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December 1, 2016
Steven M. Anderson
3390 University Avenue, 5th Floor
P.O. Box 1028
Riverside CA 92502
Re: Weber Valley Heights Water Association Issues 
Dear Steven M. Anderson:
I Greg Reed am no longer represented by Mathew L. May. Please address all correspondence directly to my common address 44100 Ginger Circle, Hemet, CA 92544.
Currently by Grant deed, Exhibit 1, I own the December 20, 1968 real property disclosed as Record of Survey 53/40 parcel #2 Exhibit 2, Assessor’s parcel number 571-040-002 as seen on the 1970 County Assessors map 571-04 Exhibit3,  commonly known as 44100 Ginger Circle Hemet CA. 
It is undisputed that my predecessors in interest Charles Campbell and Jo Ann Campbell granted easement right to specific people. Those rights run as an appurtenance of specified land as named in Exhibit (A) attached and incorporated thereto the 1990 Grant of Easement. The rights so granted within the documentation thereby exclude any union called Weber Valley Heights Water Association as a benefactor. Not one word in the easement after “Charles and Jo Ann Campbell to” name Weber Valley Heights Water Association as benefactor of enjoyment to those specific rights granted and executed on April 12, 1990 per the recorded document #191167. Compare your Exhibit A to the recorded Exhibit 4 the wording was altered by RJF..
You claimed your client “pursuant to the Association’s easement rights”, meaning Weber Valley Heights Water Association, (“WVHWA” herein or after) applied for and obtained a well drilling permit from the County of Riverside in 1990.  However your statement is flawed due to your client lying and providing forged documents for you to base your opinion. 
It is un disputed that on February 26, 1990 an application, Exhibit 5, for a well drilling permit at 44135 Perryman Lane known as Assessor’s parcel number (“APN #”) #571-030-037 as seen on Record of Survey 53/47 par37 was submitted to the County of Riverside. Note the submitted application location and who then signed for the permit? The follow day February 27, 1990, Exhibit 6, permit #16245, was issued for use in the name of Weber Valley Heights Assn. at the well location 44135 Perryman Lane as seen on the County issued permit. The permit is for exclusive use at 44135 Perryman Lane and non-transferrable for use at another address.
Not that it matters, but the Deborah St. Pierre and Robert Franko’s well drilling permit #16245 was issued 43 days prior to that grant of easement being signed by the Campbell’s. Therefore it is clear permit #16245 was not issued for use on property whereas the 1990 Grant of Easement Doc #191167 servitude property as described in Exhibit 1 and identified by measurements shown by drawing within Exhibit 2 and Exhibit 3. 
That receipt you sent me shown as Exhibit D, where you claimed is associated with the drilling of a new well was somewhat correct. Let me clarify my statement, if you mean the well located on what is now Deborah St. Pierre and Robert Franko’s Address 44135 Perryman Lane as what is seen on Exhibit 5 and 6 you would be spot on correct. However if you mean the well at 44100 Ginger Circle you would be 100% absolutely wrong. An official County statement Exhibit 7 claims there is no record of a well drilling permit for the well on my property. Therefor the well remains in violation of the Dec, 31. 1989 County Ordinance 682 sec. 3 Permits.
Your statement “As members of the Association, the Reeds have agreed to make such payments so that water can continued to supply them.” Show me proof to back your client’s claims,

1. Please provide the trail of documentation showing exactly how I became a member of a union named WVHWA. 
2. Where is the contractual agreement that made or makes me a member of WVHWA.  
3. I have in common rights appurtenant to and for my separate interest property that fail to name WVHWA anywhere as a dominate rights owner or benefactor thereto those rights.  I do not know how I automatically and magically became a member of an Association that absolutely fails real property ownership held in its name.  CA Corp Code 18035, (a) "Unincorporated association" means an unincorporated group of two or more persons joined by mutual consent for a common lawful purpose, whether organized for profit or not.(b) Joint tenancy, tenancy in common, community property, or other form or property tenure does not by itself establish an unincorporated association, even if co-owners share ownership of the property for a common purpose. What is WVHWA?
4. Is drilling an un-permitted well considered a common lawful purpose? 
5. Who is the makeup of a fictitious WVHWA? Whoever it is, fraud and deceit is the norm. 
6. I disregard with all demands and claims made by your client as an authority having rights greater than mine. 
7. I disagree with that claim whereas, it is said, I am a member of WVHWA. 
8. Show me a signed membership agreement as proof of my agreements and contingencies of use ruled by WVHWA. Absent is the norm, have your clients read those three (3) separate easements and then show you where the union named WVHWA is granted anything as a benefactor of rights “to” WVHWA as a union.
Your clients are bold faced liars and I refuse to submit to the demands of a fictitious imaginary WVHWA. I am not a member of WVHWA therefor I welcome you and your client WVHWA to take me to court and sue me.  Any further attempt to collect money from me under a bogus yet fictitious color named Weber Valley Heights Water Association will be considered a violation of my Civil rights so granted in Exhibit 1 and I will consider the action as an attempt to extort me into compliance of unfounded illegal demands but for a false color that being a non-existing Home Owners Association, Exhibit and Exhibit
Your client is acting in the capacity of a public utility and may be subject to CA Public Utility Code due to PUC 2705 by selling water above the cost of extraction whereby a considered profit is derived. Thereby providing proof your client is acting as a business using a fictitious name that truly fails real property ownership rights in the WVHWA name.  Who exactly is it that makes up Weber Valley Heights Water Association and what specific documents subject my family and I, to the Associations control and/or interruption of our free choice civil and constitutional rights?
Mr. Anderson,
Your Law firm seems to be representing a fictitious WVHWA. My real property ownership document as shown in Exhibit 1 and/or my God given Civil rights thereto do not include a Weber Valley anything.  So how am I obligated to WVHWA?
I feel certain persons may be subjecting multiple easement owners to litigation and responsibility but for actions accountable to any one, two or three persons being Deborah St. Pierre, Robert Franko and/or Jeff Hall.  
I felt the property rights herein question are recorded as grants of easements having, rights in common, appurtenant to, and that run with the lands so specified in three (3) distinct Exhibits A of those three (3) easements identifying  those rights as separate interest in common to separate interest. All three (3) grants failed to name a union of Weber Valley Heights Water Association as benefactor of any single right or combination of rights so written and granted within.   

I found the provable fact that an aggregate of past and current easement rights owners have not formed as a true 501 (C) 3 non-profit Association like was stated and required by the initial 1973 foundation of formation documents, Exhibit  , Furthermore, proof by County Recorder records shows by fraud the 1973 bylaws had claimed ownership of property not then owned by that initial 1973 group Weber Heights Non-profit Association as a whole.  Moot the Association called Weber Heights Non-profit Association. Today there remains a lack of recorded real property transfer or authority and rights thereto the real property in the name of that newly formed WVHWA as claimed to be owned and under that fictitious non-existing WVHWA business name. The documents your client provided you where you thereafter use as exhibits in your letter to me dated June 22, 2016 provides absolute proof of deception using forged documents. I am more than willing to use that letter and exhibits to prove my point your client is nothing more than a bold faced a liar who will go to any extreme in order to circumvent multiple CA laws and County ordinances. Please inform your client being she/he or them they do not have any legal right to charge me for anything. 

Conclusion, 
I insist your client to provide proof of any contractual agreement between whoever they are and us, being Sherry Reed and Greg Reed.  A quit claim from each separate so called member of WVHWA will end my pursuit to topple your clients rule. Your client now has until December 15, 2016 to take action and provide me a quit claim or I will proceed forward with this case and I will include my Attorney fees as part of the restraining order that I will ask my Attorney to seek. If your clients signed and agreed to the 1990 and 1992 Grants of Easements attached and incorporated documentation that is contractual in nature, your client/clients herein part or in whole may be held accountable for Attorney fees.
If any one item as shown in your Exhibits is proven forged and incorrect under CA Evidence Codes my position will be presented as follows, all documentation as Exhibits and all verbal testimony from your client shall be addressed as having the same weight of those forged Exhibits provided by your client and are untrustworthy  as factual in nature. 
In 1990 and up to April of 2007 my property address was known as 44100 East Benton Road. It was but for me requesting the US postal service to change our street name from 44100 East Benton to 44100 Ginger Circle in order to reflect the 1992 County accepted Declaration of Dedication of Ginger Circle by Mr. Joseph Lopez thereby providing proof whoever forged the permit application Exhibit B, permit 16245 Exhibit C  and the invoice Exhibit D had no idea as to facts. 
Mr. Anderson, Whoever forged that information you used as Exhibits B, C and D did not know about the address facts and that coupled with the true permit and application will provide proof you used forged documentation in the letter you addressed to me on June 22, 2016.  Can your client WVHWA say Woops!
Your client may have fooled you by using forgery, but I think a jury would see the truth at face value for there’s no reasoning of that embellished information as being true. Please advise your client to my position, nothing less than a quit claim will end this dispute. 
[Sincerely,]
Greg Reed
