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PALMDALE WATER DISTRICT hereby sets forth its objection to the Notice of Taking 

Oral Deposition of Expert Mark Wildermuth and for Production of Documents propounded by 

BOLTHOUSE PROPERTIES, LLC and WM. BOLTHOUSE FARMS, INC. (“Bolthouse”).  For 

the reasons stated herein, Mr. Wildermuth will not be made available for deposition as noticed. 
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OBJECTION TO DEPOSITION 

 California Code of Civil Procedure section 2025.610, subdivision (a), provides that 

“[o]nce any party has taken the deposition of any natural person…neither the party who gave, nor 

any other party who has been served with a deposition notice pursuant to Section 2025.240 may 

take a subsequent deposition of that deponent.”  However, for good cause shown, the court may 

grant leave to allow a subsequent deposition.  (CCP § 2025.610(b).)  Thus, absent a court order 

based on a showing of good cause by the party that desires to take a subsequent deposition of a 

witness who has been previously deposed, that witness cannot be deposed again. 

 Mark Wildermuth testified as an expert witness during Phase 3 of this trial and was 

deposed extensively on an array of matters.  Bolthouse was served with the deposition notice.  

Moreover, Mr. Wildermuth did no work relating to return flows, and has not been designated as 

an expert during Phase 5.  Therefore, as Bolthouse has not obtained leave of court for Mr. 

Wildermuth to be deposed again, he will not be made available for deposition as noticed. 

 

 
Dated: January 7, 2014 
 

LAGERLOF, SENECAL, GOSNEY & KRUSE, 
LLP 

By                                 /s/ 
              THOMAS S. BUNN III 
Attorneys for Palmdale Water District 
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