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ROSAMOND COMMUNITY SERVICES
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John A, Clarke, Exe
Cutive Q1
By: Debra McCuliough, Dm: or/Clerk

Attorneys for Cross-Complainant LOS ANGELES

COUNTY WATERWORKS DISTRICT NO. 40

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

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 325201,

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, Case Nos.
RIC 353 840, RIC 344 436, RIC 344 668

Judicial Council Coordination No. 4408

Santa Clara Case No. 1-05-CV-049053
Assigned to The Honorable Jack Komar

]| ORDER RE PARTIES’
UEST TO RE-JOIN WILLIS AND
WOOD CLASSES

[PROPOSED] ORDER RE PARTIES’ REQUEST TO RE-JOIN WILLIS AND WOOD CLASSES




O 0 N & v & W N

[ S O S e )
W N = O

LAW OFFICES OF
Yok
H

BEST BEST & KRIEGER LLP
IRVINE, CALIFORNIA 928! 4

5 PARK PLAZA, SUITE 1 500
N N N N [N N N N [N - I — bt =
o0 ~ =)} (V] o w N — [=] O - -} ~ [=)) (¥,

Cross-Complainants have received requests from parties served as individually named
cross-defendants in the above-referenced action, for permission to join the Willis and Wood
classes. These parties originally elected to opt-out of the Willis and Wood classes.

WHEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that:

1. The parties listed on Exhibit “A” attached hereto, shall be granted permission to
re-join the Willis Class.

2. The parties listed on Exhibit “B” attached hereto, shall be granted permission to
re-join the Wood Class.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: _IVNE {(, 941/

zua(ydnorable Jack Komar
ge of the Superior Court
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[PROPOSED] ORDER RE PARTIES’ REQUEST TO RE-JOIN WILLIS AND WOOD CLASSES
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WILLIAM CAMERON, ROE 831

RACHEL MARSH, ROE 1502

PATRICIA SMITH, ROE 1949

DANNY CURRY, ROE 942

JUANITA SUMMERS, ROE 1992

FRANCES MASON, ROE 1522

EDNA BAKER, ROE 713

HAROLD KLUMP, ROE 1347

CLARENCE HYATT, ROE 1257

ELSIE MARTINS, ROE 1516

KATHLENE BRADLEY, ROE 782

LAWRENCE MARTINS, ROE 1517

MONROE BRADLEY, ROE 783

CHRISTINA COLOMBO, ROE 920

AVIS EDWARDS, ROE 1029

JAMES HANLON, ROE 1175

TAN DANG, ROE 955

AGNES PITTMAN, ROE 364

NGAN HOA, ROE 1213 CLARITA GUINTO, ROE 1161
NORTON P RECHT, JR., DOE 34 MASHALLAH AFSHAR, DOE 6
PATRICIA HATHAWAY, ROE 1189 DONALD BURDICK, ROE 806
MAXINE CHRISTIANSEN, ROE 897 DEAN REV LIV TR, ROE 976

MICHAEL KUBIAK, ROE 1361

DORIS RUFF, ROE 1843

[PROPOSED] ORDER RE PARTIES’ REQUEST TO RE-JOIN WILLIS AND WOOD CLASSES




EDWARD RUFF, ROE 1844

[PROPOSED] ORDER RE PARTIES’ REQUEST TO RE-JOIN WILLIS AND WOOD CLASSES
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EXHIBIT “B”

GAIL IRENE BAUMGARTNER TRUST, ROE | RUSSELL FULLER, ROE 1091
2278

ROBERT PIKE, ROE 1745

DONALD AND JANET ANDERSON,
TRUSTEES , ROE 239
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COFFMAN REVOCABLE TRUST, ROE
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[PROPOSED] ORDER RE PARTIES’ REQUEST TO RE-JOIN WILLIS AND WOOD CLASSES
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PROOF OF SERVICE
I, Patricia Alshabazz, declare:

I am a resident of the State of California and over the age of eighteen years, and
not a party to the within action; my business address is Best Best & Krieger LLP, 400 Capitol
Mall, Suite 1650, Sacramento, California 95814. On June 13, 2011, I served the within
document(s):

[PROPOSED] ORDER RE PARTIES’ REQUEST TO RE-JOIN WILLIS AND WOOD
CLASSES

by posting the document(s) listed above to the Santa Clara County Superior Court
website in regard to the Antelope Valley Groundwater matter.

O by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed envelope with postage thereon
fully prepaid, in the United States mail at Irvine, California addressed as set forth
below.

1 by causing personal delivery by ASAP Corporate Services of the document(s)
listed above to the person(s) at the address(es) set forth below.

Cd by personally delivering the document(s) listed above to the person(s) at the
address(es) set forth below.

O I caused such envelope to be delivered via overnight delivery addressed as
indicated on the attached service list. Such envelope was deposited for delivery
by Federal Express following the firm’s ordinary business practices.

I am readily familiar with the firm's practice of collection and processing
correspondence for mailing. Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal
Service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid in the ordinary course of business. I
am aware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation
date or postage meter date is more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

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

Executed on June 13, 2011, at Sacramento, California.
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