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Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 40 ("District No. 40") hereby objects to the 

declarations of William J. Brunick, Robert G. Kuhs, Michael D. McLachlan, William M. Sloan, 

and Richard G. Zimmer ("Declarations") submitted in support of the Reply to Public Water 

Suppliers' Opposition to Motion by Private and Public Landowners for Order Approving Rules & 

Procedures for Appointment and Election of Watermaster Board Members ("Reply"). 

District No. 40 objects to the Declarations because they: 

• Are inadmissible extrinsic, parol evidence introduced to contradict the language of 

the stipulated physical solution (Code Civ. Proc. § 1856, subd. (a) ["Terms set 

forth in a writing intended by the parties as a final expression of their agreement 

with respect to the terms included therein may not be contradicted by evidence of a 

prior agreement or of a contemporaneous oral agreement."].) 

• Contain inadmissible hearsay (Evid. Code § 1200) 

• Contain inadmissible statements allegedly made during mediation (Evid. Code § 

1119, subd. (c).) 

• Contain inadmissible statements allegedly made during settlement (Evid. Code §§ 

1152 & 1154) 

• Are untimely and improper new evidence submitted with reply (Jay v. Mahaffey 

(2013) 218 Cal.App.4th 1522, 1537-38 [reply declarations "should not have 

addressed the substantive issues in the first instance but only filled gaps in the 

evidence created by the . . . opposition"].) 

• Contain irrelevant statements (Evid. Code §§ 210 & 350-351.) 

• Contain legal arguments disguised as facts. 

For the reasons stated above, District No. 40 respectfully requests that the Court strike the 

Declarations in their entirety. 
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 Are inadmissible extrinsic, parol evidence introduced to contradict the language of
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Dated: September 7, 2016 BEST BEST & KRIEGER LLP 

allEr Ali.- 

ER lir 	R 
JEF ' Y . BUNN 
WENDY Y. WANG 
Attorneys for 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
WATERWORKS DISTRICT NO. 40 
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Dated: September 7, 2016 BEST BEST & KRIEGER LLP

By
ERIC L. GARNER
JEFFREY V. DUNN
WENDY Y. WANG
Attorneys for
LOS ANGELES COUNTY
WATERWORKS DISTRICT NO. 40
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