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Deax Rich:

The Office of the County Counsel represents the County of Los Angeles.

We also represent Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 40, which is a

separate and distinct legal entity from the County. The County is not party in the

Adjudication; the District is. ,

We have received and reviewed Bolthouse Properties and Bolthouse

Farms' notice of taking the deposition of the person most knowledgeable of the

County of Los Angeles and the corresponding demand for production of

documents. The Office of the County Counsel demands that your clients

immediately withdraw the notice/production demand and take the deposition off

calendar. The notice/production demand suffers from fatal problems including,

without limitation, the following.

First, the notice/production demand fails to comply with the various

statutory requirements which must be met in order to depose a County witness

and obtain County business records in an action in which the County is not a

party.

Second, Adam Ariki's deposition went forward last week pursuant to a

notice of taking deposition posted on the case website by Mr. McLachlan. You

did not attend. During the deposition, Adam was asked a number of questions

pertaining to categories identified in your clients' deposition notice. We will not

present Adam for further deposition testimony absent a court order. Your attempt
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to depose my client for a second time is not well taken and appears to be an
attempt to harass Adam and District 40 counsel.

Third, the deposition notice and production demands seek discovery
regarding a number of factual areas that are outside of the scope of the next phase
of trial and fail to comply with the requirements set forth in Judge. Komar's
discovery orders. The majority of categories and demands are objectionable. The
County of Los Angeles is not public water supplier and therefore, most of the
categories/demands are completely irrelevant and inapplicable. The
categories/demands seek discovery of information which is 1) not calculated to
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, 2) irrelevant, 3) protected by the
attorney client and attorney work product privileges, 4) the legislative deliberative
privilege, and 5) the subject of expert discovery. Further, the categories/demands
are vague, ambiguous, and unintelligible.

If your clients refuse to withdraw the notice and take the deposition off
calendar immediately, we will set a meet and confer with Judge Komar with
respect to a motion seeking a protective order and an order imposing monetary
sanctions and a contempt order against you for abuse of the Discovery Act and
failure to comply with Judge Komar's discovery orders. I sincerely hope this will
not be necessary.

Very truly yours,

JOHN F. KRATTLI
County Counsel
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