© o 3 O Ol A~ W b

DN NN DN DN N DN N H = = 1 e
o 31 & Ut b=~ W DN +H O © 00 3 & Ot &= W N +~= O

ALESHIRE & WYNDER, LLP

PAM K. LEE, State Bar No. 246369

N%lee@awattorne S.com

[Exempt From Filing Fee
Government Code § 6103]

RMAN A. DUPONT, State Bar No. 85008

ndupont@awattorneys.com
JOHN FOX, State Bar No. 171426
JFox@awattorneys.com

MATTHEW E. CO

mcohen@awattorneys.com

EN, State Bar No. 238161

DEREK S. MATTHEWS, State Bar No. 358286

dmatthews@awattorneys.com

CODY S. PARKER, State Bar No. 359372

cparker@awattorneys.com
1 Park Plaza, Suite 1000
Irvine, California 92614
Telephone: (949) 223-1170
Facsimile: (949) 223-1180

Attorne%s for Petitioner and Plaintiff,

CITY OF CALABASAS

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT

CITY OF CALABASAS, a

California municipal corporation
Petitioner and Plaintiff,

V.

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, a
California county; LOS ANGELES
COUNTY SANITATION
DISTRICT NO. 2, an independent
special district; and ROES 1-10,

Respondents and
Defendants.

/17
/17

01453.0033 2068324.1

Case No. 25STCP00642
Related Case.: 25STCP00671

Assigned for All Purposes to:
Hon. Stephen I. Goorvitch, Dept. 82

CITY OF CALABASAS’
EVIDENTIARY OBJECTIONS
TO DECLARATIONS OF
OROZCO AND
SUBMITTED IN OPPOSITION
TO WRIT OF MANDATE

Action Filed: February 20, 2025
Writ Hearing: Decemger 12, 2025
at 1:30 pm

CITY OF CALABASAS’ EVID. OBJECTIONS TO CERTAIN DECLARATIONS




The City of Calabasas (“City”) files evidentiary objections to certain
Declarations filed by Respondent/Defendants the County of Los Angeles
and the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (collectively

“County”) as follows:

Deponent/Para. Evidentiary Obj. Ruling
C. Orozco, Para. 5, Ins. -Hearsay as to District __ Sustained
17-18 and Ins. 21--24 1implementation of
' “certain procedures”;
___Overruled
“After the 2025 LA -Lacks foundation as
to “Notice of Intent”

wildfires, the District
certain

with

1mplemented
procedures

respect to the disposal

of fire-debris being
brought to the
Landfill.”

“Specifically, the fire-
debris waste entering

the Landfill

disposal was placed in

for

an area. . . as indicated
in the February 12,
2025, Notice of Intent
submitted to the State

Water Resources

01453.0033 2068324.1

not  prepared nor
signed by Deponent.

Evid. Code 1200
Evid Code 1400
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Deponent/Para.
Control Board by the
District.”

C. Orozco, Para. 6 a., ,
p. 4, Lins. 2-4:

-“The

Certificate 1s intended

presented

to inform the District
that the vehicle’s fire-
debris load has

undergone a screening

process by the
certifying entity,
consists of non-

hazardous waste, and

1s safe for disposal at

the Landfill.

01453.0033 2068324.1

Evidentiary Obj.

-Hearsay and
speculation as to
intent of third-party.
Evid Code 1200. Mr.
Orozco testified in his
deposition at p. 21, Ins.
14-20:

“l14And did you any
role in drafting a

15 certificate declaring
that a particular load
of

16 fire-debris waste
had only non-
hazardous waste?

17 A No.

18 Q Do you know who
did draft that

19 certificate?

20 A No.”

--Lacks foundation as
to intent of Certificate
by a third party as to
“non-hazardous

waste.”

-Hearsay as to
Certification filled out
by “other public
entities” This 1S
contradicted by the use
of certifications by

-3-

Ruling

____Sustained

___Overruled
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Deponent/Para.

C. Orozco, Para. 6.b—
Ins. 8-10:
“The scales staff then

compare the presented

Certificates to
approved forms of
certificate[sic-

certification] received

by District staff. . .”

01453.0033 2068324.1

Evidentiary Obj.

private parties and
their waste haulers

Lacks personal
knowledge; lacks
foundation as to

receipt of documents
by others. Mr. Orozco
testified his

deposition that he was

1n

unaware of even the
of
certificates
other at P. 22, Ins. 13-
23:

names opt-out

used by

13 Q What -- are you
familiar with the

14 fact that some
individuals opt out of waste
debris

15 collection by the Army
Corps of Engineers?

16 A Yes, some people.

17 Q And do those
individuals have a

18 different certificate that
they bring with them on

19 trucks carrying fire-
debris related waste to the
20 Calabasas Landfill from
January of 2025 to date?
21 A Yes.

22 Q What are those
certificates called?

23 A 1 ain't too sure on it.

4.

Ruling

_____Sustained

___Overruled
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Deponent/Para.

C. Orozco, Para 6.c,

Ins.11-12:

“The Army  Corps
retained ECC, a
trucking contractor

(which handled the
vast majority of the
2025 LA

cleanup efforts as the

wildfire
Army Corps’

contractor.”

C. Orozco, Para. 6.e.,
Ins. 24-25:

“Every fire-debris load
1s visually inspected by
a Haz Tech to confirm
the load type matches
the

Certificate, 1.e.,

01453.0033 2068324.1

Evidentiary Obj.

Lacks personal
knowledge of Army
Corps contracting;
lacks personal

knowledge as to the
“vast majority of LA

wildfire cleanup
efforts.”

Lacks personal
knowledge. As Mr.
Orozco stated in

Paragraph 8 of his

declaration: “The

specifics of  such

inspections and any
_5-

Ruling

____Sustained

___Overruled

____Sustained

___Overruled
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Deponent/Para.
consists of non-

hazardous waste.”

Orozco, Para. 8, Ins.
15-18: “That section
[Section 8.11 of the
JTD] requires random
inspections of

incoming loads into

01453.0033 2068324.1

Evidentiary Obj.
associated 1nspection
training are beyond
my duties and
responsibilities.”
(Orozco Para. 8, Ins.
22-23). Irrelevant as to
compliance with
Permit, which requires
that compliance with
the dJoint Technical
Document (JTD)
including that: “Each
day, loads at the
landfill are randomly
selected for inspection
and examined in detail
by trained inspectors. .
. (JTD Sec. 8.11). See
Orozco Decl. q17

(recognizing JTD).
Lacks personal
knowledge. Mr.

Orozco testified in his
deposition that he has
very limited

familiarity with the

-6-

Ruling

Sustained

____Overruled
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Deponent/Para.
the Landfill as well as
reporting

requirements.

01453.0033 2068324.1

Evidentiary Obj.
JTD—i.e. that he first
saw 1t when he was
being prepared by
legal for his deposition.
The testimony is at P.
37,In 11.---P.38, In.1:

Q Mr. Orozco, do
you recognize this

12 document?

13 A Yes.

14 Q And do you
have a copy of it at
your 15 office at the
Calabasas Landfill?

16 A No.

17 Q DO you know if
anyone else at the

18 Calabasas Landfill
has a copy of this Joint
19 Technical
Document?

20 A No.

21 Q Have you read it
before today?

22 A No.

27-

Ruling
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Deponent/Para.

01453.0033 2068324.1

Evidentiary Obj.

23 Q How are you
familiar with this

24 document, sir?

25 A When our pre-
legal counsel we met
up

Page 38

1 and they showed me
this Joint Technical

Document.”

Objection—Orozco’s

statement constitutes
a legal opinion as to
the applicability of
Sec. 8.11 being limited
to loads that are not
fire-debris waste
loads. This 1s a legal
conclusion and an

1ncorrect one.

-8-

Ruling

CITY OF CALABASAS’ EVIDENTIARY OBJECTIONS. TO CERTAIN DECLARATIONS




DATED: November 24, 2025 ALESHIRE & WYNDER, LLP
PAM K. LEE
NORMAN A. DUPONT
JOHN FOX
MATTHEW E COHEN
DEREK S. MATTHEWS
CODY S. PARKER

NORMAN A. DUPONT
Attorneys for Petitioner and Plaintiff,
CITY OF CALABASAS
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PROOF OF SERVICE

City of Calabasas v. County of Los Angeles & Los Angeles County
Sanitation District No. 2

LASC Case No. 25STCP00642 & Related Case 25STCP00671
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

At the time of service, I was over 18 years of age and not a party to
this action. I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of
California. My business address 1s 3701 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 725, Los
Angeles, CA 90010.

On November 24, 2025, 1 served true copies of the followin
document%s described as. CITY OF CALABASAS’ EVIDENTIAR
OBJECTIONS TO DECLARATIONS OF ORQZCO, AND

SUBMITTED IN OPPOSITION TO WRIT OF MANDATE on the
interested parties in this action as follows:

SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

BY E-MAIL OR ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION: I caused a
copy of the document(s) to be sent from _e-mail address
dbranche@awat‘qornelys.pom to the persons at the e-mail addresses listed
in the Service List. I did not receive, within a reasonable time after the
transmission, any electronic message or other indication that the
transmission was unsuccessful.

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

Executed on November 24, 2025, at Los Angeles, California.

9 G /%V/ZWA&

Diane Branche
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SERVICE LIST

City of Calabasas v. County of Los Angeles & Los Angeles County

Sanitation District No. 2

LASC Case No. 25STCP00642 & Related Case 25STCP00671

MEYERS NAVE
707 Wilshire Blvd., 24th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90017

Emails: dfox@meyversnave.com
Jriggs@meyersnave.com
mnazareth@meyersnave.com
ctalley@meyersnave.com
mdesrosiers@meyersnave.com

MNInternal COLA-CityofCalabasas@meyersnave.com

Tel: (213) 626-2906
Fax: (213) 626-0215

Dawyn R. Harrison, Esq. Attorneys for
County Counsel Defendant and
Michael Simon, Esq. Respondent
Assistant County Counsel, COUNTY OF LOS
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL ANGELES
648 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2713
Email: harrison@counsel.lacounty.gov

msimon@counsel.lacounty.gov
Tel: (213) 974-1811
Fax: (213) 626-7446
Deborah J. Fox Attorneys for
Jenny L. Riggs Defendant and
Matthew B. Nazareth Respondent
Cristina Talley COUNTY OF LOS
Mark Desrosiers ANGELES

01453.0033 20683241 -11-
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mailto:mdesrosiers@meyersnave.com

SERVICE LIST

City of Calabasas v. County of Los Anﬁeles & Los Anfeles Count
Sanitation District No. 2 LASC Case No. 25STCP00642 & Relateti,
Case 25STCP00671

David C. Lee, Esq. Attorneys for Defendant and
Kasia Penn, Esq. Respondent

NOSSAMAN LLP LOS ANGELES COUNTY
50 California Street, 34th Floor SANITATION DISTRICT NO. 2

San Francisco, CA 94111

Emails: dlee@nossaman.com
jlienau@nossaman.com
kpenn@nossaman.com

Marlene Wiman, Legal Assistant
mwiman@nossaman.com

Tel: (415) 398-3600
Fax: (415) 398-2438

Miguel A. Dager, Esq. Attorneys for Defendant and
Los Angeles County Counsel, Respondent in Related Case
500 W Temple St, 6th Floor COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2719
Email: mdager@counsel.lacounty.gov

Tel: (213) 974-8474

Wesley G. Beverlin, Esq. Attorneys for Defendant and
Special Counsel Respondent

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & |[LOS ANGELES COUNTY
SMITH, LLP SANITATION DISTRICT NO. 2

633 West 5th Street, Suite 4000
Los Angeles, CA 90071

Email:
Wesley.Beverlin@lewisbrisbois.com

Telephone: (213) 680-5111
Facsimile: (213) 250-7900
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