora position at CB.
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Ineenrnny

{ A Peredt

The PAC spont over S8,600 on Ruyals campatign, a denation Tree faileed to roport a8t the Hime. and spent aver $6,300 0R Vasquey' camprizn, which she did

report.
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nvolved i the PACwere thie usual sast of chnrouters that seem to slwags be invol ved with Vasquez and Royhal: convicted felon Rieardo "Ric” Mayer, who
domated §13,000 to the PAC; 7,000 {rom the law affices of Leal-Trejo; felon who plead dovn ton misdeineanor Anget Gonzales. whasn e PAC spentover
$1R,000 in printing and mailing scrvices.

Muyer wos the highest donor in the PACat S13.000 heand Gonzules wsu loaned over $35,000 tu Vasguesz und Rovbal's personal crmpaign conifecs. o3
reported on theivindividual cumpuige documents.

CH Director Art Chacon asked Harrds at the Fridny interview #any councetions oisted between CB bourd mumbers and Hartds.
Vasquez indicuted she was friends with Haceis, bat Harris failed to mentian the donation thet helped her got clected.
Boybal said nothing al the intecview aboul the Harrls douation.

See stury click here.

Adfter the electivn, Kuthernui said that ke et with the oftivisls inside Los Angeles City Attorney Mike Fouer's ofiee abiout his fnvolvement in the PAC.
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atherman said at the time that he is “probably under the misrnscope now™ with legud anthorities. but did not suy it he was aadur any ype of tarmal

criminul investization.
and Roybal, botl cliose tot to commieat on the story.
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Central Basis Water GM Kevin Hunt Trunipiag Up Ethics Violation Churges Against Direclor | Cerrites Communify Nuws

Cenixal Busin GM Kevin Huot,

Statf Report x )
View

In Duceritber of last vear; a Colifornia State audit stammad Comnyerce-based Central Basin

Manicipal Water Distriet (CB), citing; among ather things, poor leadership and hiring . '
nnguulified staff.
Later qm‘t’;aa_v. CB Geieral Maiiager Kevin Hunt responded to theaudit suying, “Weare
c'a;mi'r-\ittfd to contibuing tomove Central Basintoward a moretranspatent. and effective 1) Clek vt upwhions
District. Lulten
. 2) Tais vilt $3KC Yo
The State Audit Report provided over 35 recommendations, bat one of the first attempts by Elunt 16 0af web saye

33 Dowiroa fhe sRreg|

to insplement one of the recommendations cune under fire.
protudd

“Fhat recommendation directed CB to ostzhlish a “fully independent”™ Ethics Policy that included a
hotling where confidential calls went directly to an indepeudent investigative law firm.

CB'’s current law firin, Nossaman and Associates chose, through a selection process, three firms
to intecview as the “independent investigative faw firm.” o

They were: Los Angeles based Flarris and Associates, Pasadena based Nohemi Gutiervez, &
Ferguson, and Los Angeles based Nixon/ Peabody.

HMG-Ciexclusively repbricd that two 6f the'thiree law firms had, in ditect violation of the
selectiviyériteria, contiettions to CB board members: John Harris of Harris.and Assoviates knew
CB Director Leticia Vasquez and her husband Ron Wilson and Ferguson's executive assistant has
known Director James Roybal for over 30 vears.

THe seléation pracess indicated that no conncgtionsshquld exist between any CB director or
employee, yet somehow lwo out of the three chioices by Rossainan were connected to board
members.

Hunt and Nossmai's attorney Alfred E. Smith H had “no idea” ubout the conneclions. THE WATER
INDUSTRY

“Vaosquez and Roybal, knowing they were inferviewing the two law firms prior e thebourd
miceting, said nothing about their relatiovships until ugked by Director Chacon during the
meeting, ‘

Al the uext meeting, Nixon/Peabody was chosen as the agency’s law firm.

~Now: with the fiest opportonity to demonstrate to Stule awmakers that CB is serious sbout
eléaning ip the infighting dnd “poor leadership™at the embaitied agency, Hunt islashingout at
CE Director-AttChacon ina malicivus-attemipt (o litch a bogus investigatior antl discredit the
long-time director.

The investigation centers around a Dee. 2013 HMG-CN article entitled Dirty Water: Paybuck
FPolitics Put Cenlral Busin's Recycled Waler Yales in Hee Tovef.

HMG-CN learned from high-level CB sources that cerlain members on CB's Board of Directors

hitp:ffweneJoscemitosnewsnet/2016/02/1 lIccntml-basin-wntcr—gmk:vs'n-h1mt-lmmping-up-eihics-violalion—charg&s-agninsl-dimoﬂw 1172016 7:15:15 PM]
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Centrad Basin Water GM Kevin Hunt Trumping Up Ethics Violation Charges Against Director| Cerritos Community News

were. for the sake of politicat retribution, blecking the implementation of large revenue
generating recycled water projects for the vash-stra pped agency.

Hunt was reportadly incensed nt the accusation he was not selling recyeled water and told the
WhittierDaily Nows and reportet Mike Spisgue that the High-level source {i1 the article was
Chacon which signaled the beginning of the “investigation.”

Meanwhils, the hoard’s Administcation and Ethics
Comemittee Priday srdered an investigation inbs accusaudps that recyeled water projects have been
Blacked for tae sake af palitical refribttion

General Manager Kovin Ifunt said the lettor of apology riesinid from Direstor ArtChacun, whe was
qroted making theckarges, onlyincluded Hunt in his fefter, )

“Ive asked him 1o revize J 1o include the directors but ne final lefter was ever {reccived)” Hunt said.
Clacesn didu't returna phone esil seeking comeent.

‘M disteiol’s Iaw firm, Nossaman, will determine whether Central Basin directars prevented any
prtential reqyeled water customur from gelting zecycled waler or if shey wifinenced the development of
s praject for polirieal payback purposes.

~f£ (ths report) cores back and oar record & elpan, they can taik to the dirsetor,” Hunt smd. "1 yon find
somesh.ng happeued, youll bave my resignation in a day.”

The invastipation 1 expeeted 1o costabiout §5,000 and semploted ju ahowt bwo weeks,

HMG-CN neverindicated in the December article whether the sources came from inside or
outside CB, or fron former CB employees,

But Hunt said in the WD article, *...Chacon was quoted making the charges (of political
paybackl).”

Start Download
Updale Windows® 10 Detvars from DriverUpdate™

X

Clincon's ictua] guole vas, * (CB Director):ehil (Hawkins) and t huve approached CB General
Mangger Kevin Hunt several imes taiking shout reeycled watorand gotting out thereand
appronchilng these.cistomers and signing them up. But singe {rony)-rerez and (fornier
employes John) Tat haveleft, nothing has heen done.”

Hawkins actual quotewas; “Director Chiacon aund are pushing forthe closure of these profects.
we have been doing that for monthis because they will biing in much needed revenue to CB, But
Hey are being lield upfor politicaland persanal reasons, and that’s just wrong.”

Hunt's interpretation of the quotes was that Chacon was the source telling HMG-CH that ceriain
dircetors were hofding up water sales and is initiating the investigation singling Chacon out
while not investizating Hawkins.

When asked why he was not goog after Hawkins Hunt told HMG-CNinan email, “In reference
to Director Chacon, T did not single him out. When Tasked Director Hawlkins what hewas
referring to fn the arlicle he said he got his information from Director Chacon.”

Tna phone conversation with HMG-CN, an angty Hawkins said; * We riever even talked about
that, 1 never told Hunt that Lgotiity information from Dirgetor Chacon.”

kevin-hunt i othics-violation-ch appinst-dirceton2/1)/2016 7:15:15 M}
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Cenirl Basin Waler GM Kevin Hunt Trumypiog Up Ethics Violation Charges Against Directar | Cenitos Community News

HMG-CN Publisher Brian Hews said, °I never reveal my sources, (hat is the poison pill for a
;ounmlxﬁt. Hun is assuming Ctmcon told me. Facl s, 1 had-more than ond pérson. both inside
and oulside CB tell me that salesrebeing held up for politiéal payback. isn'tit abvious? There
are over 250 customers waiting to be hooked into CB's recycled water system.”

Given Hunt’s effort to investigate who leaked the information, and that CB Directors are
inveived. referring the matter to the independent law firm of Nixon/Peabody for a fully
transparent investigation would be judicious.

Bur Hunt is keeping the investigation in liouse, withthe Ethics Com wittee and CB’s connsel

Nassamitn, instead of shomng complete tmnsp-\mncy and refcmng the matierto
Nison/ Peabodv telling the WDN that “Nossarain will detesrine ‘hetlier €1 dirdetors prevented

any potential x'ec; cled water custofiers fron: getting reey cled waterorif! thev inflitenced the
development of a project for political payback purposes.”

An indignant Hunt told HMG-CN, *I requested the investigation because it affects my reputation
and the Districl’s.”

But the secdy reputation of some CB Directors does not seem Lo affect Hunt.

Two of CB's Ethics Committee appointees are Robert “Bob” Apodaca and James Roybal.

ﬂo!ation of LAUSD policy.

Both have publicly expressed their disdain for Chacon and in 2013 bath tried 10 eliminate the
Ethics Committee so they would not be investigated.

See gtary click here.

“Still, Hunt wants fo remgin in coutrol of the thvestigation using the Lihics Committee and
Nossaman. *Nossoman is the Ethics Conumittee’s Jaw firm, theing %hgauon will stavwith

them.”

And with good reason.

Hunt backed himself into a corner with his quote to the WDN saying, “If (the investigation)
comes back and our record is elean, they can talk to the directar. 1 you find something {political

pavback) happened, youwll uve tmy resignation ina day.”
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From: Editor-Hews Media Group <editor@ceritosnews.net>
Subject: Public records request 1/18/16 ‘
Date: January 18, 2016 at 12:34:27 PM PST

To: Pete Brown <pbrown@wrd.org>

Good afternoon Pete:

John W. Hartis said he settled with the WRD in 2014 on the overbilling issues that I published
online last Thursday.

1-would Hke that document and anty telated documents to that settlement agreement, including
any accounting refated documents (check from Harxis)

1 do have documents, but 1 want them from WRD.

Thanks in advance, please let me know you got this message.

Brian Hews-Publisher-HMG-CN
562.407-3873

See our eNewspapers-click here
86,000 circulation, over 160,000 readers every week.

‘www:loscerritosnews.net

Over.80,000 unigue visitars every month.

eries

‘Winner 6f2013 LA Press Clh Award, Best Investigative S ) .
Vinte ' o, 2nd place-Best Investipative Newspaper and News

Winuer 6£2014 LA Press Club-Award, Best News Feature, 2

Feature
rd, Best Ynvestigative Series, Best News Feature

Winner of 2015 LA Press Club Awa
PO Box 788

Artesia, Ca 90701
brianhews@hcerritosnews .net
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Vi4 U.S. MAIL and E-MAIL (brianhews@cerritosnews.net

Brian Hews
HMG-CN

P.O. Box 788
Artesia, CA 90701

RE: Public:Records:Act Requests dated January 18,2016

Dear Mr. Hews:

This letter shall serve as the Water Replenishment District of Southern California
(“WRD") initial response to your Public Records Act request dated January 18, 2016.

Please be advised that while the District has determined that is does maintain records
responsive to your PRA request, but additional time is required for the District to examine,
evaluate and ascertain the responsive vecords that can be provided by law.

Therefore, WRD will not be able to comply with your request within the 10 day provision
of Government Code Section 6253(c). Correspondingly, Government Code Section 6233(c)(2).
provides upon notice the agency can take additional time to review records and formulate its
determination. Please anticipate a further response by February 11, 2016.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have’any questions or concerns at the
number above, /

i

£
e Sineerely,

DY Alvarez —
Leal » Trejo APC:

cc: Water Replenishment District of Southern California
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February 11, 2016 SVELEALL AW, B3

VIA.U.S. MAIL and BE-MAIL (brinnhews@cerrifosnews.net

Brian Hews
HMG-CN
P.0.Box 788
Artesia, CA 90701

RE:  Public.Records Act Requests dated January 18.2016

Dear Mr. Hews:

This letter shall serve as the Water Replenishment District of Soutbern California
(“District™) response to your Public Records Act request dated January 18. 2016.

Please be advised that while the District has determined that is does maintain records
responsive to your PRA request, the District cannot produce the records in question at this time
and is withholding the document pursuant to the provisions of Government Code 6235.

Furthermore. be advised thal the District has received correspondence from counsel to
Mr. Harris threatening to enforce the confidentially tevms of the setilement document sought in
your request. Given the Mr. Harris and bis counsgl have the ability pursuant to Marken v. Sanla
Monica-Malibu Unified School Disirict (2012) 202 CA 4% 1250, 1264, to bring a “reverse PRA
action™ to seek an order preventing disclosure, the District will not be producing responsive
records that at this time in order to allow the court to make its determination in this matter.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions or concerss at the
number above.

Sincerely, g

;- 7,
/ 4 pp
c//%/ﬁzmow&u :74/‘.; -V

H. Francisco Leal
Leal = Trejo APC

ce: Water Replenishment District of Southern California
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CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION
A {CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION)

Thl#*fpfm is required pursuant to LASC Local Rule 2.0 in all new civll case filings in the Los Angeles Superior Court.

lteny'l.
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1: After first completing the Civil Case Caver Sheet Form, find the main civil case cover sheet heading for your case in
margm below, and, to the right-in.Column A, the Civil Case Gover Sheet case type you selected,
2: Check one Superior Court type of action in Column B below which best describes the nature of this case.
32 In Column C, circle the reason for the court location choice that applies to the type of action you have checked.

ltem }i
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the left
Step
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Non-Farsonal Injury/Property Damage/

Wrongful Death Tort (Cont’d.)

Employment

Contract

Real Property

. .

Judicial Review Unlawiul Detainer

LACIV 108 (Rev. 01/07)
LASC Approved 03-04

AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION

 SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER
é‘Los Cexrritos c_qmmunity News. Group v. Water Replenishment
Civll Case%ovar B c
Type of Action Applicable Reasons
;smez Catagory No, {Check only one} -See Step 3 Above
Professional {1 AB017 Legal Malpractice 1.2.3.
£ Negligence 1.,2,3
: (25) {1 As0S0 Other Professtonal Malpractice (not medical or legal) A
Other (35) [l A8025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Properly Damage tort 2.3.
e — = —— e ——
W“’”gf‘”(gg)““m“"“ ] AS037 Wrongful Termination 1.2.3.
O”‘”E(‘;‘gw‘“e"‘ [3 AG024 Other Employment Complaint Case 1.2.3.
0 a6109 Labor Commissioner Appeals 110,
- - oo o e e e
Breach of Contract/ [0 A8004 Breach of'RemalILeaseCtmlract(nbx Unlawful Detalner or wrongiul eviction) 2,5,
Wa(gﬁa)nty {3 As008 ContractWarranly Breach -Seller Plalntiff (no fraud/negligence) 2.5,
. (notinsuraace) {1 As019  Negiigent Breach of Contract/Warranly (no fraud) 1.2.5
: 1 As028 Olher Breach of Contrac/Warranly {nol fraud or negligence) 1.2. 5
Collactions [3 As002 Callections Case-Seller Plaintiff 2,/5.,6.
‘ (08) [] A6012 Other Promissury Note/Collections Case 1a.5
!nsurancggovemge [0 A8015 Insurance Coverage {not complex) 1,,2., 5., 8.
© Other Contract [0 As009 Contractual Fraud 1,2.,3.5,
&0 [1 As031 Torlious Interference 1.2.3.5
H 1 AB0Z7 Other Contmact Dispute(nol breachfinsurance/fraudinegligence) 1,2.3,8.
Eminent . .
Domaln/inverse [ A7300 Eminent Domain/Condemnation Number of parcels 2.
Gondemnation (14)
: W“’“g{g‘a‘f"*"“"“ 3 A6023 Wrongful Eviclion Case 2.6
Other Real Property 1 A60i8 Morigage Foreclosure 2,6
{26} {J As032 Quiet Tille 2,6
{1 AB060 Olher Real Property (not eminent domaln, tandlordtenant, foreclosure) 2 6
Unlawful Detainer- ' . '
‘ Commercial (31) 3 As021 Unlawiful Detainer-Commercial (not drugs or wrongful aviclion) 2.8,
Untawful Betainer- ~ . o ‘
Residentlal (32) D ABGZ0 Unlawiful Detainer-Residential (nol drugs orwrovgful eviction) 2.8,
;  Unlawful Delainer- . )
Drugs (38) {1 AB022 Unlawiul Delainer-Drugs 2.6,
 Asset Forfeiture {05) [0 46108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2.,6.
Petition re Arbiration 1 AS115 Petition to CompeliConfirm/Vacate Arbilcation 2.5.
CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM LASC, nile 2.0
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Provisionally Complex

Enforcement

Miscellansous Civil

Miscellaneous Civil Petitions

Judicial Review {Cont’d.)

Litigation

of Judgment

Complaints

CASE NUMBER

SHORT TITLE:
:Los Cerritos Community News. Group v. Water Replenishment
A B C
- Givil Cass Cover Sheet Type of Action Applicable Reasons -
: Category No. {Check only one) See Step 3 Above
[J As1s1 Wit - Administrative Mandamus 2. 8.
Wril of Mandate 3 A6152 Wit - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Malter 2,
. w 3 A5153 Wit - Other Limiled Coust Case Review 2
Other Juas! Review 7] AG150 Other Wiit Audicial Review @s.
Antitrust/Trade . )
Regulation (03) [J AB003  AntitrusUTrade Rggqrauon 1.2.8.
Construction Defect {10} [ As007 Construction defect 1.2,3.
Claims Involving Mass ‘ :
' Tort (40) [ As008  Clalms Involving Mass Tort 1, 2. 8.
Securities Uﬂgation (28) {1 AB035 Securities Lifigation Case 2.8
Toxic Tort ‘ ey
Enviconmental (30) [ A6036 Toxic TorEnvironmental 1, 2.3, 8
insurance Coverage N )
Claims from Complex 3 A8014 Insurance Coverage/Subrogalion (complex case only} 1., 2.5.8
Case (41) _
0 AG141 Sister State Judgment ) 2.9
Enforcement J As160 Abstract of Judgment 2..6.
of Judgment [ A8107 Confession of Judgment (non-domestic relaions) 2.9,
20) {J AB140 Administrative Agency Award (not unpald taxes) 2.8
1 AB114 Petition/Cerlificale for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2 8
[ A6112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2" B- o
RICO @n [ A6033 Racketeering (RICO) Case v 1.2.8.
[J 48030 Dedaratory Relief Only 1,2.8.
NOtger ggm;)Aati)nts [J AS040 injunctive Relief Only {not domestic/harassment) 2.8,
(Nof Specifie ove) [J A8011 Other Commercial Complaint Case {non-tofnon-complex} Lo
1., 2., 8.
“2) {J AB000 Other Civil Complaint (non-tart/non-complex) 1.2.8,
Parinership Corporation {3 A5113 Parinership and Carporate Governance Case 2.8,
Governance(21) ) )
' [ As121 Civil Harassment 2.3, 9.
[ A6123 Workplace Harassment 2,3.8.
[] As124 ElderDependent Adult Abuse Case
Other Pelifions z.3,9.
(Not Specified Abgve) D AG180 Election Conlest 2
{1 A5110 Petition for Change of Name
“3) 2,7
[J a8170 Petition for Relief from Lale Claim Law 2 3.4.8
[ AB100 Other Civil Pefition 2" g" o
LACIV 109 {Rev, 01/07} CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM LASC, rule 2.0
AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 3 of4

LASC Approved 03-04




SHORT TMLE: )
‘Los Cerritos Community News, Group v. Hater Replenishwment

CASE NUMBER

ltem Iil. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party’s residence or place of business, performance, or

other circumstance indicated in ltem [1., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected.

REASON: CHECK THE NUMBER UNDER COLUMN C ADDRESS: ‘ '
4040 Paramount Boulevard

WHICH APPLIES [N THIS CASE

1. @2, O3. 114. (J6. Oe. OJ07. [18. (9. O10.

ciTY:
Lakewood ca

STATE: 2P CODE:

20712

item V. Declaration of Assignment: 1 declare under penaliy of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 1s

true and correct and that the above-entitled matter Is properly filed for assignment to the Stanley Mosk

Central

gourthouse in the

 District of the Los Angeles Superior Court (Code Civ. Proc., § 392 et seq., and LASC Locat Rule 2.0,

subds. {b), () and {d)).

Dated: february 32, 2018

PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS CCMPLETED AND READY TO BE FILED IN ORDER TO
PROPERLY COMMENCE YOUR NEW COURT CASE:

N L

Original Complaint or Petition.
If filing @ Complaint, 2 completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk.

Civil Case Cover Sheet form CM-010.
Complete Addendum to Civil Case Cover Sheet form LACIV 109 (Rev. 01/07), LASC Approved 03-04.

Payment in full of the filing fee, unless fees have been waived.
Signed order appointing the Guardian ad.Litem, JC form FL-935, if the plaintiff or petitioner is & minor
urider 18 years of age; or if required by Court.

Additional copies of documnents to be conformed by the Clerk. Copies of the cover sheet and this addendum
must be served along with the summons and complaint, or other initizting pleading in the case.

LACHV 109 {Rev. 01/07)
LASC Approved 03-04

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM LASC, rule 2.0
AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 4 of 4
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From: Editor-Hews Media Group <editor@cerritosnews.net>
Subject: Public records request 1/18/16

Date: January 18; 2016 at 12:34:27 PM PST

To: Pete Brown <pbrown@wrd.org>

Good afternoon Pete:

John W. Harris said he settled with the WRD in 2014 on the overbilling issues that I published
online last Thursday.

I would like that document and any related documents to that settlement agreement, including
any ascounting refated documents (check fror Flarris)

1 do have documents, but I want them from WRD.

Thanks in advance, please let me know you got this message.

Brian Hews-Publisher-HMG-CN

562.407-3873

‘See ooreNewsnapers-click here

86,000 circulation, over 160,000 readers every week.

www.loscerritosnews.net

Over 80,000 unigue visitors ¢verymonth.

Wioner of 2013 LA Press Club Award, Best Tovestigative Series

Winner 0£2014 LA PressClab Asard, Best News Fenture, 2nd piace-Best Investigative Newspaper and News

Feature )
Winuer of 2015 LA Press Club Award, Best Investigative Series, Best News Feature

PO Box 788
Artesia, Ca 90701
brignﬁ‘c'w's@cerfito‘snews.nei
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L E:A L = TR Ed -» H. FrRaNoisco LEAL
WiLLiaM J, TREJMO

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
A PRUFESSIONAL RORFORATION BANDRA J. BARCIA
DAVIOD J. ALVAREZ

MICHAEL E, WOLFEOHN
DeNISE A. MARTINEZ
TARA . Doss

3767 WORSHAM AVENUE

LONE BEACH, CALIFORNIA 90808

{213) e2g-0808

FAX {(213) 628-0818

February 11, 2016 WWW.LEAL-LAW.COM

VIA U.S. MAJL and E-MAIL (brianhews(@cerritosnews.net

Brian Hews
HMG-CN-

P.O. Box 788
Artesia, CA 90701

RE:  Public Records Act Requests dated January 18. 2016

Dear Mr. Hews:

This letter shall serve as the Water Replenishment District of Southern California
(“District™) response to your Public Records Act request dated January 18, 2016.

Please be advised that while the District has determined that is does maintain records
responsive to your PRA request, the District cannot produce the records in question at this time
and is withholding the document pursuant to the provisions of Government Code 6255.

Furthermore, be advised that the District has received correspondence from counsel to
Mr. Harris threatening to enforce the confidentially terms of the settlement document sought in
your request. Given the Mr. Harris and his counsel have the ability pursuant to Marken v. Santa
Monica-Malibu Unified School District (2012) 202 CA 4" 1250, 1264, to bring a “reverse PRA
action” to seek an order preventing disclosure, the District will not be producing responsive
records that at this time in order to allow the court to make its determination in this matter.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions or concerns at the
number above.

Sincerely,

H. Francisco Leal
Leal = Trejo APC

cc: Water Replenishment District of Southern California
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LEAL-TREJO o

’ T WiLLIAM J. TREJD

ATTORNEYS AT LAW ) SANDRA J. EARCIA

A PROFEBESIONAL DORPORATION

DAVID J. ALVAREZ

MICHAEL E. WOLFBOHN

DENIBE A. MARTINEZ

TARA B. Doss

3767 WORBHAM AVENLE

LoNG BEAGH, CALIFORNIA 30808

, : (213) 628-0B08

Febmary 18,2016 T Fax {213) 628-0818

WWW.LEAL-LAW,GOM

VIAU.S. MAIL, FAX (619:233-3221) & EMAIL (1

Nancee S. Schwartz, Esq.
105 West F Street, Suite 208
San Diego, CA 92101

Re: PRA Request for Settlement Agreement relating to Fee Dispute
Dear Ms, Schwartz:

This letter shall serve as our client’s, the Water Replenishment Dlsmct of Southern
California (“District”) response to your letter dated January 26, 2016 regarding the Public
Records Act (“PRA™) request by Cerritos News for the fee dispute “settlement agreement,
including any accounting related documents (check from Harris).” See attached PRA email
request dated January 18, 2016 (“Request”).

We initially responded to the Request with the attached letter dated January 29, 2016.
‘We provided a further response with the attached letter dated February 11, 2016. As you can see
by the letter, we declined to produce the document based on Government Code Section 6255 and
your threat of litigation to enforce the confidentiality provision.

Today, the Los Cerritos Community Newspaper Group personally served the District
with the attached Summons and Verified Petition for Writ of Mandate for Violations of the
California Public Records Act (“Writ”). The Petitioner, Los Cerritos Community Newspaper
Group filed its Writ in the Los Angeles Superior Court on February 16, 2016, The Writ has been
assigned Case Number BS160594 in Department 86 before the Hon. Judge O’Donnell The
District’s response is due on Friday, March 18, 2016. .

The District intends to disclose the settlement agreement and accounting related
documents unless Mr. Harris files a “reverse-CPRA” writ within 15 days of this letter pursuant to
Marken v. Santa Monica-Malibu Unified Sch. Dist, (2012) 202 Cal. App.4th 1250.

If your client does not provide proof of such a filing within 15 days, i.e., on or before
March 4, 2016, the District will provide the requested records to the Los Cerritos Community
Newspaper Group on Monday, March 7, 2016. .



Nancee S. Schwartz, Esq,
February 18, 2016
Page 2

With respect to Mr. Harris’s threatened litigation for breach of contract section 3.11 of
the settlement agreement titled: “Arbitration,” states: “Any breach of this agreement shall be
submitted to binding arbitration, except a breach by HA for failure to pay .. . . This section
also states that the “non-prevailing party as determined by the arbitrator shall bear the costs of
the arbitration and the arbitrator can award attorney’s fees to the prevailing parties.” -

Please feel freeto :contact me if you have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

ot T 0
H. Francisco Leal
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The text of this VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE consists of 4,112

as counted by the 2010 Microsoft Word word-processing program used to generate this petition.
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Dated: March 4, 2016

IVIE, McNEILL & WYATT

BY:

W. KPITH WYATT

~ Attorneys for Petitioners
JOHN W. HARRIS and HARRIS &
ASSOCIATES

CERTIFICATE OF WORD COUNT -1
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VERIFICATION
(C.C.P. §§446 and 2015.5)

I, John W. Harris, am the owner of HARRIS & ASSOCIATES, petitioner in the above-
entitled action or proceeding. I have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT
OF MANDATE WITH EXHIBITS 1 THROUGH 4 and know the contents thercof, and 1
certify that the same is true and correet of my own knowledge, except as to those matters which
are therein stated upon my information and belief, and as to those matters [ believe it to be true.

This Verification was cxccuted on March 4, 2016, at Vﬂéu @VL(;,(,Z()Q, California.

[ declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

Y/

/OHN W. HARRIS

foregoing is true and correct.

VERIFICATION - |
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CERTIFICATE OF WORD COUNT
PURSUANT TO CRC RULE 8.520

I, John W. Harris, am the petitioner in the above-entitled action or proceeding. I have
read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE WITH EXHIBITS 1

THROUGH 4 and know the contents thereof, and I certify that the same is true and correct of

my own knowledge, except as to those matters which are therein stated upon my information and

belief, and as to those matters I believe it to be true.
This Verification was cxccuted on March 4, 2016, atéo Qﬂrz}[/‘ ﬂ, 5 California.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

A

OHN W. HARRIS

foregoing is true and correct.

VERIFICATION - |




