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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

 
 
Coordination Proceeding 
Special Title (Rule 1550(b)) 
 
 
ANTELOPE VALLEY GROUNDWATER CASES 
 
Included Actions: 
 
Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 40 v. 
Diamond Farming Co., Superior Court of California, 
County of Los Angeles, Case No. BC 325 201 
 
Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 40 v. 
Diamond Farming Co., Superior Court of California, 
County of Kern, Case No. S-1500-CV-254-348 
 
Wm. Bolthouse Farms, Inc. v. City of Lancaster 
Diamond Farming Co. v. City of Lancaster 
Diamond Farming Co. v. Palmdale Water Dist. 
Superior Court of California, County of Riverside, 
consolidated actions, Case Nos. 
RIC 353 840, RIC 344 436, RIC 344 668 
 
Willis v. Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 
40, Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles, 
Case No. BC 364 553 
 
Wood v. Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 
40, Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles, 
Case No. BC 391869 
 
Wood v. A.V. Materials, Inc., et al., Superior Court of 
California, County of Los Angeles, Case No. BC 509546 
 
Wood v. County of Los Angeles, Superior Court of 
California, County of Los Angeles, Case No. BS 143790  
 
Little Rock Sand and Gravel, Inc., Superior Court of 
California, County of Los Angeles, Case No. MC026932 
[Add-On Petition Pending] 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
Judicial Council Coordination 
Proceeding No. 4408 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
For Court’s Use Only: 
Santa Clara County Case No.  
2005-1-CV-049053  
(for E-Posting/E-Service Purposes 
Only) 

 
 

 

 
Date/Time:  Thursday, October 12, 2023 (no time)   
 
Location: N/A      Superior Court of California 
        County of Los Angeles 
 



 
Antelope Valley Groundwater Cases (JCCP 4408) 
Los Angeles County Superior Court, Case No. BC 325 201 
October 12, 2023 / Hon. Jack Komar, Ret. 
 
F:\Komar\Antelope Valley\2023-10-12 Minute Order MO.doc 

2 

Present: Hon. Jack Komar, Judge    , Clerks (SC) 
   , Reporter     , Deputy Sheriff 
   
    
 
MINUTE ORDER:   
   
 
The Motion by Craig Van Dam to Approve Transfer of Water Rights to Craig Van Dam, previously set 
for an evidentiary hearing on December 4-6, 2023 (9am start time) has been taken off calendar by the 
Court, pursuant to the attached request from Attorney Richard Marcus. 

 
 
For questions, please contact Rowena Walker at rwalker@scscourt.org.  



Craig Van Dam motion to approve transfer of water rights 2005-1-CV-049053

Richard Marcus <richard@attorneyrichardmarcus.com>
Fri 10/6/2023 10:49 AM

To:Rowena Walker <RWalker@scscourt.org>
Cc:Craig A. Parton <Cparton@ppplaw.com>;rsaperstein@bhfs.com
<RSaperstein@bhfs.com>;tombunn@lagerlof.com <tombunn@lagerlof.com>;cgoodman@ppplaw.com
<cgoodman@ppplaw.com>

[EXTERNAL EMAIL] DO NOT CLICK links or attachments unless you recognize the sender.

Dear Ms. Walker:
 
Due to personal reasons, my client is unable to proceed with the mo�on/eviden�ary hearing to approve transfer
of water rights, presently set for hearing on December 4, 5 & 6th, 2023.  I am therefore reques�ng by this email
that the mo�on be withdrawn and the hearing dates be vacated.  
 
Should something more formal be required in order to take the mo�on and hearing dates off calendar, please let
me know.  Thank you for your kind a�en�on.
 
Richard A. Marcus, Esq.
 
 
This e-mail message contains informa�on that may be confiden�al and privileged.  Unless you are the addressee
or authorized to receive messages for the addressee, you may not use, copy, or disclose this message or any
informa�on contained in it to anyone.  If you have received this message in error, please advise the sender by
reply e-mail and delete this message. 
 
Please be advised that emails many not be reviewed on a regular and frequent basis.  If you do not receive a
�mely response to a sent email, please contact us by phone or other means to ensure receipt of your email. 
There shall be no inference that your email has been seen within any proximity to its transmi�al.  In accordance
with CCP sec�ons 1013(e) & 1010.6(a)(2)(A)(ii) and CRC, Rule 2.231(b), emails are not sufficient for ex parte
no�ce.
 
Nothing in this message should be interpreted as a digital or electronic signature that can be used to authen�cate
a contract or other legal document.  Thank you.
 
PLEASE NOTE THAT WE HAVE MOVED TO SUITE 205:
 
Richard A. Marcus, Esq.
Law Offices of Richard A. Marcus
28494 Wes�nghouse Place, Suite 205
Valencia, CA 91355
(661) 257-8877
Fax: (661) 775-9423
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