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Ralph B. Kalfayan (SBN 133464)
Phillip E. Stephan (SBN 283818)
KRAUSE KALFAYAN BENINK &
SLAVENS, LLP

550 West C Street, Suite 530

San Diego, CA 92101

Tel: (619) 232-0331

Fax: (619) 232-4019

Class Counsel for the Willis Class

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

ANTELOPE VALLEY GROUNDWATER
CASES

This Pleading Relates to Included Action:
REBECCA LEE WILLIS and DAVID
ESTRADA, on behalf of themselves and all
others similarly situated,

Plaintiffs,

v

LOS ANGELES COUNTY WATERWORKS
DISTRICT NO. 40; CITY OF LANCASTER;
CITY OF PALMDALE; PALMDALE
WATER DISTRICT; LITTLEROCK CREEK
IRRIGATION DISTRICT; PALM RANCH
IRRIGATION DISTRICT; QUARTZ HILL
WATER DISTRICT; ANTELOPE VALLEY
WATER CO.; ROSAMOND COMMUNITY
SERVICE DISTRICT; PHELAN PINON
HILL COMMUNITY SERVICE DISTRICT;
and DOES 1 through 1,000;

Defendants.

RELATED CASE TO JUDICIAL COUNCIL
COORDINATION PROCEEDING NO. 4408

Case No. BC 364553

APPENDIX OF NON-CALIFORNIA
AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF WILLIS
CLASS’ SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL
MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS’ FEES,
REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES, AND
CLASS REPRESENTATIVE INCENTIVE
AWARD

Date:
Time:
Place:

March 21, 2016

1:30 P.M.

San Jose Superior Court
191 North First Street
San Jose, CA 95113

Judge: Hon. Jack Komar

Plaintiff David Estrada and the Willis Class hereby submit this appendix of Non-California

authorities in Support of Plaintif®s Second Supplemental Motion for Attorneys’ Fees,

Reimbursement of Expenses, and Class Representative Incentive Award:

Appendix

JCCP #4408/Case #BC364553
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Non-California Cases

Camacho v. Bridgeport Fin., Inc.,
(Oth Cir 2008) 523 F3A 973 ...ttt e et et e e e se e e an e e saeeenseeenseensenns 1

Davis v. Mason County,
(Oth Cir. 1991) 927 F.2d 1473 ...ttt sttt ettt e e s et s s s s e s e sees 2

Enterprise Energy Corp. v. Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.,
(S.D. Ohio 1991) 137 F.R.D. 240 ....eeeiieeeeeeeeeeeeeete ettt eee e n e see s senas 3

In re Dun & Credit Services Customer Lit.,
(S.D. Ohio 1990) 130 F.R.D. 306.......oooueeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeceeceeeeeeere e aeeenseeeseeeesneeesseeeseeensennsenns 4

Mangold v. California Pub. Util. Comm'n.,

(9 Cir. 1995) 67 F.3A At 1479ttt e e e e et eneeae e e e eneeseennenneesesenn 5
Van Vranken v. Atlantic Richfield Co.,
(N.D. Cal. 1995) 901 F.SUPP.24 ..ottt ettt ae et esss e e aae s ennesenns 6
Dated: January o)., 2016 KRAUSE KALFAYAN BENINK
& SLAVENS LLP
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