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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 oEKem, 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. 

Judicial Council Coordination No. 4408 

CLASS ACTION 

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

[Code Civ. Proc., 5 3821 

ORDER GRANTING AN 
OPEN EXTENSION OF TIME FOR 
PARTIES TO RESPOND TO ALL CROSS- 
COMPLAINTS 

I lPROPOSEDl ORDER 





The c o d  hereby grants an open extension of time For all parties to respond to the First- 

Amended Cross-Complaint by the Public Water Supplieas on the grounds that perlies may be 

eligibte for inclusion within a potential dass of propwty owners to be ~~d by the Court on 

August 20,2007. Until further ordered by the Court, no pa9tynee.d answer or othenvise respond 

to the First-Amended Cross-Complaint. 

SO ORDERED. 






