
 
 
 

 

 
November 27, 2012 
 
Scott R. Lane, Esq. 
Monteleone & McCrory, LLP 
725 South Figueroa Street, Suite 3200 
Los Angeles, CA  90017-5446 
 
 
Dear Mr. Lane: 
  
The Advisory Team has reviewed your letter of November 21, 2012, identifying supplemental 
objections to the hearing procedures.  The “new information” that you submit as basis for 
renewing your objection is that the Water Board has indicated that it cannot fully respond to your 
Public Records Act (PRA) request until December 7, 2012.  I do not believe that this  
December 7 date for the material you requested in your PRA in any way prejudices your ability 
to provide a defense for your client nor violates your client’s due process rights.  According to 
the hearing procedures sent out previously, the Prosecution Team was already under obligation 
to provide to you their evidence to support the allegations in their October 26, 2012 complaint by 
December 3, 2012.  As previously described, we believe that this is sufficient time in which to 
prepare your defense, particularly because the complaint issued to your client October 26, 2012 
contains all of the basis for the civil liability.  In addition, many of the documents identified as the 
Prosecution Team’s basis for the complaint are available online, if your client does not already 
have copies of them. 
 
 
 
PATTY Z. KOUYOUMDJIAN 
Executive Officer 
 
 
c/ec: Kimberly Niemeyer, Staff Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board 
 Lauri Kemper, AEO, Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board 
 Anna Kathryn Benedict, Staff Counsel, State Water Resources Control Board 
 Bill Moller, Arimol Group, Inc. 
 Interested Persons  
 
 
Enclosure: Arimol’s Supplemental Objections to Hearing Procedures 
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