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DAVID P. HUBBARD, ESQ./State Bar No. 148660

LAW OFFICES OF DAVID P. HUBBARD
960 Canterbury Place, Suite 220

Escondido, California
(760) 432-9917 / FAX: (760) 743-9926

Attorney for Real Party in Interest
California Off-Road Vehicle Association

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

ECOLOGIC PARTNERS, INC., a non-profit
California corporation;

SAN DIEGO OFF-ROAD COALITION, a
California non-profit corporation;
CALIFORNIA OFF-ROAD VEHICLE
ASSOCIATION, a California non-profit
corporation;

AMERICAN SAND ASSOCIATION, a
California non-profit corporation;
OFF-ROAD BUSINESS ASSOCIATION, a
California non-profit corporation; and
AMERICAN MOTORCYCLISTS
ASSOCIATION DISTRICT 37.

Petitioners/Plaintiff,
Vs.

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PARKS
AND RECREATION, a state agency;
CALIFORNIA COMMISSION FOR OFF-
HIGHWAY MOTOR VEHICLE
RECREATION, a state commission; and
DOES 1 through 100, inclusive.

Respondents/Defendants.

ROES 1 through 100, inclusive

Real Parties in Interest
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CASENO:  07CS00077

CORVA’S OPPOSITION TO CBD’S EX
PARTE APPLICATION FOR
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER
Date: January 26, 2007

Time: 11:00 a.m.

Judge: Hon. Gail Ohanesian

Action Filed: January 19, 2007

CORVA’S OPPOSITION TO TRO APPLICATION
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I NO CORVA EVENT TOOK PLACE ON STATE PARKS LAND

Okay. First things first. The Center for Biological Diversity (“CBD”) has alleged that the
California Off-Road Vehicle Association (“CORVA”) held an off-highway vehicle (OHV) event
last weekend (January 20-21) on public lands owned by the California Department of Parks and
Recreation (“‘State Parks”), despite CORVA’s earlier representations to this Court that the planned
event would be cancelled and would not take place. In other words, CBD is claiming that CORVA
misled the Court — a very serious charge.

But here’s the good news. CBD is flat wrong. The evidence that CBD has submitted in
support of its allegation is weak and easily rebutted by the declarations of the CORVA members
who were at the non-event and helped to dismantle it per the instructions of CORVA’s attorney.'
This brief will discuss those CORVA declarations in just a moment. First, though, CORVA would
direct the Court’s attention to page 7 of CBD’s opening memorandum of points and authorities. At
lines 6—38, CBD indicates that it was unable to determine if any of CORVA’s activities actually
took place on State Parks land.

What? Come again.

Let’s get this straight. CBD has asserted that CORVA misled the Court, has refused to
dismiss CORVA from the lawsuit as promised at the hearing on January 19, 2007, and has hauled
CORVA back into to Court for alleged violations of law, only to admit that it (CBD) has no
definitive evidence that CORVA was on public land or otherwise breached its pledge to the Court.

This is abusive. This is harassment.

For the benefit of the Court, CORVA will attempt to end this trial by innuendo. Here are
the facts:

On Friday, January 19, 2007, at approximately 2:15 p.m., CORVA’s legal counsel, David
Hubbard, contacted CORVA Legal Liaison Ed Waldheim and recommended to him that CORVA
cancel its planned “Truckhaven Challenge,” which was scheduled to commence the following

morning. (Waldheim Dec., at 4.) Mr. Waldheim agreed with this recommendation and authorized

" Attached to this brief are the declarations of Ed Waldheim, Vincent Barbarino, Ed Stovin, John Stewart, and Geoff
Teare.
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