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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE 

Coordination Proceeding Special Title 
(Cal. Rules Of Court, rule 3.550) 

MOJAVE BASIN WATER CASES 

JCCP5265  
CIV208568 (Lead Case Number) 

Dept. 1, Riverside Superior Court 
Hon. Harold W. Hopp, Judge Presiding 

THE MOJAVE WATER AGENCY, AS THE 
MOJAVE BASIN AREA WATERMASTER, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

All persons who are not presently parties to the 
comprehensive groundwater adjudication in 
City of Barstow, et al., v. City of Adelanto, et 
al., Riverside Superior Court Case No. 
CIV208568, and are either producing more than 
10 acre-feet of Basin groundwater annually, or 
using Basin groundwater for unlawful purposes, 
and Does 1 through 2,000, 

Defendants. 

Coordinated with: 
Case No. CIVSB2218461 

DEFENDANT AND CROSS-
COMPLAINANT SHADOW 
MOUNTAIN RANCH, LLC’S 
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO 
MOJAVE WATER AGENCY’S 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS, SET 
ONE (1) 

Hon. Craig G. Riemer, Retired Judge of the 
Riverside Superior Court, sitting by 
Assignment of the Chief Justice 

SHADOW MOUNTAIN RANCH, LLC,  

Cross-Complainant, 

v. 

MOJAVE WATER AGENCY, The Fasoja 
Living Trust, Buddhist-Town LLC, S.E. 
Combined Services of California, Inc., Shunxing 
Weng, and Roes 1 through 10,  

Cross-Defendants.  
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PROPOUNDING PARTY(IES): THE MOJAVE WATER AGENCY 
Plaintiff and Cross-Defendant 

RESPONDING PARTY(IES): SHADOW MOUNTAIN RANCH, LLC 
Defendant and Cross-Complainant 

SET NO.: One 

Pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 2033.210, et seq., Defendant and Cross-

Complainant SHADOW MOUNTAIN RANCH, LLC (“SMR” or “Responding Party”) hereby 

responds to the Requests for Admissions, Set One, propounded by Plaintiff and Cross-Defendant 

THE MOJAVE WATER AGENCY (“MWA” or “Propounding Party”) as follows: 

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

Discovery and investigation in this matter is ongoing.  It is anticipated that further 

discovery, investigation, legal research, and analysis may supply additional facts, add meaning to 

known facts, and provide the basis for new factual conclusions and legal contentions, all of which 

may lead to substantial additions to, changes in, and variations from the contentions set forth 

below.  

The following responses are made by Responding Party in a good faith effort to supply all 

relevant, non-privileged, and responsive information that is available to the Responding Party at 

this time. However, Responding Party has not completed its investigation, discovery, research, 

analysis, or trial preparations. Should additional information or documents that are responsive to 

these requests come to the attention of Responding Party in the future, the Responding Party 

reserves the right to use such information and/or documents during the course of this litigation, 

and/or to change any and all responses provided below. 

The following responses are given without prejudice to Responding Party’s right to 

produce or rely on any evidence subsequently discovered.  

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

1. Responding Party objects to these Requests for Admission on the grounds that it 

seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege.  

2. Responding Party objects to these Requests for Admission on the grounds that it 

seeks information protected by the attorney work-product doctrine. 

3. Responding Party objects to these Requests for Admission on the grounds that it is 

vague, ambiguous, and overbroad.  

4. Responding Party objects to these Requests for Admission on the grounds that it 

seeks information that is irrelevant (unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence) and 

beyond the issues raised in this litigation.  

5. Responding Party objects to these Requests for Admission to the extent they are 

unnecessarily duplicative. 

6. Responding Party objects to the use of the terms “Harper Lake Basin” and “Harper 

Valley Basin,” which are not defined.  For purposes of responding to these Requests, SMR 

defines “Harper Lake Basin” and “Harper Valley Basin” to both mean the groundwater basin 

covering the SMR Property with Basin ID 6-47, as designated by DWR’s Bulletin 118. The 

Harper Lake Basin contains the Harper Dry Lake playa area. 

7. Responding Party objects to the use of the term “MOJAVE BASIN,” which is not 

defined. For purposes of responding to these Requests, SMR defines “MOJAVE BASIN” to 

mean the Mojave River Groundwater Basin as defined in the City of Barstow, et al. v. City of 

Adelanto, et al. (Riverside County Superior Court Case No. CIV208568) judgment and physical 

solution. 

8. Responding Party objects to the use of the terms “SMR’s property” and “the 

property owned by [SMR],” which are not defined.  For purposes of responding to these 

Requests, SMR defines “SMR Property” and “the property owned by [SMR]” to mean and 

include the definition of “PROPERTY” as set forth in SMR’s response to Special Interrogatory 

No. 1. 

/// 
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Subject to, and without waiving the foregoing General Objections, Responding Party 

responds to the Requests for Admissions as follows: 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1: 

 The only known source of recharge to the Harper Lake Basin is the Mojave River. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “known,” “source,” “recharge,” and “Harper Lake Basin” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects to this Request on the same grounds in that “Harper 

Lake Basin” is not defined. Responding Party defines “Harper Lake Basin” as set forth in the 

General Objections, above.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the request, including the term “known,” Responding Party responds: Deny.  

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: 

 Sources of groundwater recharge to the Harper Lake Basin other than the Mojave River 

have not been confirmed. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “sources,” “groundwater recharge,” “Harper Lake Basin,” and “confirmed” are not 

defined.  

Responding Party further objects to this Request on the same grounds in that “Harper 

Lake Basin” is not defined. Responding Party defines “Harper Lake Basin” as set forth in the 

General Objections, above.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the term “confirmed,” Responding Party responds: Deny.  

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3: 

 The 7,000-year-old age of the water sample collected from the SHALLOW AQUIFER beneath 

the property owned by Shadow Mountain Ranch, LLC (“SMR”) reflects only the very long time period 
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required for groundwater to travel from the Mojave River to Harper Lake Basin. For these requests, the 

SHALLOW AQUIFER refers to the SHALLOW AQUIFER referenced in SMR’s First Amended 

Cross-Complaint and other pleadings filed in this action. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “very long time period,” “travel,” “property owned by [SMR],” and “Harper Lake 

Basin” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects to this Request on the same grounds in that “Harper 

Lake Basin” is not defined. Responding Party defines “Harper Lake Basin” as set forth in the 

General Objections, above.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, Responding Party responds: Deny. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: 

 The Harper Valley Basin is not hydrologically “disconnected” from the Mojave River 

watershed. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “Harper Valley Basin,” “hydrologically ‘disconnected,’” and “Mojave River 

watershed” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects to this Request on the same grounds in that “Harper 

Valley Basin” is not defined. Responding Party defines “Harper Valley Basin” to mean “Harper 

Lake Basin,” which is defined as set forth in the General Objections, above.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, Responding Party responds: because 

the terms “Harper Valley Basin,” “hydrologically disconnected,” and “Mojave River watershed” 

are not defined, the Request is too vague and overly broad to be answered, and on that basis is 

denied. 

/// 

/// 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5: 

 The dating of water in the SHALLOW AQUIFER and DEEP AQUIFER beneath SMR’s 

property likely reflects the very long time period required for groundwater to travel from the 

Mojave River to the Harper Lake Basin. For these requests, the DEEP AQUIFER refers to the 

DEEP AQUIFER referenced in SMR’s First Amended Cross-Complaint and other pleadings 

filed in this action. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “dating of water,” “very long time period,” “travel,” “likely,” and “Harper Lake 

Basin” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects to this Request on the same grounds in that “Harper 

Lake Basin” is not defined. Responding Party defines “Harper Lake Basin” as set forth in the 

General Objections, above.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “Harper Valley Basin,” “likely,” and “very 

long period of time,” Responding Party responds: Deny. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6: 

 From the available data, the size and lateral extent of the DEEP AQUIFER remains 

unknown. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “available data,” “size,” “unknown,” and “lateral extent” are not defined. 

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “available data,” “size and lateral extent,” and 

“unknown,” Responding Party responds: Deny.  

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: 

 From the available data, the potential amount of groundwater in storage in the DEEP 

AQUIFER remains unknown. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “available data,” “potential amount,” “storage,” and “unknown” are not defined.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “available data,” “potential amount,” and 

“unknown,” Responding Party responds: Deny.  

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: 

 From the available data, the DEEP AQUIFER’s “connectivity” with other aquifers 

remains unknown. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: 

 Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “available data,” “connectivity,” “other aquifers” and “unknown” are not defined.  

 Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “available data,” “connectivity,” “other 

aquifers,” and “unknown,” Responding Party responds: Deny. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9: 

 The limited testing of the SHALLOW AQUIFER was insufficient to determine the extent 

to which the SHALLOW AQUIFER beneath the SMR property is hydrologically connected to 

the aquifer underlying the Harper Lake area. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9: 

 Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, as 

the terms “limited testing,” “hydrologically connected,” “insufficient,” “the aquifer,” and “Harper 

Lake area” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects to this Request on the same grounds in that “Harper 

Lake Basin” is not defined. Responding Party defines “Harper Lake Basin” as set forth in the 

General Objections, above.  

 Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, Responding Party responds: because 

the terms “limited testing,” “hydrologically connected,” “insufficient,” “the aquifer,” and 
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“Harper Lake area” are not defined, the Request is too vague and overly broad to be answered, 

and on that basis is denied.   

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10: 

 The SHALLOW AQUIFER beneath SMR’s property is a part of the same aquifer 

underlying the Harper Lake Basin. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “part of,” “the same aquifer,” and “Harper Lake Basin” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects to this Request on the same grounds in that “Harper 

Lake Basin” is not defined. Responding Party defines “Harper Lake Basin” as set forth in the 

General Objections, above.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, Responding Party responds: because 

the terms “part of,” “the same aquifer,” and “Harper Lake Basin,” are not defined, the Request is 

too vague and overly broad to be answered, and on that basis is denied.  

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11: 

 The limited testing of the DEEP AQUIFER was insufficient to determine the extent to 

which the DEEP AQUIFER beneath the SMR property is hydrologically connected to the aquifer 

underlying the Harper Lake area. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “limited testing,” “Harper Lake area,” “insufficient,” “extent,” “the aquifer,” and 

“hydrologically connected” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects to this Request on the same grounds in that “Harper 

Lake area” is not defined. Responding Party defines “Harper Lake area” as set forth in the 

General Objections, above.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, Responding Party responds: because 

the terms “limited testing,” “hydrologically connected,” “insufficient,” “extent,” “the aquifer,” 
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and “Harper Lake area” are not defined, the Request is too vague and overly broad to be 

answered, and on that basis is denied. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12: 

 The limited testing of the SHALLOW AQUIFER and the DEEP AQUIFER was 

insufficient to determine the extent to which the SHALLOW AQUIFER is hydrologically 

connected to the DEEP AQUIFER. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “insufficient,” “limited testing,” “extent,” “determine,” and “hydrologically 

connected” are not defined.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “limited testing,” “hydrologically connected,” 

“extent,” “determine,” and “insufficient,”  Responding Party responds: Deny. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13: 

 The basalt layer separating the SHALLOW AQUIFER and the DEEP AQUIFER is 

fractured and appears to be layered lava flows that may be more clayey. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, as 

the terms “the basalt layer,” “fractured,” “layered lava flows,” and “more clayey” are not defined.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, Responding Party responds that it 

does not understand the Request as written, and on that basis, denies this Request. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 14: 

 The differences in chemical composition of the water in the DEEP AQUIFER and the 

SHALLOW AQUIFER do not conclusively establish the absence of a hydrologic connection 

between the two aquifers. 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 14: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “conclusively establish,” “differences,” “chemical composition,” and “hydrologic 

connection” are not defined.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, the terms “conclusively establish,” “differences,” “chemical 

composition,” and “hydrologic connection,” Responding Party responds: Deny.  

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15: 

 SMR’s consultant, Tony Morgan has not yet prepared a hydrogeologic cross-section of 

SMR’s property. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the term “hydrogeologic cross-section” is not defined.  

Responding Party further objects to this Request on the grounds that SMR’s consultant is 

DBS&A, and not Tony Morgan in his individual capacity.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, Responding Party responds: Admit 

only to the extent that a full “hydrogeologic cross-section” analysis has not yet been completed. 

However, Tony Morgan and DBS&A have performed work preparing for and relating to 

hydrogeologic cross-sections, including, but not limited to, assessing potential thickness of the 

SHALLOW AQUIFER, assessing the depth of the basalt layer(s), preparing a conceptual 

hydrostratigraphic column, drilling of multiple wells, and sampling to gather data. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16: 

 Only one short-duration pump test has been performed by SMR or anyone on its behalf of 

the DEEP AQUIFER beneath SMR’s property. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the term “short-duration pump test” is not defined.  
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Responding Party further objects that the term “the pump test” does not provide clarity as 

to which pump test is being referred to. 

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the term “the short-duration pump test,” Responding 

Party responds: Deny. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17: 

 The duration of the pump test of the DEEP AQUIFER was not sufficient to establish with 

certainty whether a hydrologic connection exists between the DEEP AQUIFER and the 

SHALLOW AQUIFER. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “certainty,” “sufficient,” “establish,” and “hydrologic connection” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects that the term “the pump test” does not provide clarity as 

to which pump test is being referred to. 

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “certainty,” “sufficient,” “establish,” and 

“hydrologic connection,” Responding Party responds: Deny.  

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: 

The duration of the pump test of the DEEP AQUIFER was not sufficient to establish with 

certainty whether a hydrologic connection exists between the DEEP AQUIFER and groundwater 

underlying other properties located in the Harper Lake Basin. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “hydrologic connection,” “sufficient,” “the pump test of the DEEP AQUIFER,” 

“establish,” and “other properties” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects to this Request on the same grounds in that “Harper 

Lake Basin” is not defined. Responding Party defines “Harper Lake Basin” as set forth in the 

General Objections, above.  
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Responding Party further objects that the term “the pump test of the DEEP AQUIFER” 

does not provide clarity as to which pump test is being referred to. 

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “hydrologic connection,” “sufficient,” “the 

pump test of the DEEP AQUIFER,” “establish,” and “other properties,” Responding Party 

responds: Deny. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19: 

 The duration of the pump test of the DEEP AQUIFER performed by SMR or its consultants 

was not sufficient to establish with certainty whether a hydrologic connection exists between the 

DEEP AQUIFER and the SHALLOW AQUIFER. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19: 

Responding Party objects that this request is duplicative of Request for Admission Nos. 

17 and 18.  

Responding Party incorporates in full its objections to Request for Admission Nos. 17 and 

18.  

Without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s understanding of 

the Request, Responding Party responds: Deny. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20: 

 The layer of basalt separating the SHALLOW AQUIFER and the DEEP AQUIFER is 

fractured at various locations. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “fractured” and “various locations” are not defined.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, Responding Party responds: Admit only that there is evidence, at 

the locations on the SMR Property where data has been collected, of some fracturing in the basalt 

layer(s), but the fracturing provides little to no connectivity between the two aquifers. 



 

 - 13 -  

DEFENDANT AND CROSS-COMPLAINANT SHADOW MOUNTAIN RANCH, LLC’S  
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO MOJAVE WATER AGENCY’S  

REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS, SET ONE (1) 
 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

B
E

S
T

 B
E

S
T

 &
 K

R
IE

G
E

R
 L

L
P

 
A

T
T

O
R

N
E

Y
S

 A
T

 L
A

W
 

3
00

 S
O

U
T

H
 G

R
A

N
D

 A
V

E
N

U
E
, 2

5T
H

 F
L

O
O

R
 

L
O

S
 A

N
G

E
L

E
S
, C

A
L

IF
O

R
N

IA
  9

0
0

7
1

 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 21: 

 The DEEP AQUIFER beneath SMR’s property has interacted with the basalt layer and minerals 

from other sources for thousands of years longer than has the SHALLOW AQUIFER. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 21: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the ground that it is vague and ambiguous, as 

the terms “basalt layer,” “interacted,” “minerals,” and “other sources” are not defined.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “basalt layer,” “interacted,” “minerals,” and 

“other sources,” Responding Party responds: Admit only that water in the DEEP AQUIFER 

appears to be significantly older than the water in the SHALLOW AQUIFER. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22 

 The date or age when the DEEP AQUIFER originally began to be formed is unknown. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “originally began” and “formed” are not defined.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, Responding Party responds: Admit only to the extent that the 

original formation date or age of the DEEP AQUIFER is unknown; however, available data 

indicates that water within the DEEP AQUIFER is at least 20,000 years old. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 23 

 The radio carbon age of the DEEP AQUIFER does not necessarily indicate the age of the 

water that was present when the DEEP AQUIFER originally began to be formed. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 23: 

Responding Party incorporates in full its objections to Request for Admission No. 22.  

Without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s understanding of 

the Request, Responding Party responds:  Deny.  

/// 

/// 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24 

 Data from the short-duration test performed by SMR’s consultants of the DEEP AQUIFER 

indicate a flattening of the drawdown curve after 30 minutes of pumping. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the term “the short-duration test” is not defined.  

Responding Party further objects that the term “the short-duration test” does not provide 

clarity as to which pump test is being referred to.  Responding Party interprets this reference to 

mean the pump test performed on the DEEP AQUIFER monitoring well on or about September 7, 

2022. 

Without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s understanding of 

the Request, including the term “the short-duration test,” Responding Party responds: Admit only 

as to the occurrence of a “flattening” as shown in the relevant documentation; however, the 

significance, if any, of the “flattening” is unknown.  

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 25 

 Data from the short-duration test of the DEEP AQUIFER indicated a drop in water level 

during the last few minutes of the test. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 25: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “the short-duration test” and “last few minutes of the test” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects that the term “the short-duration test” does not provide 

clarity as to which pump test is being referred to.  Responding Party interprets this reference to 

mean the pump test performed on the DEEP AQUIFER monitoring well on or about September 7, 

2022. 

Without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s understanding of 

the Request, including the term “the short-duration test,” Responding Party responds: Admit only 

as to the occurrence of a drop in water level as shown in the relevant documentation; however, 

the significance, if any, of a 0.5 ft drop in the water level in a single measurement is unknown.  
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 26 

 To provide reliable information regarding connectivity with other aquifers, the test of the 

DEEP AQUIFER performed by your consultants/contractors should have been conducted for a 

longer period of time. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 26: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “reliable information” and “connectivity with other aquifers” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects to the Request because it is argumentative and does not 

seek a factual response. The phrase “should have” is subjective and relative, and does not seek a 

factual admission. 

Responding Party further objects that the term “the test of the DEEP AQUIFER” does not 

provide clarity as to which pump test is being referred to.  Responding Party interprets this 

reference to mean the pump test performed on the DEEP AQUIFER monitoring well on or about 

September 7, 2022. 

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms the terms “reliable information” and 

“connectivity with other aquifers,” Responding Party responds: Deny. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 27 

 Basalt provides the confinement between the SHALLOW AQUIFER and the DEEP 

AQUIFER. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 27: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “basalt” and “confinement” are not defined.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “basalt” and “confinement,” Responding Party 

responds: Admit only in part, but not the basalt alone. The basalt and clay interbeds both provide 

the confinement between the SHALLOW AQUIFER and the DEEP AQUIFER. 

/// 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 28 

 The basalt layer separating the SHALLOW AQUIFER and the DEEP AQUIFER is at 

varying depths. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 28: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “basalt layer,” “separating,” and “various depths” are not defined.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “basalt layer,” “separating,” and “various 

depths,” Responding Party responds: Admit only that the depths of the basalt layer(s) appear to 

vary, but the evidence shows that the basalt layer(s) are a hydrologic barrier between the aquifers. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 29 

 The geophysical log for the 900-foot test well shows the basalt layer separating the 

SHALLOW AQUIFER and the DEEP AQUIFER is fractured. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 29: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “the basalt layer,” “fractured,” “geophysical log,” and “the 900-foot test well” are not 

defined.    

For purposes of these responses and objections, SMR defines “the 900-foot test well” as 

the monitoring well referenced, for example, in Request for Admission No. 24. 

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “the basalt layer,” “fractured,” “geophysical 

log,” and “the 900-foot test well,” Responding Party responds: Admit only that the log shows the 

basalt layer(s) separating the SHALLOW AQUIFER and the DEEP AQUIFER at the two 

locations examined may contain some fracturing, but the evidence shows that the basalt layer(s) 

are a hydrologic barrier between the aquifers. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30 

 The geophysical log for the 900-foot test well shows the basalt layer separating the 
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SHALLOW AQUIFER and the DEEP AQUIFER consists of layered lava flows with more clayey 

zones between layers. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “layered lava flows,” “clayey zones,” “geophysical log,” and “the 900-foot test well” 

are not defined.  

For purposes of these responses and objections, SMR defines “the 900-foot test well” as 

the monitoring well referenced, for example, in Request for Admission No. 24. 

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms the terms “layered lava flows,” “clayey zones,” 

“geophysical log,” and “the 900-foot test well,” Responding Party responds: Admit only that the 

data shows either layered basalt flows or fractured intervals within the basalt. The data suggests 

that some of the intervals between the flows or the fractured intervals may have a higher clay 

content.  However, the evidence in total demonstrates that there is little to no connectivity 

between the aquifers.  

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 31 

 The testing performed to date of the DEEP AQUIFER does not establish the volume of 

water in the DEEP AQUIFER. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 31: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “testing” and “establish” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects that this request is duplicative of Request for Admission 

No. 7.  

Responding Party incorporates in full its objections to Request for Admission No. 7.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “testing” and “establish,” Responding Party 

responds: Deny.  

/// 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 32 

 The testing performed to date does not establish the geographical boundaries of the DEEP 

AQUIFER. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 32: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “testing,” “establish,” and “geographical boundaries” are not defined. 

Responding Party further objects that this request is duplicative of Request for Admission 

No. 6.  

Responding Party incorporates in full its objections to Request for Admission No. 6.  

 Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “testing,” “establish,” and “geographical 

boundaries,” Responding Party responds: Deny. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 33: 

 The testing performed to date does not establish the DEEP AQUIFER’s source(s) of 

recharge, if there is any. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 33: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “testing,” “establish,” and “sources of recharge” are not defined.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “testing,” “establish,” and “sources of 

recharge,” Responding Party responds: Deny. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 34: 

 Production of groundwater for use on the SMR property has been extracted exclusively 

from the SHALLOW AQUIFER. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 34: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “production,” “use,” and “extracted” are not defined.  

/// 
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Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “production,” “use,” and “extracted,” 

Responding Party responds: Admit only that SMR’s use of groundwater on the SMR Property has 

to date only been from the SHALLOW AQUIFER. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35: 

 In the event hydrologic connectivity exists between the SHALLOW AQUIFER and the 

DEEP AQUIFER, pumping from the DEEP AQUIFER could result in depletion of groundwater 

in the SHALLOW AQUIFER. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the term “depletion” is not defined.  

Responding Party further objects that the request lacks foundation and assumes facts not 

in evidence. 

Responding Party objects to this Request as a hypothetical to which no response is 

required. Responding Party further responds that testing performed and data available indicate 

that there is little to no hydrologic connection between the SHALLOW AQUIFER and the DEEP 

AQUIFER. 

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 36: 

 No source of recharge of the DEEP AQUIFER from the northeast has been identified. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 36: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “source of recharge” and “identified” are not defined.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “source of recharge” and “identified,” 

Responding Party responds: Deny. 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 37: 

 Differences in the chemical composition of the water in the SHALLOW AQUIFER 

compared to the chemical composition of the water in the DEEP AQUIFER do not establish a 

lack of hydrologic connectivity between the SHALLOW AQUIFER and the DEEP AQUIFER. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 37: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “establish” and “lack of hydrologic connectivity” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects to this Request as duplicative of Request for Admission 

Nos. 12, 14, and 38.  

Responding Party incorporates in full its objections to Request for Admission No. 14.  

  Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including as to the terms “establish” and “lack of hydrologic 

connectivity,” Responding Party responds: Deny.  

REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 38: 

 Differences in the age of the water in the SHALLOW AQUIFER compared to the age of 

the water in the DEEP AQUIFER do not establish a lack of hydrologic connectivity between the 

SHALLOW AQUIFER and the DEEP AQUIFER. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 38: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “establish” and “hydrologic connectivity” are not defined.  

Responding Party further objects that this request is duplicative of Request for Admission 

No. 5.  

Responding Party incorporates in full its objections to Request for Admission No. 5.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “establish” and “hydrologic connectivity,” 

Responding Party responds: Deny. 

/// 

/// 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 39: 

Groundwater extractions from the SMR property have led to a regional drawdown of 

groundwater levels in areas of the Harper Lake Basin that are located outside the boundaries of 

the SMR Property. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 39: 

Responding Party objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague and ambiguous, 

as the terms “regional drawdown,” “groundwater levels,” and “Groundwater extractions” are not 

defined.  

Responding Party further objects to this Request on the same grounds that “Harper Lake 

Basin” is not defined. Responding Party defines “Harper Lake Basin” as set forth in the General 

Objections, above.  

Subject to and without waiving the stated objections, and based on Responding Party’s 

understanding of the Request, including the terms “regional drawdown,” “groundwater levels,” 

and “Groundwater extractions,” Responding Party responds: Deny.  

 
Dated: August 21, 2026 
 

BEST BEST & KRIEGER LLP 

By: 
ERIC L. GARNER 
CHRISTOPHER M. PISANO 
ALISON K. TOIVOLA 
 
Attorneys for Defendant and Cross-
Complainant 
SHADOW MOUNTAIN RANCH, LLC 
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VERIFICATION 

  

I have read the foregoing SHADOW MOUNTAIN RANCH, LLC’S OBJECTIONS 
AND RESPONSES  TO MOJAVE WATER AGENCY’S REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS, 
SET ONE (1) and know its contents.  

I am the Manager of the Principal Investor of Defendant Shadow Mountain Ranch, LLC, a 
party to this action, and am authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and I make 
this verification for that reason.  I have read the foregoing document(s).  I am informed and 
believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in it are true. 

Executed at Lake Forest, Illinois on August __, 2026. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Illinois that the foregoing 
is true and correct. 

Timothy Walsh 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

I, Vanessa Guillen-Becerra, declare: 

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, California  91761.  On August 21, 2026, I 

served a copy of the within document(s): 

DEFENDANT AND CROSS-COMPLAINANT SHADOW MOUNTAIN 

RANCH, LLC’S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO MOJAVE WATER 

AGENCY’S REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION, SET ONE (1) 

 by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed envelope with postage thereon 
fully prepaid, the United States mail at Ontario, California addressed as set forth 
below. 

 by transmitting via e-mail or electronic transmission the document(s) listed above 
to the person(s) at the e-mail address(es) set forth below. 

Please see attached Service List. 

I am readily familiar with the firm’s practice of collection and processing correspondence 

for mailing.  Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal Service on that same 

day with postage thereon fully prepaid in the ordinary course of business.  I am aware that on 

motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage 

meter date is more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit. 

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

is true and correct. 

Executed on August 21, 2026, at Fontana, California. 

 

Vanessa Guillen-Becerra 
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Service List  
In re The Mojave Water Agency, as the Mojave Basin Area Watermaster v. All Persons Who are not 

parties to the comprehensive groundwater adjudication in the City of Barstow, et al. v. City of Adelanto, et 
al., Riverside Superior Court Case No. CIV208568, and are either producing more than 10 acre-feet of 

Basin groundwater annually, or using Basin groundwater for unlawful purposes, and Does 1 through 2,000 

Riverside Superior Court Case No.: CIVSB 2218461 (transferred)  
Mojave Basin Water Cases JCCP5265 

Via E-MAIL 

William J. Brunick 
Leland P. McElhaney 
BRUNICK, MCELHANEY & KENNEDY PLC 
1839 Commercenter West 
P.O. Box 13130 
San Bernardino, CA 92423-3130 
Tel. No.: (909) 889-8301 
Fax No.: (909) 388-1889 
Email: bbrunick@bmklawplc.com 
 lmcelhaney@bmklawplc.com   
 jquihuis@bmklawplc.com   
 
Attorneys for THE MOJAVE WATER AGENCY 
AS THE MOJAVE BASIN AREA 
WATERMASTER 
 

Rob Bonta 
Eric M. Katz 
Noah Golden-Krasner 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF 
JUSTICE 
Office Of Attorney General 
300 South Spring, Suite 1702 
Los Angeles, CA 90013-1230 
Tel No.: (213) 269-6343 
Fax No.: (916) 731-2128 
Email:  eric.katz@doj.ca.gov 
 noah.goldenkrasner@doj.ca.gov  
 
Attorneys for CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF 
FISH AND WILDLIFE  

Peter Kiel 
LAW OFFICE OF PETER KIEL 
PO Box 422 
Petaluma, CA 94953-0422 
Tel No.: (707) 387-0060   
Email:  pkiel@cawaterlaw.com  
 admin@cawaterlaw.com  
  
Attorneys for CITY OF VICTORVILLE 

Timothy Mahar Jr. 
TINNELLY LAW GROUP 
27101 Puerta Real Suite 250 
Mission Viejo, CA 92691 
Tel No.: (949) 588-0866 
Email: tmahar@tinnellylaw.com  
 
Attorneys for Petitioner SPRING VALLEY LAKE 
ASSOCIATES 
 

Cameron H. Totten 
Paul P. Cheng 
Gene S. Lizaso 
PPRC LAW, APC 
790 E. Colorado Blvd., Suite 260 
Pasadena, California  91101 
Tel No.: (626) 356-8880 
Fax No.: (888) 231-8196 
Email: litigation@pprclaw.com  
 
Attorneys for Defendant, WEILONG HUANG 
 

Adrian Ochoa 
Tracie E. Stender  
SNELL & WILMER, LLP 
3611 Valley Centre Drive, Suite 500 
San Diego, CA 92130 
Tel. No.: (858) 434-5020 
Fax No.: (858) 434-5006 
Email: tstender@swlaw.com  
 
Attorney for Defendant S.E. COMBINED 
SERVICES OF CALIFORNIA, INC. (erroneously 
sued as SE Combined Services, Inc.) 
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Geoffrey H. Yost  
O’MELVENY & MYERS LLP 
Two Embarcadero Center 
28ᵗʰ Floor 
San Francisco, California 94111-3823 
Tel No.: (415) 984-8700 
Fax No.: (415) 984-8701 
Email: gyost@omm.com  
 
Attorneys for Defendant BUDDHIST-TOWN, LLC 
 

Russell McGlothlin  
O’MELVENY & MYERS LLP 
1999 Avenue of the Stars 
8ᵗʰ Floor 
Los Angeles, California 90067-6035 
Tel No. (310) 553-6700 
Fax No. (310) 246-6779 
Email: rmcglothlin@omm.com   
 
Attorneys for Defendant BUDDHIST-TOWN, LLC 

James L. Markman  
Kyle H. Brochard  
Jacob C. Metz  
RICHARDS, WATSON & GERSHON 
A Professional Corporation 
350 South Grand Avenue, 37th Floor 
Los Angeles, California 90071 
Tel: (213) 626-8484 
Fax: (213) 626-0078 
Email:  jmarkman@rwglaw.com 
 kbrochard@rwglaw.com 
 jmetz@rwglaw.com  
 
Attorneys for Defendant, THE FASOJA LIVING 
TRUST 
 

Diana J. Carloni 
Attorney at Law 
21001 N. Tatum Blvd., Suite 1630-455 
Phoenix, AZ 85050 
Tel No. (760) 946-9910 
Email:  diana@carlonilaw.com    
 
Attorneys for NEWBERRY SPRINGS REC. 
LAKES ASSN. 

Jeffrey Ruesch 
WATERMASTER SERVICES MANAGER 
Mojave Water Agency 
13846 Conference Center Drive 
Apple Valley, CA 92307 
E-Mail: watermaster@mojavewater.org  

 

Via US MAIL 

Jae Hwan Lee 
1520 James M. Wood Blvd 
Los Angeles, California  90015 
 
IN PRO PER 

Jasper Young Kim 
2665 Amber Wood Place 
Thousand Oaks, California 91362 
 
IN PRO PER 

Kyung P. Kim 
15565 Meridan Rd. 
Lucerne Valley, CA 92336 
 
IN PRO PER 

Shunxing Weng 
135 W. Newmark., Apt. A 
Monterey Park, California 91754 
 
IN PRO PER 

Shunxing Weng 
1420 Sunkist Ave 
La Puente, CA 91746 
 
IN PRO PER 
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