

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
	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 of Kern, Case No. S-1500-CV-234348; Wm. Bolthouse Farms, Inc. v. City of Lancaster Diamond Farming Co. v. City of Lancaster v. Palmdale Water District, Superior Court of California, County of Riverside, consolidated actions, Case Nos. RIC 353840, 

RIC 344436, RIC 344668; AND
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)
	Judicial Council Coordination 

Proceeding No. 4408
[Assigned for All Purposes to the 

Honorable Jack Komar]
FIRST AMENDED CROSS-COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY RELIEF




The parties allege as follows:


1.
There exists within Los Angeles and Kern Counties a groundwater basin known generally as the “Antelope Valley Groundwater Basin” and hereinafter as “Basin.”  Approximate boundaries of the Basin are shown on the map attached as Exhibit “A” and are legally described on Exhibit “B”, both of which are incorporated by this reference.  


2.
The parties to this action are persons who use water from the Antelope Valley Groundwater Basin or who claim the right to use water from the Basin for reasonable, beneficial purposes. 

3.
The true names and capacities of Does 1 through 10,000, inclusive, are unknown at this time pursuant to Section 474 of the California Code of Civil Procedures.  With permission of the court, this Cross-Complaint will be amended when the true names and capacities of such cross-defendants are ascertained.

4.
Some parties who use water from the Basin have an interest in the management of the basin but do not wish to assert a water rights claim.  Such persons have a common interest which is best represented as a class.  For convenience, such a party will be referred to as a “class-party.”


5.
The Basin is a common source of supply for over 100,000 persons and water from the Basin can serve over 940 square miles of land overlying the Basin.  

6.
An actual controversy exists as to:


(a)
The location of natural channel of watercourses tributary to the Basin;



(b)
Whether the waters of the Basin are adequate to satisfy the needs of persons and property entitled to the use of such waters;



(c)
Whether a physical solution should be devised to manage the waters of the Basin to maximize reasonable beneficial uses and to reduce or eliminate adverse consequences of pumping practices; and



(d)
The right to pump water from the Basin.


7.
Cross-complainant alleges:


(a)
The right to pump water from the Basin;



(b)
The court should devise a program to manage the Basin because the waters of the Basin are or are becoming inadequate to satisfy demands for reasonable and beneficial uses and to reduce or eliminate adverse consequences of pumping practices; and


(c)
The court should adjudicate the diverse claims of persons claiming the right to use waters of the Basin.


8.
Monetary remedies are not adequate to ensure the Basin will satisfy reasonable, beneficial uses and eliminate or reduce the adverse consequences of pumping practices.  Injunctive relief is necessary to ensure reasonable, beneficial uses are satisfied and to eliminate or reduce the adverse consequences of pumping practices, and to avoid irreparable injury to the Basin.


WHEREFORE, the parties pray for the court to enter an order:


1.
Determining which parties wish to present a water rights claim and which parties should be part of a class of parties interested only in the management of the Basin;


2.
Determining the rights of parties in and to waters of the Antelope Valley Groundwater Basin;


3.
Determining the location of natural water course tributary to the Basin;


4.
Imposing a physical solution to manage the Basin in a way which maximizes the reasonable and beneficial uses of the waters of the Basin and minimizes or eliminates adverse impacts which result from pumping;

4.
Retaining jurisdiction to administer and enforce the physical solution; and


5.
For such other and further relief as the court deems appropriate.

DATED: 
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