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1 A N S W E R T O F I R S T A M E N D E D P E T I T I O N F O R W R I T O F M A N D AT E

2 Respondent Town of Apple Valley (the "Town"), hereby submits the following Answer to

3 the First Amended Petition for Writ of Mandate, filed July 20, 2015 ("PAP"), by Petitioner Leane

4 Lee ("Petitioner.")

5 1. In answering Paragraph 1, the Town admits all allegations set forth therein.

6 2. In answering Paragraph 2, the Town admits Petitioner made a Public Records Act

7 ("PRA") request to the Town. Except as expressly admitted, the Town denies the remaining

8 allegations set forth in Paragraph 2.

9 3. In answering Paragraph 3, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

0 information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis

1 denies all allegations in Paragraph 3.

2 4. In answering Paragraph 4, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

3 information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and on that basis

4 denies all allegations in Paragraph 4.

5 5. In answering Paragraph 5, the Town admits the allegations set forth therein.

6 6. In answering Paragraph 6, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

1 information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis

[ 8 denies all allegations in Paragraph 6.

19 7. In answering Paragraph 7, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

10 information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis

11 denies all allegations in Paragraph 7.

12 8. In answering Paragraph 8, the Town admits that the CPRA speaks for itself.

13 9. In answering Paragraph 9, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

14 information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis

15 denies all allegations in Paragraph 9.

16 10. In answering Paragraph 10, the allegations contained therein are legal conclusions

17 to which no response is required. To the extent an answer may be required, the Town admits that

18 the San Bernardino County Superior Court is the proper venue for this action.
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1 11. In answering Paragraph 11, the Town admits the allegations set forth therein.

2 12. In answering Paragraph 12, the Town admits that Government Code section 6250

3 speaks for itself.
4 13. In answering Paragraph 13, the Town admits that the California Constitution

5 speaks for itself.

6 14. In answering Paragraph 14, the Town admits that Government Code section 6253

7 speaks for itself.

8 15. In answering Paragraph 15, the Town admits that Government Code section 6253

9 speaks for itself.

10 16. In answering Paragraph 16, the Town admits that Government Code section 6253
o
o

i S s 11 speaks for itself.
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12 17. In answering Paragraph 17, the Town admits that Government Code sections 6253
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o | g£ 13 and 6255 speak for themselves.
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14 18. In answering Paragraph 18, the Town admits that the California Constitution
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15 speaks for itself.
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1 6 19. In answering Paragraph 19, the Town admits the allegations set forth therein.

17 20. In answering Paragraph 20, the Town admits Petitioner made a PRA request to the

18 Town as set forth in Exhibit A, previously identified, and that said document speaks for itself.

19 Except as expressly admitted herein, the Town denies all other allegations in Paragraph 20.
20 21. In answering Paragraph 21, the Town admits the allegations set forth therein.

21 22. In answering Paragraph 22, the Town admits it provided written acknowledgement

22 of Petitioner's PRA request as set forth in Exhibit B, previously identified and that said document

23 speaks for itself. Except as expressly admitted herein, the Town denies all other allegations in

24 Paragraph 22.

25 23. In answering Paragraph 23, the Town admits Petitioner made a PRA request to the

26 Town as set forth in Exhibit A, previously identified, and that said document speaks for itself.

27 Except as expressly admitted herein, the Town denies all other allegations in Paragraph 23.

28 24. In answering Paragraph 24, the Town admits Petitioner made a PRA request to the
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1 therein, and on that basis denies all remaining allegations in Paragraph 41.

2 42. In answering Paragraph 42, the Town admits Exhibit E is a portion of the 20/20

3 Network Contract. The Town does not have sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief

4 as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and on that basis denies all
5 allegations in Paragraph 42.

6 43. In answering Paragraph 43, the Town admits Exhibit E, previously identified, is a

7 portion of the 20/20 Network Contract and that said document speaks for itself. The Town
8 otherwise denies all of the allegations of Paragraph 43.

9 44. In answering Paragraph 44, the Town admits Exhibit E, previously identified, is a

10 portion of the 20/20 Network Contract and that said document speaks for itself. Except as
[ 1 expressly admitted herein, the Town denies all remaining allegations in Paragraph 44.

12 45. In answering Paragraph 45, the Town denies each and every allegations set forth
there in .

46. In answering Paragraph 46, the Town denies each and every allegations set forth

the re in .

47. In answering Paragraph 47, the Town admits Exhibit F is a copy of the True North

contract and that said document speaks for itself. The Town further admits it provided a copy of

the 2011 True North contract to Petitioner in response to her PRA Request.

48. In answering Paragraph 48, the Town admits Exhibit F is a copy of the 2011 True

North contract and that said document speaks for itself.

49. In answering Paragraph 49, the Town admits Exhibit F is a copy of the 2011 True

North contract and that said document speaks for itself. The Town does not have sufficient

knowledge or information to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations as set forth
therein, and on that basis denies all remaining allegations set forth therein.

50. In answering Paragraph 50, the Town denies each and every allegation set forth

the re in .

51. In answering Paragraph 51, the Town does not have sufficient information at this

time to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein, and on that basis denies
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1 the allegations in Paragraph 51.

2 52. In answering Paragraph 52, the Town admits Exhibit G is a copy of the True North

3 survey and that said document speaks for itself.

4 53. In answering Paragraph 53, the Town admits Exhibit G is a copy of the True North

5 survey and that said document speaks for itself.
6 54. In answering Paragraph 54, the Town does not have sufficient information at this

7 time to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein, and on that basis denies

8 the allegations in Paragraph 54.

9 55. In answering Paragraph 55, the Town admits Exhibit G is a copy of the True North
10 survey and that said document speaks for itself. Except as expressly admitted herein, the Town

- 1 - 11 denies all remaining allegations set forth in Paragraph 55.
12 56. In answering Paragraph 56, the Town denies each and every allegation contained

1 3 t h e r e i n .

§i3<o" 14 57. In answering Paragraph 57, the Town denies each and every allegation contained
1 5 t h e r e i n

g o

16 58. In answering Paragraph 58, the Town asserts that to the extent it possess any

17 responsive records regarding the True North agreement, such records are exempt from disclosure

18 based on the attorney-client communication and/or work product privilege(s). Otherwise, the

19 Town denies each and every remaining allegation in Paragraph 58.

20 59. In answering Paragraph 59, the Town re-alleges its responses to paragraphs 1

21 through 58 of the First Amended Petition.

22 60. In answering Paragraph 60, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

23 information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis denies all

24 allegations in Paragraph 60.

25 61. In answering Paragraph 61, the Town admits that the CPRA speaks for itself.

26 Otherwise, the Town denies all of the allegations of Paragraph 61.

27 62. In answering Paragraph 62, the Town admits the allegations set forth therein.

28 63. In answering Paragraph 63, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or
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1 74. In answering Paragraph 74, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

2 information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis denies all

3 allegations in Paragraph 74.

4 75. In answering Paragraph 75, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

5 information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis denies all

6 allegations in Paragraph 75.

7 76. In answering Paragraph 76, the Town re-alleges its responses to paragraphs 1

8 through 75 of the First Amended Petition.

9 77. In answering Paragraph 77, the Town admits it responded to Petitioner's PRA

0 request on May 11, 2015 as set forth in Exhibit C and that said document speaks for itself. The

1 Town further admits that it asserted the attorney-client and/or work product privileges.

2 Otherwise, the Town denies the remaining allegations of Paragraph 77.

3 78. In answering Paragraph 78, the allegation contained therein is a legal conclusion to

4 which no response is required. To the extent that an answer may be required, the Town denies all

5 allegations set forth in Paragraph 78.

6 79. In answering Paragraph 79, the allegation contained therein is a legal conclusion to

7 which no response is required. To the extent that an answer may be required, the Town denies all

8 allegations set forth in Paragraph 79.

80. In answering Paragraph 80, the Town denies each and every allegation contained

there in .

81. In answering Paragraph 81, the Town denies each and every allegation contained

there in .

82. In answering Paragraph 82, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis denies all

allegations in Paragraph 82.
83. In answering Paragraph 83, the Town denies each and every allegation set forth

the re in .

84. In answering Paragraph 84, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or
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information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis denies all

allegations in Paragraph 84.

85. In answering Paragraph 85, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis denies all

allegations in Paragraph 85.

86. In answering Paragraph 86, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis denies all

allegations in Paragraph 86.

87. In answering Paragraph 87, the Town re-alleges its responses to paragraphs 1

through 86 of the First Amended Petition.

88. In answering Paragraph 88, the Town admits the allegations set forth therein.

89. In answering Paragraph 89, the Town admits the allegations set forth therein.

90. In answering Paragraph 90, the Town denies each and every allegation set forth

the re in .

91. In answering Paragraph 91, the allegation contained therein is a legal conclusion to

which no response is required.

92. In answering Paragraph 92, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis, denies all

allegations in Paragraph 92.

93. In answering Paragraph 93, the Town denies each and every allegation set forth

the re in .

94. In answering Paragraph 94, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis, denies all

allegations in Paragraph 94.

95. In answering Paragraph 95, the Town re-alleges its responses to paragraphs 1

through 94 of the First Amended Petition.

96. In answering Paragraph 96, the Town admits all allegations contained therein.

97. In answering Paragraph 97, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or
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1 information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis, denies all

2 allegations in Paragraph 97.

3 98. In answering Paragraph 98, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

4 information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis, denies all

5 allegations in Paragraph 98.

6 99. In answering Paragraph 99, the Town re-alleges its responses to paragraphs I

7 through 98 of the First Amended Petition.

8 100. In answering Paragraph 100, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

9 information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis, denies all

10 allegations in Paragraph 100.

It- 11 101. In answering Paragraph 101, the Town denies each and every allegation contained

fcSwl 12 therein.
O - Z

COUjQoC
13 102. In answering Paragraph 102, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

|i3<o' 14 information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis, denies all

Sgz 15 allegations in Paragraph 102.s ^

16 103. In answering Paragraph 103, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

17 information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis, denies all

18 allegations in Paragraph 103.

19 104. In answering Paragraph 104, the Town re-alleges its responses to paragraphs 1

20 through 103.

21 105. In answering Paragraph 105, the Town admits Petitioner made a PRA request to

22 the Town as set forth in Exhibit A, previously identified, and that said document speaks for itself.

23 Except as expressly admitted herein, the Town denies all other allegations in Paragraph 105.

24 106. In answering Paragraph 106, the Town admits it responded to Petitioner's PRA

25 request on May 11, 2015 as set forth in Exhibit C and that said document speaks for itself.

26 107. In answering Paragraph 107, the Town admits the allegations contained therein.

27 108. In answering Paragraph 108, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

28 information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis, denies all
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1 allegations in Paragraph 108.

2 109. In answering Paragraph 109, the Town re-alleges its responses to paragraphs 1

3 through 108 of the First Amended Petition.

4 110. In answering Paragraph 110, the Town admits Petitioner made a PRA request to

5 the Town as set forth in Exhibit A, previously identified, and that said document speaks for itself.

6 Except as expressly admitted herein, the Town denies all other allegations in Paragraph 110.
7 111. In answering Paragraph 111, the Town admits it responded to Petitioner's PRA

8 request on May 11, 2015 as set forth in Exhibit C and that said document speaks for itself.
9 112. In answering Paragraph 112, the Town denies the allegation that it possesses a

10 separate contract for the 2014 phone survey.
o

S T -
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11 113. In answering Paragraph 113, the Town admits the allegations set forth therein.

O - Z
12 114. In answering Paragraph 114, the Town denies each and every allegation contained

C O U J

S | ^ £ 13 the re in .

S lU <o 14 115. In answering Paragraph 115, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or
£ŜSS *"5

g o
15 information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis, denies all

CM

16 allegations in Paragraph 115.

17 116. In answering Paragraph 116, the Town re-alleges its responses to paragraphs 1

18 through 115 of the First Amended Complaint.

19 117. In answering Paragraph 117, the Town admits that it disclaimed possession of

2 0 responsive hard copy records. Otherwise, the Town is without sufficient information to admit or
2 1 deny the remaining allegations of Paragraph 117 and on that basis denies them.
2 2 118. In answering Paragraph 118, the Town denies each and every allegation contained

2 3 the re in .

2 4 119. In answering Paragraph 119, the Town denies each and every allegation contained

2 5 the re in .

2 6 120. In answering Paragraph 120, the Town admits the allegations contained therein.

2 7 121. In answering Paragraph 121, the Town does not have sufficient knowledge or

2 8 information to form a belief as to the allegations set forth therein, and on that basis, denies all
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4. Such other relief as the Court deems just and proper.

Dated: August 31, 2015 BEST BEST & KRIEGER LLP

R i e m R D T. E G C E R j ^
XAUREN M. STRfcKROTH
J E S S I C A K . L O M A K I N
Attorneys for Defendant and Respondent
TOWN OF APPLE VALLEY
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I am a citizen of the United States and employed in San Bernardino County, California. I

am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within-entitled action. My business

address is 2855 E. Guasti Road, Suite 400, Ontario, Califomia 91761. I am readily familiar with

this firm's practice for collection and processing of correspondence for meiiling with the United

States Postal Service. On August 31, 2015,1 placed with this firm at the above address for

deposit with the United States Postal Service a true and correct copy of the within document(s):
TOWN OF APPLE VALLEY'S ANSWER TO FIRST
A M E N D E D P E T I T I O N F O R W R I T O F M A N D AT E

in a sealed envelope, postage fully paid, addressed as follows:

Chad D. Morgan, Esq.
1101 Califomia Avenue
Sui te 100

Corona, CA 92881

Counsel for Plaintil

Leanne Lee

Following ordinary business practices, the envelope was sealed and placed for collection
and mailing on this date, and would, in the ordinary course of business, be deposited with the
United States Postal Service on this date.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Califomia that the above

is true and correct.

Executed on August 31, 2015, at Ontario, Califomia.

L i n d a

28314.00258\17340250.1


