
Weber Valley Heights Water Association here after “WVHWA” acting as a 
California non-profit association claimed ownership to a well on real property 
that it did not and does not own, rent, lease or maintain any legally recorded 
right of use to. 

 

 

The property address is AKA 

44100 Ginger Circle 

Hemet CA 92544 

APN# 571-040-002   NOTE this APN# 

Book 53/ page 40 par 2 

The Reed’s real property. 
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COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE  
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH ' 
Steve Van Stockum, Director 
July 17,2013 
 
RE: Weber Valley Heights Association 
 
Dear Mr. Reed 
In response to your inquiry, dated June 13, 2013, the Weber Valley Heights Association 
(WVHA) is the named operator (What grants WVHWA any right to control any property?) of  
the Weber Valley Heights water system (How did the system become Weber Valley Heights water 
system?) (hereinafter "Water System"), and is regulated under a permit to operate issued by the  
Department of Environmental 
Health ("DEH"). The Water System is permitted (illegally) as State Small Water System, which is a 
community water system that serves less than 15 service connections, and is regulated under 
California Code of Regulations Title 22. DEH records list the well on your property, located at 
44100 Ginger Circle, as part of the Water System, and that it has been regulated as such since 
.1990. 
As you have been informed before, DEH's sole responsibility in this matter is to regulate the 
water quality of the well and the overall operation of the water system as it related to the 
provision of water to WVHA. DEH is not responsible for determining the existence or nonexistence 
of easements related to the wells. To the extent that you have any concerns regarding 
the Water System's claim that it has an easement related to the use of the well on your property, 
we would advise you to raise those concerns with the Water System and/or WVHA or to seek 
out your own legal representation. However, if you have -any- questions about the 'water quality 
and or surface features of the water system please feel free to contact our department as we 
would gladly discuss those issues. 
Regards, 
 
According to Regulation Title 22   
Article 3. State Small Water Systems  
§64211. Permit Requirement. 
(c) A change in ownership of a state small water system shall require the submission of a new application. 
 
Jeff Johnson 
Program Chief II 
Office Locations • Blythe • Corona • Hemet • Indio • Murrieta • Palm Springs • Riverside • 
Phone: (888)722-4234 
www.rivcoeh.org 

This letter  
is from,  

http://www.rivcoeh.org/


 
RE: Weber Valley Heights Association letter from the County. 
 
What grants WVHWA any right’s as an operator to control property it does not own or have a 
legally binding and documented rights to control? 
 
 How did the system become Weber Valley Heights water system?) (hereinafter "Water System"), WHO 
OWNS the system) as a State Small Water System?  
 
“DEH records list the well on your property, located at 
44100 Ginger Circle, as part of the Water System, and that it has been regulated as such since 1990.” 
 
The above statement is wrong, they did not even know the permit was for Franko’s property until I 
informed them. I have the email to back my statement. 
If it is regulated how come the well and the electric are not permitted? Who dropped the ball? 
 
What Grants WVHA any right to have a provision of water transported across my property from a 
well that WVHA does not own rights to use? 
 
According to Regulation Title 22   
Article 3. State Small Water Systems  
§64211. Permit Requirement. 
(c) A change in ownership of a state small water system shall require the submission of a new application. 
 

I have asked the County to please provide me any proof that WVHWA has recorded 
ownership rights. I asked for proof WVHWA owns the pipelines and or property that 
is appurtenant to land that is not owned by WVHWA as an Association.   
 
They can’t provide me any proof of ownership naming WVHWA as an owner because 
WVHWA does not own the system. 
 



7/23/2013 4 

Read the APN # on this permit.  It’s not the Reed’s APN# 571-040-002. 



From Babcock water testing, 
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On July 2, 2013 a project manager at Babcock made a statement that one of 
WVHWA  water test are from Franko’s well.  
And Franko’s well is currently one of two well locations being tested for WVHWA.  

L.O. Lynch Well Drilling & Supply   

Used permit #16245  to drill on APN# 571-040-002 and  as per  invoice #92-284   
Lynch Well installed the New Well pump, pipe and electrical line as was written and  
invoiced. 

• June 12, 1992 

The strange fact is that no well is on Franko’s property. In Feb. 1990 a permit was issued for his address. 
The well Driller’s Report shows permit #16245 as being the correct location and Weber Valley is listed as the 
owner.  The problem is the well was actually drilled on my property and not Franko’s.  The permit APN# is 
571-030-037 and  physical  address 44135 Perryman lane  was / are correct for  Franko’s current location. 
 
The well that was drilled on my property did not have a valid well drillers  permit or an electrical permit.  
No permits related to the well have ever been issued for  the well on APN# 571-040-002 other than by DEH to 
WVHWA as a state small.  A note worthy fact is the Association did not own any legally recorded rights to 
make use of APN 571-040-002 so how did they get a permit as a state small?  

 



Document Overview. 

• Who conveyed the Grant of Easement rights? 

• What ownership right is by grants or deeds? 

• Currently what wells are permitted and who owns them? 

• What are the established & recorded time lines?   

• When was the first WVHWA well record established? 

• What property address was involved then? 

• Who owned the property then? 

• How are the WVHWA 1973 bylaws valid by law? 

• Who granted entitlement rights to WVHWA? 

• What legal document granted WVHWA any legal  

rights to control anything? 
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The fact’s provide the truth. 

• WVHWA was issued a well drillers permit for APN# 571-030-037  not           

APN#571-040-002 (The Reed’s) 

• Three easement’s exist, one from 1985 another in 1990 the last was in 1993. 

• No recorded record conveyed Grant of Easement right’s to WVHWA. 

• Reed’s well was not legally permitted and remains illegally electrified. 

• In the early 1970’s WVHWA was established. 

• WVHWA 1973 bylaws falsely claimed ownership of two wells.  

• The board had claimed ownership to property they did not own. 

• Jack Perryman actually owned one of the well’s back then. 

• Jack’s well ownership right’s remained his.  

• No Grant to WVHWA was ever recorded in the Riverside County Recorder’s official 

records between 1968 and 2013 granting legal entitlement rights to WVHWA  

for use of the Reed’s property. 

• Therefore the question remains, “what legal document provides WVHWA  

any “legal rights” to control property not owned , rented or leased by  

WVHWA as a standalone Association?” 

• Who are the members as described in the bylaws? 

• The so called current board of WVHWA wrote “the two grant’s of easements”  “they 

deal with ownership of the wells”.  That is a true fact and WVHWA is not named as a 

benefactor or grantee’s within any of the Grant of Easement document’s. 
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This does not grant  
Best, Best & Krieger any 
rights to use the easement. 

Record number 
March 15, 1985 



Where is Weber 
Valley Heights 
Water Association 
mentioned 
anywhere on or in 
this legally recorded 
document that was 
drafted by the law 
office of Best, Best & 
Krieger? 

Record number  



Current benefiting 
properties list, 

Jeff Hall 

Beverly Heath 

Record number  



Lee Johnson 

Bob Franko 

Greg Reed 

Martha Morales 



Martha Morales 

Continue list 



Gary Boer 

Lee Smith 



Dan Spears 

Lee Smith 

Bob Franko 



Cody Bush 



When Recorded Mail To: 
Is exactly that “mail to when recorded” 
 

Why would this Grant 
rights to   
Weber Valley Heights? 
 
The fact is, it doesn’t.  

Deed for grant of 
easement by Charles 
and Joann Campbell,  
to “ The named 
parties” AKA Grantees.  
Where is Weber Valley 
Heights after the word 
“TO” ?    

The fact is the right 
itself shall remain my 
property to enjoy 
without interruption 
or trespass by another. 



On 4-13-1993 this document  

was  re-notarized prior to recording. 

The benefit is “Appurtenant 

to the land.”  

This is who initially  
owned the rights. 

This area describes  
the location of the 
easement 

What the uses 
shall be. 

Limited use statement. 

The key words here are  
“NON-EXCLUSIVE” 
For road and “UTILITY 
PURPOSE” 

 

The fact is the “right” itself 
shall remain my property to 
enjoy without interruption or 
trespass by another. 
 
My real property is named in 
Exhibit “A” as was attached 
this legally recorded “Grant of 
Easement” easement. 
 
Why did this legal document fail to 
name WVHWA as a benefactor? 





• Sec. B11-133. Operational requirements. 

Any person who operates a state small water system must provide a permanent, 

reliable, continuous and adequate supply of pure, wholesome, and potable 

water. 

For quick reference I have included and quoted the  
California CIVIL CODE SECTION 654 657, and 658.  
 

654. The ownership of a thing is the right of one or more persons to possess 
and use it to the exclusion of others. In this Code, the thing of which there may be ownership is 

called property.  
 
 

657. Property is either:  
 l. Real or immovable; or,  
2. Personal or movable.  
 

658. Real or immovable property consists of:  

l.  Land;  
2. That which is affixed to land;  

3. That which is incidental or appurtenant to land;  

4. That which is immovable by law; except that for the purposes of sale, emblements, industrial growing 

crops and things attached to or forming part of the land, which are agreed to be severed before sale or under the contract 
of sale, shall be treated as goods and be governed by the provisions of the title of this code regulating the sales of goods.  



Nicoll v. Rudnick, Cal: Court of Appeal, 5th Appellate Dist. 2008 

"Under the general rule that rights and appurtenances that ordinarily pass with a conveyance of land pass to a 

purchaser on foreclosure, an appropriative water right is included in a sale under foreclosure ... [even though] 

not mentioned in the foreclosure proceedings." (62 Cal.Jur.3d, supra, Water, § 551, p. 685, fn. omitted.) 

Moreover, because water rights are considered appurtenant to the land, they are presumed 

transferred with the land absent an express reservation. (Stanislaus Water Co. v. Bachman, supra, 152 

Cal. at p. 724 [water right "an incident of the land and would pass as such by a conveyance of the 

land, without express mention and without any reference thereto"]; Trask v. Moore (1944) 24 Cal.2d 

365, 371 [a conveyance of land upon a foreclosure must carry with it a water right appurtenant to the land]; 

Harper v. Buckles (1937) 19 Cal.App.2d 481, 485-486.) 

 

This language of the 1902 judgment comports 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.) The following quotation from Stanislaus Water Co. v. 

Bachman (1908) 152 Cal. 716, 726-727, leaves no room for doubt that such rights are 

appurtenant to and run with the land: 

 



"The right in water which has been diverted into ditches or other artificial conduits, for the purpose of 
conducting it to land for irrigation, has been uniformly classed as real property in this state. `The 
right to water must be treated in this state as it has always been treated, as a right running with the 
land and as a corporeal privilege bestowed upon the occupier or appropriator of the soil; and as such, has 
none of the characteristics of mere personality.' [Citation.] The right to have water flow from a river into a 
ditch is real property; and so also is the water while flowing in the ditch. [Citation.] A wrongful diversion of 
water flowing in a ditch is an injury to real property. [Citation.] The right to take water from a river and 
conduct it to a tract of land is realty. [Citation.] The right to have water flow through a pipe from a 
reservoir to and upon a tract of land is an appurtenance to the land. [Citation.] An undivided 
interest in a ditch and in the water flowing therein is real property. [Citation.] A ditch for 
carrying water is real estate. [Citations.] And where one person has water flowing in a ditch and another 
has the right to have a part of such water flow from the ditch to his land for its irrigation, the right of the 
latter is a servitude upon the ditch and is real property. [Citation.] So, in the case at bar, the right of 
Threlfall and his successor, Bachman, under the agreement, to have the water flow from the plaintiff's canal 
through the lateral ditch, to the land, for its irrigation, is a servitude upon the ditch and upon the canal, is 
an appurtenance to the land, and is real property." 

Nicoll v. Rudnick, Cal: Court of Appeal, 5th Appellate Dist. 2008 
continued, 

All of the pipelines run appurtenant embedded is real property that the 
Association did not and does not own, rent or lease.  According to the 
Association the pipelines were in place in the late 1960’s. So how does 
WVHWA now own pipelines without ownership title or grant of easement 
rights to the land?  

This is exactly what I have said over and over. 



Trask v. Moore, 24 Cal. 2d 365 - Cal: Supreme Court 1944 

Thus upon both reason and authority the water distributing system here in question was appurtenant to the 
Ealey lots upon which the pumping works were located. [2] As a general rule, a conveyance of property 
carries with it by implication all incidents rightfully belonging to, and essential to the full enjoyment of, 
such property at the time of conveyance. (26 C.J.S. 106, p. 386, et seq.) In this state, under authority of 
section 1084 of the Civil Code, incidents and appurtenances to lands pass with a transfer thereof unless 
expressly excepted. (9 Cal.Jur. 152, p. 286.) 

This is the CA legal code verbatim. 

CIVIL CODE  
SECTION 1084-1085 
 
1084. The transfer of a thing transfers also all its incidents, unless expressly excepted; but the transfer of an incident  
to a thing does not transfer the thing itself.  
 
1085. A present interest, and the benefit of a condition or covenant respecting property, may be taken by any natural 
person under a grant, although not named a party thereto..  

SECTION 1084-1085 Now let’s look at how the code can be applied.  
 
1084. The transfer of a thing (a Grant Deed) transfers also all its incidents (easements), unless expressly excepted; but the 
transfer of an incident (grant of  easement) to a thing (appurtenant to land) does not transfer the thing (the well) itself.  
 
1085. A present interest, and the benefit of a condition or covenant respecting property, may be taken by any natural 
person under a grant (as in, you may use my property today) ,  
although not named a party thereto. (as in, recorded by grant) 



Ronald Leuschen provided land   
owners an Appurtenant Grant of 
Easement for a water tank and road.  

• September 11, 1992 Charles Campbell sold his 
property to the Gladstone's  

• April 13, 1995 

Gladstone's sold to the 
Reed’s. 

• April 2007 

Deborah St Pierre invited  
Greg Reed to a meeting at  
Alec Harshey’s Law Office 

• July  2010 

Timeline leading to the discovery of current known fact’s. 
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“Our by-laws that state domestic use only” the word “only” is not in the by-laws.  
Deborah St Pierre who’s term in office had expired in 2006 continued making up stuff to 
fulfill her illegal desires.  Like, she was elected as representation back in 2004 her term 
was for 2 years not 8 years.  From 2005  to 2012 the Association failed to have one 
elections or meeting. In the next slide we will see how the word “only” comes into play. 
 

We need to read between her lines of deception. 

In this letter Deborah failed to 
mention that Alec, of Alec 
Harshey Law Office located at 
901 S State St  Hemet, CA who is 

an Attorney told both Deborah St 
Pierre and Greg that the association 
does not own any right to use or 
control the use of the wells. 
 
In the parking lot of the law office 
Deborah asked Greg not to share the 
fact that the association was not set 
up correctly and was without any 
legally recorded rights as an 
Association. 
 
Knowing she was willing to lie is what 
started the Association investigation 
leading to this point in time. 
 
To the left is a copy of her letter to the 
easement rights owners. It provides 
proof she knew the Association does 
not own the wells and it had no right 
to enforce anything related to water 
use from the wells. 

 
 

Law Office 



This statement is proof, it 
was not about water. It was 
about who might be making 
money. 

This was made up 

Her term of president had expired in 2006. 
She failed to call annual meetings.  
And the Association ceased to function in structure  
as of 2006. 
 
 

 

The fact’s speak for themselves. 



On 6-20-1969 Jack Perryman bought lot 53/43 par 1  

consisting of five acres. 

Some of the local 

property owners later formed a water  

piping system starting at his well. 

WVHWA was formed sometime  
                   in the 1970’s 

Homeowners 
file lis pendens 

• 1982 

A Grant of easement 

was legally recorded 

• 1985 

Starting the timeline 
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A permit to drill a well was issued to  
WVHWA as owners of  

parcel 571-030-037  

permit # 16245 

• February 26, 1990 

Charles Campbell  

did not sign a Grant of 
Easement benefiting   

Weber Valley Heights Water 
Association any rights to  

parcel 571-040-002. 

• April 13, 1990 

WVHWA  without a 
permit or rights did 
contract and order a well be 
drilled by  
L.O. Lynch Well on APN  
#571-040-002  

• April, 1990 

              L.O. Lynch Well Drilling & Supply  

    Invoice #92-284 installed the New Well pump, pipe and electrical 
line. 

• June 12, 1992 

Permit timeline 
activities. 
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Charles Reed Jr.  

provided a Grant of easement WVHWA was not even mentioned as a benefactor.  

Parcel 571-040-004 

• 1985 

Charles Campbell  
signed a Grant of Easement to land  
owners. WVHWA was not a benefactor of  Easement rights  
that  run appurtenant in favor of specific land owners. 

• April 13, 1990 

  Ronald Leuschen  
 signed a Grant of Easement to land owners.  
 and WVHWA was not the benefactor of the Easement rights that run    
appurtenant to Reed’s real property. 

• September 11, 1992 

Greg Reed filed a title insurance claim but fore the illegal activity of trespass by one WVHWA. 
The Association is asserting rights as Weber Valley Heights Water Association and as a whole 
and/or in part WVHWA does not own any right of use to the Reed’s property real or personal 

 What legally recorded rights of use of APN #571-040-002 does WVHWA have?  

• 2013 

7/23/2013 28 

The next slide was a response to my title company.  
The document speaks for it’s self.  
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This letter was sent  
to The Boss Law Firm. 
They are handling Reed’s 
title insurance claim. 

The Hess property is 
not legally entitled to 
use any of the three 
easements that are 
related to the Grant’s 
of Easement.   

Another example of 
Deborah’s Rules. 
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Keep this in mind, “why would 
someone who does not own an 
interest in 80 acres North of his 
property provide a well to the 
properties owners back in 1971?”   
$ or another reason? 

According to this document back in the late 
1960’s  a well and pipelines was installed on 
100 acres. As the real property changed 
ownership the pipelines embedded within the 
land also changed ownership. Note this was 
all prior to WVHWA existence.  
 
A Grant of Easement right legally granted well 
rights  in 1985 and it runs appurtenant  the 
land named in exhibit “A” of the recorded 
document. 
 
The fact is Weber Valley Heights Water 
Association (here after WVHWA)  is not 
named one place on the 1985 document as 
demonstrated in the Grants of easements 
rights to the land owners. 
 
However on the 1990 Grant of easement by 
Charles Campbell in the when recorded, 
“return to” area of the document WVHWA is 
named as  where to return the recorded 
document. 
 
Charles Campbell did not Grant any rights to 
WVHWA. 
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They deal with ownership of the 
wells. 

 

What legal documentation transferred  
the well ownership or management 
rights to WVHWA? 

 

Where is a lease or rental agreement in 
favor of  WVHWA?  Clearly they have 
written that WVHWA does not own the 
wells. 

Where was the wells in 1975? 



The well drillers permit #16245 

• It was issued to APN 571-030-+037 Bob Franko and Deborah St 

Pierre’s land. 

• To date no permit was issued for the well located on APN # 571-040-

002. 

• What is it going to take to get a legal permit for the well located at 

44100 Ginger Circle? 
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But the well was drilled at 44100 Ginger Cir. 
Look at the satellite overview map. 

The permit was not issued for 44100 Ginger Circle.  

This permit was issued for Deborah St Pierre and Bob Franko’s property,   

The well house at 
44100 Ginger circle. 
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Who wrote the check? 

How does this permit apply 
to APN 571-040-002? 



1) Jack Perryman 

2) Frank Murphy 

3) Gladys Murphy 

4) Dorothy  Armstrong 

5) Lorene Cantrell 

6) Virgil Stranberg ? 

 

 

“Board members shall serve for  
one year or until no longer 
land owners in the area served  
by the water system”. 

The key wording is 
 “or until no longer land owner” 
In order to have the authority and legal 
foundation of rights to a water delivery 
system and establish rules for the 
Association, the board members needed to 
be land owners conveying rights to the 
Association. 

 
   

The 1973 bylaws state, 

The Board was 
Limited to 6 
Members. 



One major question, 
how is it, if you don’t 
own  the thing how do 
you  you have a right 
to control how the 
thing is used? 

In order to own the 
wells embedded in 
real property one 
needs to own a right 
of title to the well 
location. 
 
Right from the start 
WVHWA was flawed. 



Lorene 
Cantrell 

Dorothy  
Armstrong 

Jack 
Perryman 

M
u

rp
h

y
 

The 1973 Board of Directors were named 
as follows. 

 

1) Jack Perryman 

2) Frank Murphy 

3) Gladys Murphy 

4) Dorothy  Armstrong 

5) Lorene Cantrell 

6) Virgil Stranberg  

 

Five properties in total were  

effected by the Association. 

 

Virgil Stranberg 



Where is the word only? 

What legal document 
grants ownership of 
this water system to 
the Association? 

What legal document grants 

this right?  

Prior to 2012 the last 
meeting was held in 2004. 
As of 2006 WVHWA failed 
to elected new officers. 

Therefore WVHWA failed 
as an Association. 



Where does “Funds of Origination” 
state any permit fee’s will be billed as 
an assessment? 



• On July 2, 2013 a Babcock project manager made the statement that Franko’s well is one of 

two that are currently being tested. 

• Where is Franko’s well was my question? 

• When was the first time Franko’s well was tested was my following question? 

• Who from RCEH did a well inspection on Franko’s property and verified that there is a well at 

his location. Are there RCEH reports related to Franko’s well is my current question? 

 

o Was permit #16245 that was  issued on Feb 26, 1990 used to commit fraud and fake a well location?  

o How come there is not a permit for the well on APN# 571-040-002?  WVHWA had claimed they owned the 

well and had the well drilled on parcel 2 as described in Book 53 Page 40 of Riverside official records. 

o A claim of well ownership is clearly written into the bylaws of the association. Have they claimed 

ownership to something that the Association did not and does not own? Is that a crime? 

o How did WVHWA fool Riverside County into believing the well was owned by the Association?  

o No legally recorded document names WVHWA as the well or real property owner.  So how did WVHWA 

get a permit as a State Small if the easement does not grant a right to incorporate the well as a State Small 

source of water? 
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Where is Franko’s well located as of today? 

40 

What property address to goes with well #1, well #2 and well #3.  
 
I questioned Babcock water testing facility as to the locations of the wells.  

When was the first water test record established? 



Not one place in the bylaws does it 
state control yield. 

No legally recorded  boundaries exist 
with any ownership belonging to 
WVHWA.  No right of title to the 60 
acres names WVHWA as a right holder.  
The 60 acres consist of 12 parcels  5 +/- 
acres ea. WVHWA is not named as a 
title owner on any parcel or named as 
having a right on any one or the entire 
group of parcels. 

Article III  of bylaws under members 
state 
“Ownership of the Water rights shall 
remain with the land” 

Denying water for a garden is denying the right 
of  free choice and the domestic use right as 
stated in the bylaws.  AKA arbitrary 
discrimination,  

The 100 acres subdivision started with 5 
separate owners in 1968. Each owner 
having  a 20 acres.  The properties were 
divided into 4 five +/- acres properties 
for a total of 20 separate parcels.  

Another lie. 

No such regulated boundary exist. 

? 



The following Plot Maps  
are in the order of the date’s recorded by the property owners. 

• Virginia Galland 

• Thomas P. & Joanne Johnson 

• Walter C. & Rosemarie Johnson 

•  Frank & Eugenia Wilson  

• Robert E. & Dorothy J. Engesser 

• Lee G. & Susan D. Cornett 

 

One very important point is, as per map 53 / 40 Virginia Galland never owned  
the property or the parcels 1,2, 3, or  4 as noted in Book 53 Page 40. 
therefore APN 571-040-002 was not part of her subdivision. 



Virginia Galland divided 80 acres into 4 separate  
properties in Sept. 1968  

Reed’s 

S/E ¼ 
Sec. 

S/W ¼ Sec. 

N/E ¼ 
Sec. 



  

53/40 
APN 571-040-002 

This picture show’s how the parcels fit together. 

Divide line 



APN 571-040-002 

S/W  ¼ Sec. S/E  ¼ Sec. 

Reed’s well location. 

See the next slide 

Thomas turned a 
20 acre parcel into 
four five + acre 
parcels. The 
division remains 
unchanged. 
 

Thomas P. & Joanne Johnson 
Subdivided property in Oct 1968 



Reed’s 

The well 
location 

Go BACK 



Walter C. & Rosemarie Johnson Nov 1968 

N/W  ¼ Sec. 

From Virginia Galland to  
Remember this point  
by it’s numbers. 
It is the Northwest  
corner  
of the  
Northwest ¼  
of  
Township 7 
South. 



Frank & Eugenia Wilson Nov 1968 

S/E ¼ 
Sec. 

N/W  ¼ Sec. 

From Virginia Galland to  

Franko’s well location 

571-030-037 

The point to 
remember. 



S/E ¼ 
Sec. 

N/W  ¼ Sec. 

Franko’s well location 

571-030-037 

The point to remember. 

Reed’s property 

When was the well having permit #16245 for this property ever inspected? 

How does that permit apply to Reed’s property?  
 

The fact is no permit to drill a well was ever  
issued for APN #571-040-002  coupled with 
the false ownership claim by Weber Valley Heights Water 
Association in total may provide proof of an intention to de fraud 
RCEH by filing false information that was provided to RCEH as it  
was said to be related to property the Association did not own. 
My question’s are, 
1. How did the fact WVHWA is not a property owner go  
undetected for so may years? 
2. When was the very first time my well was inspected? 



Robert E. & Dorothy J. Engesser Nov 1968  

N/W  ¼ Sec. 

From Virginia Galland to  



Lee G. & Susan D. Cornett Nov. 1968 

N/W  ¼ Sec. 

From Virginia Galland to  



For clarity the following maps are color coded.  
 

• The next slide shows all of the properties that are named as having 

an appurtenant rights to the Grants of Easement in 1985, 1990 and 

1992.  The Grants of Easement convey specific and different 

property rights to grantee’s. 



1993 Tank easement rights. 

Go back to last page.  

The properties to the left 
are  appurtenant rights 
owners as per the 1985, 
1990 and 1993 Grants of 
Easement. 
All lots to the left are  
named in exhibit “A”  
of the granting  
documents. 
 
 
 

Reed’s 



As per records on file with Environmental Health.  

3 current 
users 

Current easement users. 



A total of thirteen properties 
own rights to the grants of 
easement.  There are 
currently eight properties 
utilizing those rights 
appurtenant their land. Both 
blue and red dots  
to the left indicate what 
properties are using  the  
Water delivery system 
from the wells.  



H
ea

th
 

F
ra

n
k

o
 

S
m

it
h

 

B
u

sh
 

Hall 

F
ra

n
k

o
 

S
m

it
h

 Spear
s 

J
o

h
n

so
n

 

B
o

er
 

R
ee

d
 

     1985 easement rights owner’s 
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Overhead view of subject properties. 
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Original Members 

Was a renter  
in 1973 

Was a Renter 

1973 PLOT MAP 2012 PLOT MAP 

Virgil Stranberg 
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Property rights are 
spelled out in this 
document. 
 
Why did it fail to 
mention the water 
rights or an 
Association? 
 
Dorothy Armstrong 
was an official  
director of the board 
for WVHWA who as a 
director WVHWA 
claimed ownership 
rights to two wells. 

This grant deed 
provides proof that the 
Association rights did 
not transfer with the 
property.  



Each property is + or – 5 Acres 4 Properties wide 

The blue outline shows who is 
using the 1990 water system as of 
today. 
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All but Hess are named as easement rights holders.  
Individually each property has appurtenant rights to the 
well as per the recorded easements. 
 
WVHWA is claiming ownership to rights and property that 
the association has zero rights to. Some of the so called 
members of the Association have  provided water and a 
pipeline connection to the Hess property.  Hess is not 
entitled to use the Grant of Easements.  
Therefore is WVHWA is acting as a public utility by selling 
water to the general public? 



1973 Jack 
Perryman 

starts selling 
water. 

A second well that was 
not owned by WVHWA 

was added as an 
additional   water 

source.  

Proof of lack of ownership 
is the 1982 lis pendens 

legal action. Note, it failed 
to name WVHWA as a 

right holder.  

A well was 
drilled on 

APN#  

571-040-002 

in 1990  

For the first 
time in June, 
1992 a pump 
and electric 

were installed 
to the well that 
was drilled in 

1990.  

Timeline 
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Where is Weber Valley?  Why is it WVHWA was not once mentioned in this legal court proceeding?  

Maybe because WVHWA did not own the well or rights thereto.  Why did lawyers fail to name WVHWA?  
WVHWA bylaws had claimed ownership to two wells? 

None of these 
people sat on the 
Board of directors 
or were founding 
members of 
WVHWA, so how 
did they legally 
have right to claim 
this action? 
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Officially Recorded 3 years 
later March 15, 1985 

This document completely 
failed to mentions a Weber 
Valley Heights Water 
Association anywhere  Why? 
Remember,  in the lis pendens 
filed on behalf of local land 
owners the same group as 
WVHWA had claimed WVHWA  
owned two wells. 
 
The rights granted by this 
recording are property rights 
that are appurtenant the land 
named in exhibit “A” of the 
legally recorded record granting 
said rights of use to land 
owners.  Weber Valley Heights 
Water Association failed to ne 
noted within the recorded 
document. 
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Where was the well  
location as of January 1990? 

No easement to WVHWA  

for this address exist.. 

This was around 10-6-1992 why did 
they wait 2 years from January 1990?  

This lien was never 
perfected.  
The Association installed  
a water tank and a well on 
property it did and does not 
own, lease or rent. 



1985 

Charles Reed 

1990 

Charles 
Campbell 

1993 

Ronald 
Leuschen 

This timeline clarifies the legally recorded Grants of 
Easement. None provide rights to WVHWA. 
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Current dependencies on the water resource. 

Reeds  

well 

Hall  

Reed  

Hess 

Bush 
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Hess is illegally connected. 



PUBLIC UTILITIES CODE SECTION 2701-2714.5 
2705.  Any corporation or association that is organized for the purposes of delivering water to its 
stockholders and members at cost,  including use of works for conserving, treating, and reclaiming 
water, and that delivers water to no one except its stockholders or members, or to the state or any agency or department 
thereof, to any city, county, school district, or other public district, or any federal agency that provides fire protection or 
operates park facilities, or to any other mutual water company, at cost, is not a public utility, and is not subject to the 
jurisdiction, control or regulation of the commission. However, a mutual water company may perform the following acts 
without becoming a public utility and becoming subject to the jurisdiction, control or regulation of the commission: 
   (a) May deliver water at cost to any lessee of its stock or shares or other evidence of membership where the lease 
is in writing signed by the owner of the stock or shares or other evidence of membership and the lessee thereof and approved 
by the mutual water company. 
   (b) May deliver water at cost to any land leased by a stockholder, shareholder, or member of the mutual water 
company to a person not a stockholder, shareholder or member thereof, provided the lease is in writing signed by the 
stockholder, shareholder or member and the lessee of the land and approved by the mutual water company. 
   (c) May transfer water or water rights to, or exchange water or water rights with, another entity pursuant to state or federal 
law, or both. 
   (d) In a bona fide water emergency, but for no longer than the existence of the emergency, may deliver water at cost to any 
person owning or leasing real property located within or adjacent to the service area of the mutual water company, provided 
that the water is delivered pursuant to a written contract signed by the mutual water 
company and the person to whom the water is delivered. 
   (e) May deliver water pursuant to any contract for water service made: 
   (1) In settlement of litigation involving disputed water rights or any judgment in the litigation. 
   (2) In consideration of the conveyance of a well, water right, or easement for water distribution purposes. 
   All of these leases and contracts shall be preserved for a period of 10 years by a mutual water company and shall be subject 
to inspection by the commission. 
   The term "cost" as used in this section shall be construed to mean without profit. 

 
 

No written lease, stockholder certificate or membership agreement 
exist to Weber Valley Heights Water Association. 

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=puc&group=02001-03000&file=2701-2714.5
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=puc&group=02001-03000&file=2701-2714.5
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=puc&group=02001-03000&file=2701-2714.5
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=puc&group=02001-03000&file=2701-2714.5


What do I have to do to get the well on my property 
legally permitted? 

• I have provided 100% proof that Weber Valley Heights Water 

Association is without ownership rights to my real property.   

• I have proven I own a legally recorded easement right to the water 

storage facility granted by Don Mark Luchent in 1993. 

• How if anything, did this overview impact your view of WVHWA’s 

actual legal rights as a non owner of the wells and pipelines? 

o Who pays to clean up the mess. 

o What is the cost in dollars? 

o When is the WVHWA permit going to be revoked?  

o Was a crime committed by intentionally falsifying legal document’s?  
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Looking Ahead Questions 

• What do I need to do? 

• What are you going to do? 

• How long will it take you? 

o What is the investigation timeline to resolve these issues? 

• What is your immediate next step? 
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Appendix 

• Budget cost for permits. 

• Information documents 

• Action plan 

• Supplemental documents 

• Contact information 
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