
 

 

  

  

CASE NO: MCC 1701320 

 

Weber Valley Heights Association                                                                                                                                                                        

V.                                                                                                                                                                                                         

Reed & Wrench 

 

 

 

 

 

  CA EVIDENCE CODE SECTION 410, "Direct evidence" means evidence that directly 
proves a fact, without an inference or presumption, and which in itself, if true, 
conclusively establishes that fact. The direct evidence herein leans in a direction that 
identifies real property rights were trespassed upon by persons using a fictitious 
business to perpetrate a manipulation of fact? 

This fact remains to be answered, what properly recorded Grant Deed or documentation provides a third party business 

called Weber Valley Heights Water Association legal authority of land ownership rights greater than those bestowed by 

Grant Deeds seen herein?   



CASE NO: MCC 1701320  2018
 

Weber V. Reed 1 of 159 
 



CASE NO: MCC 1701320  2018
 

Weber V. Reed 2 of 159 
 



CASE NO: MCC 1701320  2018
 

Weber V. Reed 3 of 159 
 

 

Weber Valley Heights Association 

 

V.  

 

Reed & Wrench 

 

Defendants, AKA the Reed’s,  

 

Gregory Reed hereby submits these defense files, 

Case # MCC – 170132  

County of Riverside California. 

Pages 1- 9 are related Laws and Regulations including California Safe Drinking Water Act Section 64216, 

whereas “Mutual Associations prohibited. No state small water system which was not in existence on 

November 12, 1991 shall be issued a permit to operate if the water supplier is an unincorporated association 

organized under Title 3  (commencing with Section 20000) of Division 3 of the Corporations Code.” 

Evidence emailed by Mr. Matt Riha Department of Environmental Health, County of Riverside identified the 
appurtenant well on the Reeds land was not properly permitted. According to California Water Code and 
County of Riverside Ordinance 682 Reeds well was required a permit.  June 12, 1992 Reeds well was then 
electrified without properly obtaining a County of Riverside Building and Safety permit.  Individuals claiming 
to be an official CA non-profit Association used that un-permitted singular well and water delivery system to 
generate a profit. Someone acting as an officer of the defunct group was responsible for operating a 
scheme.  Thereby they attempted to use altered documents to fool the Reed’s into thinking the well in 
question was legally permitted.  See the letter dated June 22, 2016 from the law firm Best, Best and Krieger 
to Mathew L. May whom at that time was the Attorney representing the Reeds.  Those exhibits from that 
June 22, 2016 letter are showing an address of 44100 Ginger Cir..  The application, permit and invoice are all 
three altered from the originals.  See the County Dept. of Environmental Health (DEH) documents issued for 
use at 44135 Perryman Lane APN 571-030-037-0, Record of Survey 53/47 par3.  The originals are currently 
on file within DEH archives. The fact is a trail of recorded evidence provides real property rights of authority 
are officially maintained as County of Riverside records and State of CA records.  
 
December 31, 1989 County of Riverside ordinance 682 became effective. By February 15, 1990 the State of 
CA Water Code 13801 clearly mandated all new wells drilled in the State needed to be permitted prior to 
excavation. Permit #16245 was issued in error on February 27, 1990. The permit was issued for use at 44135 
Perryman Lane. That address was correct; however, the named owner (Weber Valley Non-profit Assn.) was 
not.  See instrument #74567showing Roger Schmid was the named deed holder from April 12, 1984 until 
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May 8, 2002 as was officially recorded by instrument #2002-240973.  Recorded facts prove the rights to real  
property transfer by Grant deed to Robert Franko and Deborah St Pierre on May 8, 2002 plaintiffs hereto. 
 
 
The following CA Water Code Divisions identify facts related to water wells, pages 4-10. 
 
  
 

CA Water Code  

DIVISION 7, WATER QUALITY 

Chapter 10, Water Wells, Cathodic Protection Wells, Monitoring Wells, and Geothermal Heat Exchange  
 
Article 2. Definitions 

 
13710. "Well" or "water well" as used in this chapter, means any artificial excavation constructed by any 
method for the purpose of extracting water from, or injecting water into, the underground. This definition 
shall not include: (a) oil and gas wells, or geothermal wells constructed under the jurisdiction of the 
Department of Conservation, except those wells converted to use as water wells; or (b) wells used for the 
purpose of (1) dewatering excavation during construction, or (2) stabilizing hillsides or earth embankments. 
 
Wells Article 3. Reports 

 
13750.5 No person shall undertake to dig, bore, or drill a water well, cathodic protection well, groundwater 
monitoring well, or geothermal heat exchange well, to deepen or re-perforate such a well, or to abandon or 
destroy such a well, unless the person responsible for that construction, alteration, destruction, or 
abandonment possesses a C-57 Water Well Contractor's License. 
13751. (a) Every person who digs, bores, or drills a water well, cathodic protection well, groundwater 
monitoring well, or geothermal heat exchange well, abandons or destroys such a well, or deepens or 
reperforates such a well, shall file with the department a report of completion of that well within 60 days 
from the date its construction, alteration, abandonment, or destruction is completed. 
(b) The report shall be made on forms furnished by the department and shall contain information as follows: 
(1) In the case of a water well, cathodic protection well, or groundwater monitoring well, the report shall 
contain information as required by the department, including, but not limited to all of the following 
information: 
(A) A description of the well site sufficiently exact to permit location and identification of the well. 
(B) A detailed log of the well. 
(C) A description of type of construction. 
(D) The details of perforation. 
(E) The methods used for sealing off surface or contaminated waters. 
(F) The methods used for preventing contaminated waters of one aquifer from mixing with the waters of 
another aquifer. 
(G) The signature of the well driller.  
 
WATER CODE - WAT 
DIVISION 7. WATER QUALITY [13000 - 16104]  ( Division 7 repealed and added by Stats. 1969, Ch. 482. )   
CHAPTER 10. Water Wells and Cathodic Protection Wells [13700 - 13808.8]  ( Chapter 10 added by Stats. 
1969, Ch. 482. )   
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ARTICLE 4. Quality Control [13800 - 13806]  ( Article 4 added by Stats. 1969, Ch. 482. )13801.   
(a) The regional board, upon receipt of a report from the department pursuant to Section 13800, shall hold a 
public hearing on the need to establish well standards for the area involved. The regional board may hold a 
public hearing with respect to any area regardless of whether a report has been received from the 
department if it has information that standards may be needed. 
 
(b) Notwithstanding subdivision (a), the state board shall, not later than September 1, 1989, adopt a model 
water well, cathodic protection well, and monitoring well drilling and abandonment ordinance implementing 
the standards for water well construction, maintenance, and abandonment contained in Bulletin 74-81 of 
the department. If the model ordinance is not adopted by this date, the state board shall report to the 
Legislature as to the reasons for the delay. The state board shall circulate the model ordinances to all cities 
and counties. 
 
(c) Notwithstanding any other law, each county, city, or water agency, where appropriate, shall, not later 
than January 15, 1990, adopt a water well, cathodic protection well, and monitoring well drilling and 
abandonment ordinance that meets or exceeds the standards contained in Bulletin 74-81. Where a water 
agency that has permit authority over well drilling within the agency adopts a water well, cathodic 
protection well, and monitoring well drilling and abandonment ordinance that meets or exceeds the 
standards contained in Bulletin 74-81, a county or city shall not be required to adopt an ordinance for the 
same area. 
 
(d) If a county, city, or water agency, where appropriate, fails to adopt an ordinance establishing water well, 
cathodic protection well, and monitoring well drilling and abandonment standards, the model ordinance 
adopted by the state board pursuant to subdivision (b) shall take effect on February 15, 1990, and shall be 
enforced by the county or city and have the same force and effect as if adopted as a county or city 
ordinance.  
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ORDINANCE NO. 682 
(AS AMENDED THROUGH 682.4) 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE REGULATING 
THE CONSTRUCTION, RECONSTRUCTION, ABANDONMENT 

AND DESTRUCTION OF WELLS AND INCORPORATING BY REFERENCE 
ORDINANCE NO. 725 

 
The Board of Supervisors of the County of Riverside, Ordains that Ordinance No. 682 is amended in its 
entirety to read as follows: 
 
Section 1. PURPOSE, AUTHORITY AND IMPLEMENTATION.  
The purpose of this ordinance is to provide minimum standards for construction, reconstruction, 
abandonment, and destruction of all wells in order to: (a) protect underground water resources, and (b) 
provide safe water to persons within Riverside County. Pursuant to the authority cited in Chapter 13801(c) 
of the California Water Code, the Riverside County 
Department of Environmental Health shall enforce the provisions of this ordinance within its jurisdiction. 
 
Section 2. DEFINITIONS.  
Whenever in this ordinance the following terms are used, they shall have the meanings respectively ascribed 
to them in this section: 
A. "Abandoned Wells" and "Abandonment, shall apply to a well whose original or 
functional purpose and use has been discontinued for a period of one (1) year and which has not been 
declared for reuse with the Department by the legal owner, or a well in such a state of disrepair that it 
cannot be functional for its original purpose or any other function regulated under this ordinance. 
Exploration holes shall be considered abandoned twenty-four (24) hours after construction and testing work 
has been completed. 
B. “Agriculture Well” shall mean any water well used to supply water for irrigation or other agricultural 
purposes, including so-called "Stock Wells". 
C. "Annular Seal” or "Sanitary Seal" shall mean the approved material placed in the space between the well 
casing and the wall of the drilled hole (the annular space). 
D. “Boring” shall mean a temporary hole for immediate exploration drilled or driven into the ground to 
determine underground conditions. 
E. “Cathodic Protection Well" shall mean any artificial excavation in excess of fifty 
(50') feet constructed by any method for the purpose of installing equipment or facilities for the protection 
electrically of metallic equipment in contact with the ground, commonly referred to as cathodic protection. 
F. "Community Water Supply Well" shall mean any well which provides water for public water supply 
systems. 
G. "Contamination" shall mean an impairment of the quality of the waters of the state by waste to a degree 
which creates a hazard to the public health through poisoning or through the spread of disease. 
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H. "Cross-Connection" shall mean any unprotected connection between any part of a water system used or 
intended to supply water for domestic purposes and any source or system containing water or other 
substances that are not or cannot be approved as safe, pure, wholesome, and potable for human 
consumption. 
Ord. 682 – Page 2  
 
I. "Department" shall mean the Riverside County Department of Environmental Health. 
J. "Director" shall mean the Director of Environmental Health or his duly authorized representative. 
K. "Distribution System" shall include the facilities, conduits, or any other means used for the delivery of 
water from the source facilities to the customer's system. 
L. “Geothermal Heat Exchange Well” shall mean any uncased excavation by any method for the purpose of 
using the heat exchange capacity of the earth for heating and cooling and in which the ambient ground 
temperature is 860 Fahrenheit (300 
Celsius) or less and which uses a closed loop fluid system to prevent the discharge or escape of its fluid into 
the surrounding aquifers or geologic formations. Geothermal 
Heat Exchange Wells are also known as ground source heat pump wells (California Water Code 13713). Such 
wells or boreholes are not intended to produce water or steam. 
M. "Exploration Hole" shall mean an uncased excavation for the purpose of immediately determining the 
existing geological and/or hydrological conditions at the site either by direct observation or other means. 
N. “Extraction Well” shall mean any well used to extract water for treatment, dewatering or other processes 
but not to include domestic or agricultural uses. 
O. “Individual Domestic Well” shall mean any well used to supply water for domestic needs other than a 
public water supply system. 
P. "Industrial Well" shall mean any well used primarily to supply water for industrial processes and may 
supply water intentionally or incidentally for domestic purposes. 
Q. “Injection or Recharge Well” shall mean any well used to inject water of approved quality into 
groundwater basins (Special approval required). 
R. "Lateral (horizontal) Well" shall mean a well drilled or constructed horizontally or at 
an angle with the horizon as contrasted with the common vertical well and does not include horizontal 
drains or "wells" constructed to remove subsurface water from hillside, cuts, or fills. 
S. “Monitoring Well" shall mean an artificial excavation by any method for the purpose of observing, 
monitoring, or supplying the conditions of a water bearing Aquifer, such as fluctuations in groundwater 
levels, quality of ground waters, or the concentration of contaminants in underground waters. 
T. "Person" shall mean any individual, firm, corporation, association, profit or non-profit organization, trust, 
partnership, special district, or governmental agency to the extent authorized by law. 
U. “Pollution" shall mean an alteration of water by waste to a degree which unreasonably affects such water 
for beneficial uses, or facilities which serve such beneficial uses "Pollution" may include "contamination". 
V. "Public Water System" shall mean: 
1. A system, regardless of type of ownership, for the provision of piped water to the public for domestic use, 
if such system has at least five (5) service connections or regularly serves an average of at least twenty-five 
(25) individuals daily at least sixty (60) days of the year. A public water system includes: 
 
Ord. 682 – Page 3 
 
a. Any collection, treatment, storage, and distribution facilities which are used primarily in connection with 
such system and which are under control of the water supplier. 
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b. Any collection or pretreatment storage facilities which are used primarily in connection with such system 
but are not under control of the water supplier. 
2. A Labor Camp as defined by the California Code of Regulations, Title 25, Housing. 
W. "Reconstruction" means certain work done to an existing well in order to restore its production, replace 
defective casing, seal off certain strata or surface water, or similar work, not to include the cleaning out of 
sediments, surging, or maintenance to the pump or appurtenances where the integrity of the annular seal or 
water bearing strata are not violated. 
X. “Source Facilities" shall include wells, stream, diversion works, infiltration galleries, springs, reservoirs 
tanks, and all other facilities used in the production, treatment, disinfection, storage, or delivery of water to 
the distribution system. 
Y. “Vapor Extraction Well” shall be a hole drilled and cased to extract vapor from underground. 
Z. "Water Well" shall mean any artificial excavation constructed by any method for the purpose of extracting 
water from, or injecting water into the ground. This definition shall not include: 
1. Oil and gas wells, or geothermal wells constructed under the jurisdiction of the 
California State Department of Conservation, except those wells converted to use as water wells; or 
2. Wells used for the purpose of: 
a. Dewatering excavation during construction; or 
b. Stabilizing hillsides or earth embankments, unless located within 500 feet of a potential source of 
groundwater contamination. 
 
Section 3. PERMIT REQUIREMENTS. 
A. No person or entity, or agent, contractor, subcontractor, representative, or employee thereof, shall dig, 
drill, bore, drive, reconstruct or destroy (1) a well that is to be, or has been, used to produce or inject water, 
(2) a cathodic protection well, (3) a monitoring well or (4) geothermal heat exchange well, without first filing 
a written application to do so with the Department, and receiving and retaining a valid permit as provided 
herein. 
Said written application shall contain a statement which is substantially in the following form: I declare 
under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the information furnished as part of 
this application is true and correct. I also understand that I am legally obligated to obey all requirements of 
state law and Riverside County ordinances in connection with the approval of this application. 
Property Owner’s Signature ______________________ 
Date _________ 
Ord. 682 – Page 4 
 
B. No person or entity shall engage in any activity subject to the jurisdiction of this ordinance without first 
paying all applicable fees to the Department of Environmental Health for each activity in the amounts set 
forth in Riverside County Ordinance No. 671 and any subsequent amendments thereto. Such fees may be 
waived in cases where corrective or replacement work is being undertaken to replace property damaged or 
destroyed in a disaster recognized in a resolution adopted by the Board of Supervisors. 
 
C. Any person who shall commence any work for which a permit is required by this Department without 
having obtained a permit therefore, shall, if subsequently granted a permit, pay double the permit fee for 
such work; provided, however, that this provision shall not apply to emergency work when it shall be 
established in writing to the satisfaction of the Director that such work was urgently necessary and that it 
was not practical to obtain a permit before commencement of the work. In all cases in which emergency 
work is necessary, a permit shall be applied for within three (3) working days after commencement of the 
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work. The applicant for a permit for any such emergency work shall, in any case, demonstrate that all work 
performed is in compliance with the technical standards of Section 10. of this ordinance. 
 
D. An application for a permit to construct a water well, monitoring well, cathodic protection well, or 
geothermal heat exchange well shall be submitted to the 
Department on a form and in a manner prescribed by the Department, and shall include the following 
information: 
l. A Plot Plan showing the proposed well location with respect to the following items within a radius of five 
hundred feet (500') from the well: 
a. Property lines, including ownership. 
b. Sewage or waste disposal systems (including reserved waste disposal expansion areas), or works for 
carrying or containing sewage or waste. 
c. All intermittent or perennial, natural, or artificial bodies of water or watercourses. 
d. The approximate drainage pattern of the property. 
e. Other wells, including abandoned wells. 
f. Access road(s) to the well site. 
g. Structures. 
2. Location of the property with a vicinity map including the legal description of the property (Assessor 
Parcel Map/Tract Map Number, Township, Range and Section). 
3. The C-57 license number and signature of the person responsible for constructing the well. 
4. For a monitoring well the name and telephone number of the consultant. 
5. The proposed well depth, including casing size and zones of perforations and strata to be sealed off if such 
data can be reasonably projected. 
Ord. 682 – Page 5 
6. The proposed use of the well. 
7. Location of underground storage tank(s) within five hundred feet (500') of the proposed well. 
8. Location and classification by visual inspection of any solid, liquid, or hazardous waste disposal sites to 
include municipal and individual package sewage treatment plants within two thousand feet (2,000') of the 
proposed well. 
9. Where proposed work is reconstruction or destruction of a water well, monitoring well, cathodic 
protection well or geothermal heat exchange well, provide the following information, if available: 
a. Method of reconstruction or destruction of well. 
b. Total depth. 
c. Depth and type of casing used. 
d. Depth of perforation. 
e. Well log. 
f. Any other pertinent information. 
10. Other information as may be deemed necessary for the Department to determine if the underground 
waters will be adequately protected. 
E. As a condition of a construction or reconstruction permit, any abandoned wells on the property shall be 
destroyed in accordance with standards provided in this ordinance. 
F. All complete and accurate permit applications shall be approved or denied within six (6) working days 
after the date of filing of the application or shall be deemed approved. The term working days shall be 
defined to mean a day in which the County of Riverside is open to members of the public for the regular 
conduct of business. In the event that the application is denied, the applicant shall be informed 
of any deficiencies contained in the application at the time of being notified of such denial. The applicant, 
after initial denial, may resubmit a corrected application that addresses the deficiencies that were identified 
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as part of the application denial. The applicant shall resubmit a corrected application within thirty (30) days 
after being notified of the application denial or thereafter a new permit application will need to be 
submitted. 
 
Section 6 
EXPIRATION OR EXTENSION OF PERMIT, 
A. Each permit issued pursuant to this ordinance shall expire and become null and void if the work 
authorized thereby has not been completed within six (6) months following the issuance of the 
permit. 
B. The permit fee shall be non-refundable. 
C. Any permit issued pursuant to this ordinance may be extended at the option of the Department. 
Each individual extension granted by the Department shall be for not longer than one hundred 
twenty (120) days. In no event shall the Department grant an extension which would make the total 
term of the permit exceed one (1) year. 
Application for extension shall be made on a form provided by the Department. 
D. Upon expiration of any permit issued pursuant hereto, no further work may be done in connection 
with construction, repair, reconstruction, or abandonment of a well unless and until a new permit for 
such purpose is secured in accordance with the provisions of this ordinance. If, the permit has 
expired before the final inspection is conducted, the permittee must pay a renewal fee for the final 
inspection to take place. 
 
Section 7 PERMIT REVOCATION OR SUSPENSION. 
A. The Director may revoke or suspend a permit issued pursuant to this ordinance upon a finding 
that: 
1. A determination of violation exists. 
2. Said determination has been sent to the permittee by first class mail in the form of a written notice 
specifying the violation. 
3. The permittee has failed or neglected to correct the violation within twenty (20) days from the 
date the written notice is mailed. 
B. A permit violation exists where any of the following conditions are present: 
1. The permit was issued in error. 
2. The permit was issued on the basis of incorrect information supplied by the permittee. 
3. The permittee violated any of the provisions of this ordinance or the conditions and requirements 
attached to the permit. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source; CA Water Laws 2003 - Department of Water Resources 
https://www.water.ca.gov/media/DWRWebsite/WebPages/Programs/GroundwaterManagement/Wells/Files/California-Laws-for-

WellsOctober2016.pdf 

http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=WAT&sectionNum=13801  

County of Riverside ordinance 682,  https://www.rivcocob.org/ords/600/682.3.pdf 

TLMA Permit Assistance Team Riverside Office  

Wendell Bugtai 

Riverside county CAC 

4080 Lemon St., 14th Fl. 

P.O. Box 1605 

Riverside, CA 

92502-1605 

Phone: 951-955-2459 

https://www.water.ca.gov/-/media/DWR-Website/Web-Pages/Programs/Groundwater-Management/Wells/Files/California-Laws-for-Wells-October-2016.pdf?la=en&hash=5B85127D27435499C60419E8CE06900D05E8F8BE
https://www.rivcocob.org/ords/600/682.3.pdf
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Northwest ½ of Northwest 1/4 and Northwest ½ of the Northwest ¼ of the Southwest ¼ of Section 4 
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Road running from east to northwest ½ of Section 4. 
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Property Address:  

44100 GINGER CIR HEMET/571-040-002-9 

Records <records@rctlma.org>   

12/16/14 

Re:    APN: 571-040-002-9/44100 GINGER CIR HEMET 

To Whom It May Concern: 

In regards to the above referenced address, we have located the following permits:  

Permit Number:          Use of Permit: 

021140                              Mobile Home Site Preparation 

120185                              Mobile Home Site Preparation 

124692                              Mobile Home Installation  

BFE060056                        Agriculture Registration 

 

Our records date back to 1963. All building permit records prior to 1963 have been destroyed.  

Sincerely,  

Riverside County Building and Safety, Records (951) 955-2017 records@rctlma.org 

Records <records@rctlma.org>   
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Weber Valley Heights Water Association Bylaws                                     
July 13, 2002 Page 2 

Section 3:  The duties of the officers are as follows: 

a. The President shall preside at all meetings: call al1 special meetings of the members: and see that meetings are conducted in a 

proper and orderly manner.  

b. The Vice President shal1 serve and act with the full authority of the president in his absence. 

c. The Secretary shall preside in the absence of both the president and the vice president; keep all records and accounts: inform 

members of upcoming meetings; notify members of any special action taken by the membership; and promptly prepare and send 

minutes of meetings to all members.  

d. The Treasurer shall maintain all financial records of the organization; supervise all disbursement of funds as governed by the 

membership; send out the water bills promptly after the readings have been received from the maintenance officer; and receive 

and deposit all funds in a non-interest bearing checking account.  

e. The Maintenance Officer shall monitor, maintain and repair the water system with volunteer and requested help of members; 

take \water meter readings promptly on or after the first day of the month and deliver the readings to the treasurer as soon as 

possible thereafter.  

f. Any two officers may co-sign checks as needed with one exception: no two (2) members of the same family will have check 

writing or signing authority.  

Article V MEETINGS 

Section 1:  Meetings shall be called at the direction of the president or as deemed necessary by the membership.  

Section 2:  All meetings shall be conducted as governed by Robert's Rules of Order.  

Section 3:  A majority vote of those present is acceptable for all motions brought to the membership unless It is a stated exception 

in Robert', Rule, of Order.  

Section 4:  One vote is allowed per land parcel. Article VI Funds of Origination 

Article VI Funds of Origination 
Section 1: Monthly water usage rates shall be based on pumping, maintenance and repair costs of the water system. When major 
repairs or upgrades are anticipated, an assessment may be charged if approved by majority vote of all members.  
Section 2: Any bill not paid by the next billing date shall be charged a $5.00 late charge. No bill under $5.00 shall be dealt with 
such, Any property owner that is three (3) months delinquent shall be sent a certified letter with intent to terminate service. 
Service shall be disconnected if payment is not received within 15 days, No meeting is needed to authorize the disconnection, The 
maintenance officer and one other member will disconnect the service.  
Section 3: Due to changing water requirement fees, re hook up charges for terminated members will be $2,000.00 plus all back 
maintenance and assessment charges since disconnection. A meeting shall be called to reconnect service.  
Section 4: Annual minimum water usage fee will be S20.00 a year due January 1 of each year beginning January 1, 2003. (Fee due 
for year prior to payment.)  

 

End Page 2 of 2 of the bylaws. 
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January 2, 2011 

To: Deborah St Pierre, 

 

Who owns 44350 East Benton Rd. and where is it located?  After reading the 2002 bylaws I was left with some 

questions, like, where are the rules on how collected monies are spent.   

Where in the bylaws does it state what wells are members? There are wells everywhere out here, so what exact wells 

are members and what made any well a member of a fictitious non-existing club you call Weber Valley Heights Water 

Association (WVHWA)? 

What documented bylaw gives WVHA any right to control wells or pipelines appurtenant to land that WVHWA as a 

singular mutual benefit association does not own, rent or lease? Is the term “domestic use” defined by CA water 

Code? Or Deborah’s terms? 

Another question, what did it take to become a member of Weber Valley Non-profit Association?  Where are the 

bylaws for that association? It seems that my title insurance does not list any WVHA as a HOA. I am left with show me 

the doc’s that make WVHA a legal entity having authority over use of my real property. What provides WVHA any 

authority to delegate how property easements and rights thereto are or are not used?   

Read this and then please explain how a well is a member as stated in the bylaws of Weber Valley Heights Water 

Association.  

ARTICLE III MEMBERS 

Section 1: The water system consists of three (3) wells, a water distribution piping system and storage tanks and shall 

provide the total yield to all members Ownership of this water system shall be held jointly by all members of the 

association with consideration of the other members. Ownership of the water rights shall remain with the land. 

………………………………........................................................................................... 

Please answer this, if ownership of this water system was held jointly and appurtenant to land and the “ownership of 

the water rights shall remain with the land.” as stated in the bylaws, what gave or gives WVHA a right to sever the 

“rights appurtenant to land” knowing that right was an appurtenance to land? 

With established law in California that once such water rights are acquired, they become appurtenant to land. "The 

concept of an appropriative water right is a real property interest incidental and appurtenant to land." (Fullerton v. 

State Water Resources Control Bd. (1979) 90 Cal.App.3d 590, 598; see also Inyo Cons. Water Co. v. Jess (1911) 161 Cal. 

516, 520.) A wrongful diversion of water flowing in a ditch, pipeline or any form of conduct is an injury to real 

property. 

The actions of severing Beverly Heath’s water supply by WVHA was and is a continuing trespass on rights not 

belonging to a third party WVHA.  Be it clearly stated herein, Beverly Heath owns a recorded right to three different 

grants of easements naming her property as a right owner and WVHA does not.  Therefore WVHA as an Association is 

in violation of the 1990 Grant of Easement by Charles Campbell to Beverly Heath‘s property. 
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How do well members vote?  Do they flood yards for yes and quit watering for no? I want to know what 3 wells are 

members. Where are these locations with title rights granting them a membership right to WVHA? How did wells join 

the association, and by what documentation? Or was it magic water that made it happen? 

Where are the Membership agreements?  Do they even exist as an officially recorded and notarized document? I 

found that WVHWA as a standalone association never acquired any legally recorded rights to any wells or Grant of 

Easements. Presuming that statement is correct, under what authority does the Association have to sever anyone’s 

water supply line for watering plants according to their California Civil Rights?  Appurtenant rights run with the land.  

BTW, Deborah’s so called lawyer approved anything is total BS, that Attorney is not the property owner, therefore, an 

approval means nothing due to lack of authority or rights in title.   

Read the CA Corp. Laws as they relate to Associations and appurtenances to land. If you have no idea what an 

appurtenant right is have someone like an attorney read to you and explain what appurtenant is and how the water 

association as a mutual association failed according to section 18410 ( c) on 9-11-2006.  The ex-president lied to 

everyone. 

 See the letter claiming Debbie spoke to a lawyer, she, Deborah knew for a fact that the so called Weber Valley Heights 

Water Association did not have rights to the wells or service termination rights and the Association was never setup 

correctly.  Did she inform everyone of that fact?  

 

 

The Water Association actions perpetrated by Deborah existed but for many  fabricated lies and deceptions.  

 

 

Please share this with all members. 

 
 

Thank You 
Greg Reed 
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WEBER VALLEY HEIGHTS ASSOCIATION 

 

NOTICE OF MEETING 

                                                                                                                                                                                           9-5-2011 

 

WHEN: October 2 2011 

WHERE: Boer Property, Gazabo 

TIME: 1:00 P.M. 

 

AGENDA 

General 

1. Review by-laws - Revise if necessary 

2. Election 

 

Maintance, 

1. Discuss ways to put revenue back into maintance fund. 

2. Discuss how to secure Well #2, The lock, etc, was removed yet again. 

3. Discuss how we are going to fix valve on top tank.  
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WEBER VALLEY HEIGHTS ASSOCIATION 

 

 

 

Dear Members                                                                                                                             9-14-2011 

 

 

            I'm informing members, that the meeting that was on 10-2-2011 is 

             being canceled. A new date will be set and I will inform members about the 

             time, date, place. Sorry for any inconvience.                                           

 

 

 

Thank You 

Deborah St. Pierre 
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WEBER VALLEY HEIGHTS ASSOCIATION 

 

 

Dear Members,                                                                        9-21-2011 

 

 

          A meeting is being called. Just to let members know, Ms. Heath is not on the 

         agenda and therefore will not be discussed. Agenda will remain the same as first 

        meeting notice. 

 

DATE: 10-9-2011 

TIME: 1:00 P.M. 

PLACE: Dan Spears Property 

 

 

Thank You 

Deborah St. Pierre 

President
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                                                                                                                                                                                                                  9-19-2011 

Hello Debbi, 

I am sorry to hear the meeting is cancelled. I am curious as to why we can't have it at the Weber Valley Heights Association 

address (44350 Benton)? I do look forward to our meeting.  

I do think that if anything at the meeting does involve Mrs. Heath, she should be there. If she is not going to be mentioned in the 

meeting, then that's a different story. As for Mrs. Heath, you stated in your letter on 9-5-2011 that Heath was accusing the 

association of embezzlement. And from what I have heard she used the term Extortion. 

On another note, Eric from Boer property (I guess that's who he was) stopped in on our property on 9-15-2011 and spoke to Greg 

about a code enforcement letter and  that code enforcement was going to inspect all our property's and also mentioned 

something about a pit? (Whatever that means ).1am not clear if he was accusing Greg of calling code enforcement; if code was 

called I think you should speak to the person whose water was turned off. 

I have a few questions, I hope you will answer, I think you stated at one time that 

Weber Valley Heights Association paid to have the well dug on this property in 1995, if that's true, who dug the well? I would 

really like the facts if that's at all possible. And one last thing, why did Bob ask Greg why he took the lock off the shed? It seems 

people are quick to jump to conclusions. It was probably the same person who cut the barbed wire.  

 

Anyway, I look forward to hearing from you. 

                   

            Sherry. 
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Law Offices of Lawrence R. Bynum, 
A Professional Corporation 
6700 Indiana Avenue, Suite 240 
Riverside, CA 92506-4258 
951.682.2345 
Fax: 951.682.2324 
Real PropertyAttorney.net 
LBynum@RealPropertyAttorney.net 
 
 
November 19, 2010 
Weber Valley Heights Water Association 
Deborah St. Pierre 
Sage, CA 
 
In re: Heath v Weber Valley Heights Water Association  
 
Wrongful termination of water rights 
 
Dear Ms. St. Pierre: 
 
 
I. Introduction 
Please be advised that Beverly Heath has retained this firm for all purposes relating to the 
Association’s wrongful termination of her water rights. Demand is made to restore water 
immediately. Failure to comply will result in my client seeking not only a writ of mandate 
pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 1085. Not only will my client prevail against the 
association, but my client will also seek fees for the unlawful termination. Rather than incur 
the time and expense of litigation, simply restoring her water rights immediately ends this 
dispute. 
 
II. Factual and procedural background. 
On March 15, 1985, Charles E. Reed, Jr., granted an easement for a well and related 
access easement for the benefit of land now owned by my client. On May 24, 1990, Charles 
and Joann Campbell granted another easement for the same purposes to my client’s 
predecessor in interest. On July 13, 2002, Weber Valley Heights Water Association bylaws 
were prepared. The purpose of the association was for the facilitation of water to the 
benefited parcels pursuant to the grant of easements described above. My client is the 
beneficiary of those transactions. As the purported president of the association, you should 
be very much aware that the association’s sole purpose is to provide water to its members 
at cost. (See Art. VI, sec. 1.) A "mutual water company" is defined as any private corporation 
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or association organized for the purposes of delivering water to its stockholders and 
members at cost, including use of works for conserving, treating and reclaiming water. (Pub. 
Util. Code, § 2725.) 
 
 
 
 
 
Weber Valley Heights Water Association 
November 19, 2010 
Page 2 of 4 
 
They are generally formed for the purpose of securing the benefits of a joint agency in 
diverting and distributing water to the stockholders. (Arroyo Ditch & Water Co. v. Dorman, 
137 Cal. 611, 70 P. 737 (1902); Thayer v. California Development Co., 164 Cal. 117, 128 P. 
21 (1912).) The general purpose of mutual water companies is to serve and promote the 
individual rights of the stockholders on equal terms in securing water for the irrigation and 
cultivation of their lands. The shares of stock generally represent the water rights secured 
by the company when such rights have attached, and the holders of stock who are settlers 
on the land hold the stock as representing the water rights appurtenant to the lands on 
which the water is to be used. A corporation, including a nonprofit corporation organized for 
or engaged in the business of developing, distributing, supplying, or delivering water for 
irrigation or domestic use, or both, may 
provide in its articles, or may amend its articles to provide, that its only purpose is to 
develop, distribute, supply, or deliver water for irrigation or domestic use, or both, to its 
members or shareholders, at actual cost plus necessary expenses. (Corp. Code, §14301.) 
The stockholders in corporations organized chiefly for the purpose of acquiring 
and distributing water have a definite right to their proportion of the water when 
acquired, and the cases are uniform to the effect that they may individually enforce that 
right by appropriate proceedings in the event of its evasion or denial on the part of the 
officers of the corporation. (Miller v. Imperial Water Co., No. 8, 156 Cal. 27, 103 P. 227 
(1909); Consolidated People's Ditch Co. v. Foothill Ditch Co., 205 Cal. 54, 269 P. 915 
(1928); 63 Cal. Jur. 3d Water § 796.) Also, my client as the beneficial member of the 
association may sue the directors on behalf of the company, where there is alleged 
mismanagement of company business, and may join the company as a party defendant. 
(Stesel v. Santa Ana River Water Co., (1939) 35 Cal. App. 2d 117.) Your failure to 
restore my client’s water rights will result in litigation against you personally. The 
association (and you as its representative) fails to understand the nature of association. 
You are merely the conduit. You are supposed to act for the best interests of my client. 
In this case, you are misusing your position to harm my client. Your violation is clear. 
It is very important that you understand that the right to water is unquestionably 
my client’s. The association’s sole purpose is to provide a system to deliver that water. 
You have absolutely NO DISCRETION to allow or not allow water, except as set forth in 
Article VI, section 2, which relates only to non-payment by members. The sole purpose 
of the association is to provide my client with water. Your usurpation and wrongful 
exercise of dominion and control over my client’s water rights can be remedied by court 
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order. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Weber Valley Heights Water Association 
November 19, 2010 
Page 3 of 4 
 
 
Here, there are approximately 12, five acre parcels which are the holder of the water rights. 
Based on the hand written accounting provided to my client, it appears that my client’s water 
usage is lower than many other lots. Even if more water is being used, the only issue as it 
relates to the association is that my client may have to pay more for the usage of the 
association’s delivery system. Again, my client has the water rights. 
Despite this simple fact, you directed the termination of my client’s water supply. 
My client has paid all invoices submitted by the association. The basis for your decision was 
the unfounded accusation that my client is using water commercially. Not surprisingly, the 
association fails to include any evidence of this allegation. My client is simply demanding 
her rights to water for irrigation, farming and household use. Your claims of commercial use 
are not supported by any facts, other than your reckless accusation. By virtue of the 
association’s own records, my client’s water demand is less than many others. There is no 
commercial or excessive use. The termination of my client’s water rights is a complete 
violation of the association’s duty to provide water. 
Therefore, my client demands immediate restoration of her water rights. 
 
III. A writ of mandate can be issues by the court to compel the association to deliver 
water. 
Code of Civil Procedure section 1085, subdivision (a) states: 
A writ of mandate may be issued by any court to any inferior tribunal, corporation, board, or 
person, to compel the performance of an act which the law specially enjoins, as a duty 
resulting from an office, trust, or station, or to compel the admission of a party to the use 
and enjoyment of a right or office to which the party is entitled, and from which the party is 
unlawfully precluded by such inferior tribunal, corporation, board, or person. 
A petition for a writ of mandate can be used to compel an entity organized to secure a 
supply of water for irrigation purposes and distribute the same among its members for use 
on lands owned by them, to deliver water to a member for use on her land for irrigation, for 
she has no adequate remedy at law, and her rights to have water furnished on his land is an 
inseparable adjunct to his membership, and a plain duty rests on the corporation to furnish 
the water. McNair v. Imperial Water Co., No. 1 (1909) 156 Cal. 31; Miller v. Imperial Water 
Co., No. 8 (1909) 156 Cal. 27.) 
Here, there is no doubt that the association, through your actions, is acting unlawfully. You 
and the association will be brought to court to correct your illegal actions. The attorney’s fee 
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involved for forcing you to act correctly can, and should, be assessed against you 
personally, since you are orchestrating the problem and refusing to 
correct it. 
 
 
 
 
 
Weber Valley Heights Water Association 
November 19, 2010 
Page 4 of 4 
 
 
III. Conclusion 
There is no problem whatsoever for restoring my client’s water rights. The decision is up to 
you: you can continue your illegal conduct and face the court and other members’ wrath for 
wasting time and attorney’s fees, or you can restore the water. This is a simple case. My 
client has a right to water and you are denying her that right. If you have any questions, do 
not hesitate to contact me. I look forward to hearing from you immediately. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Law Offices of Lawrence R. Bynum, 
A Professional Corporation 
By: Lawrence R. Bynum, Esq.enc. 
 

 

 

cc: client; Weber Valley members 
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