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The Goleta Water District ("Water District") alleges as follows:

PARTIES

1. Plaintiff Water District is, and at all times mentioned herein was, a water district

organized under the laws of the State of California pursuant to the County Water District law,

section 30,000 ef seq. of the California Water Code. The District's boundary lines span

approximately 29,000 acres within the County of Santa Barbara, State of California. Plaintiff

Water District was formed by a vote of the people in the District on November 17, 1944.

Plaintiff Water District provides water service to approximately 87,000 residents in Santa

Barbara County.

2. Defendant Slippery Rock Ranch, LLC ("Slippery Rock") is a Limited Liability

Company formed under the laws of the State of California. Slippery Rock owns property within

the County of Santa Barbara, State of California. Slippery Rock claims some right, title, or

interest to water that is adverse to the right, title, or interest of Plaintiff Water District.

3. Venue and jurisdiction are proper in this court as Slippery Rock owns property

within the County of Santa Barbara, State of California; and the property, acts and events

giving rise to the claims set forth herein occur in the County of Santa Barbara, State of

California.

4. Plaintiff Water District is informed and believes and thereon alleges that

Defendant Does 1 through 20 claim some right, title, or interest to water that is adverse to the

right, title, or interest of Plaintiff Water District. Plaintiff Water District is unaware of the true

names and identities of Does 1 through 20 and therefore sues them by such fictitious names

and will amend this pleading to reflect their true identities and capacities when they are

asceftained.

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

5. Plaintiff Water District is the rightful owner of water rights within the Goleta

Groundwater Basin (the "Goleta Basin").
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6. All rights to water within the Goleta Basin were adjudicated pursuant to the

court's judgment in Martha H. Wright, et al. v. Goleta Water District, et al., 1989, Amended

Judgment, Superior Court of Santa Barbara County Case No. SM 57969 ("Wright Judgment".)

7. The Wright Judgment grants Plaintiff Water District appropriative water rights to

extract water from the Goleta Basin, plus any temporary surplus. ln addition, the Wright

Judgment grants Plaintiff Water District with rights to store water in the Goleta Basin.

B. The Wright Judgment ruled that the water supply in the Goleta Basin is fully

subscribed, with no surplus appropriative water supplies available.

g. The Wright Judgment determined that the Goleta Basin was in a condition of

,,overdraft," i.e, the condition which exists when ihe total extractions from a groundwater basin

exceed the amount that can be extracted annually without resulting in an irreparable depletion

of the water supply.

10. To address the condition of overdraft, the Wright Judgment implemented a

physical solution to manage water resources in the Goleta Basin and to achieve hydrologic

balance.

i1, As part of this physical solution, the court implemented a management plan

which, among other things, requires Plaintiff Water District to submit annual water

management plans and status reports to the Court with the objective of bringing the Goleta

Basin into hydrologic balance, which objective was achieved in 1998.

j2. The court retained continuing jurisdiction to monitor and enforce its judgment.

Among other things, the court's continuing jurisdiction includes the power to adjudicate any

further dispute between the parties or others properly before the court concerning their rights

and obligations arising out of and to the Wright Judgment; and to issue such orders as are

necessary and proper to enforce the Judgment, including orders to ensure that the Goleta

Basin remains in hydrological balance with the overdraft eliminated'

j3. The Defendants own Slippery Rock Ranch. Slippery Rock Ranch is a private

ranch within the Goleta Valley foothills area of the County of Santa Barbara. Slippery Rock

Ranch is located in the northern section of the Goleta Basin watershed.
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14. Slippery Rock Ranch overlays a fractured bedrock area which contains water

supplies which are tributary to and within the watershed of the Goleta Basin ("Bedrock Area").

The Bedrock Area is part of the watershed feeding the Goleta Basin. There is a natural

hydrologic connection between the Bedrock Area and the Goleta Basin, both through stream

flow recharge and direct bedrock recharge.

15. Because all water rights in the Goleta Basin are fully subscribed and adjudicated

by the Wright Judgment, and because the Bedrock Area and the Goleta Basin are paft of an

interconnected, dependent and common water supply, there are no surplus waters available

for appropriation or export from the Bedrock Area to areas outside of the Goleta Basin

watershed.

16. Appropriating and exporting water from the Bedrock Area would iherefore cause

material, irreparable injury to Plaintiff Water District and its customers in contravention of the

water rights adjudicated and the physical solution established under the Wright Judgment.

17 . Defendants notified Plaintiff Water District that Defendants intend to appropriate

and export water from the Bedrock Area for private, commercial sale to multiple locations,

including areas outside of the Goleta Basin watershed.

18. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendants have

pumped water from the Bedrock Area, which water was then transported by truck for private

commercial sale.

1g. Defendants' appropriation and exportation of water from the Bedrock Area will

reduce the amount of water available for Plaintiff and its customers, causing material

irreparable injury to plaintiff, in contravention of Plaintiff's adjudicated water rights under the

Wright Judgment.

20. Defendants' appropriation and exportation of water from the Bedrock Area will

adversely affect the court's physical solution and management plan to keep the Goleta Basin

in hydrologic balance by reducing stream flow, spring flows, groundwater recharge and

storage, and drawing down the water table.
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21. Defendants are unlawfully seeking to exploit public water resources for private

gain.

22. The harm caused by Defendants' unauthorized water appropriation for private

profit is magnified by prolonged drought conditions, and the critical need of this water for use

by Plaintiff Water District for the regional benefit of 87,000 residents.

23. Plaintiff Water District requests declaratory relief as to Plaintiff Water District's

prior and superior adjudicated rights to appropriate from and store water in the Goleta Basin

watershed, including a declaration that Defendants are without right to appropriate, export or

otherwise divert water from the Bedrock Area and the Goleta Basin watershed.

24. Plaintiff Water District further requests an injunction prohibiting Defendants from

appropriating, exporting, or othenryise diverting water from the Bedrock Area or the Goleta

Basin watershed.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

DECLARATORY RELIEF AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

25. Plaintiff Water District realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations of

paragraphs 1 through24 above.

2G. An actual and present controversy has arisen and now exists between Plaintiff

Water District and Defendants concerning their respective rights to water.

27 . Plaintiff Water District contends that it has prior and superior adjudicated rights to

the reasonable and beneficial use of water from the Goleta Basin,

28. Plaintiff's water rights were adjudicated by the court under the Wright Judgment,

and plaintiff Water District has reasonably and beneficially used water from the Goleta Basin

ever since.

Zg. Pursuant to the Wright Judgment, Plaintiff Water District possesses appropriative

water rights to extract water from the Goleta Basin, as well as rights to store water in the

Goleta Basin.

30. Plaintiff Water District informed Defendants that their actual and threatened

unauthorized diversions from the Bedrock Area are unlawful and subordinate to Plaintiff's prior

4
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and superior adjudicated water rights. Defendants dispute the contentions of Plaintiff Water

District; and Defendants continue their threatened unlawful, subordinate and unauthorized

diversions.

3'1 . Plaintiff Water District desires and is entitled to a judicial declaration of its prior

and superior adjudicated water rights, and of the unlawful and subordinate nature of

Defendants' water right claims. Such declaratory relief is necessary and appropriate at this

time.

32. Plaintiff Water District is informed and believes and thereon alleges that

Defendants have pumped water from the Bedrock Area, which water was then transported by

truck for private commercial sale.

33. Defendants have stated their intent to appropriate and export additional water

from the Bedrock Area for private, commercial sale in violation of Plaintiff's prior and superior

adjudicated water rights, in contravention of the Wright Judgment and its physical solution'

34. A declaration of Plaintiff's superior water rights is therefore necessary to protect

Plaintiff Water District from this continuing unlawful infringement and injury; and to protect

87,000 residents and the Santa Barbara region from the exploitation of public water resources

for private gain during a time of drought.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

35. Plaintiff Water District realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations of

paragraphs 1 through 34 above.

36. Plaintiff Water District is informed and believes and thereon alleges that

Defendants claim the right to use water from the Bedrock Area'

37. Plaintiff Water District is informed and believes and thereon alleges that

Defendants claim the right to use water from the Bedrock Area for private commercial gain

without regard to the adjudicated water rights of Plaintiff, and without regard to the Wright

Judgment's physical solution and management plan to keep the Goleta Basin in hydrologic

balance.
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38. Plaintiff Water District is informed and believes and thereon alleges that

Defendants have pumped water from the Bedrock Area, which water was then transported by

truck for private commercial sale.

39. Defendants have stated their intent to appropriate and export additional water

from the Bedrock Area in violation of Plaintiff's prior and superior adjudicated water rights, in

contravention of the Wright Judgment and its physical solution.

40. Plaintiff Water District is informed and believes and thereon alleges that

Defendants' unlawful appropriation and exporl of water from the Bedrock Area will cause

material, irreparable injury to water resources in the Goleta Basin by reducing stream flow,

spring flows, groundwater recharge and storage, and drawing down the water table.

41. Plaintiff Water District has demanded that Defendants stop their unlawful,

subordinate and unauthorized water diversions. Defendants, and each of them, have refused

and still refuse to discontinue their threatened unlawful, unauthorized and injurious water right

diversions.

42. Plaintiff Water District has no adequate remedy at law for the injuries currently

being suffered, and to be suf[ered in the future, as a result of Defendants'threatened unlawful

water diversions.

43. lt will be impossible for Plaintiff Water District to determine the precise amount of

damage that it will suffer if Defendants' conduct is not restrained by order of this Court, and

Plaintiff Water District will be forced to institute a multiplicity of suits to obtain adequate

compensation.

44. Unless restrained by order of this Court, Defendants will continue to unlawfully

divert water, thereby causing irreparable damage and injury to Plaintiff; the Goleta Basin

watershed; and the 87,000 residents that rely on the Goleta Basin and Plaintiff Water District

for their water supply.

45. ln order to prevent irreparable injury, it is necessary and appropriate that the

Court enjoin Defendants from further unauthorized use and diversion of water from the

Bedrock Area and the Goleta Basin watershed, in contravention of the Wright Judgment and
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Plaintiff's adjudicated water rights; and to protect the sustainability of water resources within

Santa Barbara County from the exploitation of public water resources for private gain,

particularly during a drought.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Wherefore, Plaintiff Water District prays for judgment as follows:

1. For a declaration of Plaintiff Water District's prior and superior rights to

appropriate from and store water in the Goleta Basin watershed;

2. For a declaration that Defendants cannot appropriate or export water from the

Bedrock Area or the Goleta Basin watershed;

3. For a preliminary and permanent injunction prohibiting Defendants from

appropriating, exporling, or otherwise diverting water from the Bedrock Area or the Goleta

Basin watershed;

4. For such monetary relief as the Court deems appropriate, whether in the form of

damages, restitution, or contribution;

5. For prejudgment interest;

6. For attorneys' fees, expert witness fees, and costs incurred in this action; and,

7. For such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper.

Dated: February \2- ,2015 NOSSAMAN LLP
Frederic A. Fudacz
Alfred E, Smith

\\
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Frederic A. Fudacz
Attorneys for Plaintiff, GOLETA WATER
DISTRICT
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