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of the ultimate owner. It was further brought cut that Cali-
fornia's act (Chapter 7 of the Statutes of 1951) did provide
for the earning of interest on the money impounded, with the
credit going to the impound. However, as the 1951 act was tied
to a then existing stipulation in the case of the United States
v. California, which has expired, it probably would take a new
act of the Legisliature to permit impounding and investments for
earning of interest.

"It seemed to be the conclusion by both the State and the repreisenta-
tives of the Department of the Interior that each side would present
to its respective superior officers a plsn taking into consideration
the above items, and that at a later date a further conference would
be held.”

UPON MOTION DULY MADE AND UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED, IT WAS RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:

THE STATE LANDS COMMISSION AUTRORIZES THE STAZF OF THE COMMISSION, IN CONJUNC-
nwmmmmwmmm'sm,mmnm
THE KRGOTIATIONE WITE REPRESENTATIVES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR LOOK-
mmmsmmsmormmmnmmnmwmmm
mwsmmcmmmmmmmmmmmm
mwm,mmmmncwmmmmmmm
WITHOUT IN ANY WAY DISTURBING THE PRESENT CLAIMS OF CALIPORNIA TO JURISDICTION
OVER SUCH LANDS; REVENUE T0 BE OPTAINED IS 70 EE DIVIDED EQUALLY BETWEEN THE
UNITED STATES AND CALIFGRNIA OR IMPOUNDED FPOR APPROPRIATE DISTRIBUTION AS A
RESULT OF FIRAL ARJUDICATICN OR AR ACT OF COWGHESS.

+9. (AUTHORIZATION FOR EXTRACTIOR OF SAND AND GRAVEL, SAN FRANCISCO BAY AND
VICINITY, DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS - W. C. 2#13, P.R.C. 1822.9.) The following
report was presented to the Commission:

"An application has been received from the Division of Highways
pursuant to Section 101.5 -of the Strrets and Highways Code for
an authorization to remove not to exceed 1,100,000 cubic yards
of material from the Fort Knox and Pregidic Shoal areas of San
Francisco Bay and the Potato Patch Shoal area offshore from San
Francisco for use in freewsy construction in Sen Matec County.
Authorization has been granted by the Commission heretofore,
April 27, 1954 (Minute Item 20, pages 2073-2074) for the removal
by the Division of Highways of a maximum smount of 700,000 cubic
yards of material from the Fort Knox and Preaidio Shoal areas.
No material has been removed under thia authorization. Removal
of sand and gravel from the same area is slso suthorized under
nonexclusive mineral extraction lLease P.R.C. 709.1, issued
Fedbrue™ 1k, 1952 to Construction Aggregates Corporation. No
naterials gave been extracted under this lease to date.

"Section 101.5 of the Streets and Highways Code provides that the
Depertment of ‘Public Works may file for record with the State
lands Division such maps as are necessary t¢ furnish an sccurate
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description of the lands whick are needed as s source of materials
for the comstruction, maintenance or irprovenent of any highway,
and upon such approval of such maps by the State Lands Division,

the lands described therein are reserved for such use by the Depart-
ment of Public Works."

UPON MOTION DULY MADE AND UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED, IT WAS RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:

THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER IS AUTSORIZED TO AFPROVE TER MAP PRESENTED BY THE
DIVISION OF EIGEWAYS PURSUART TO SECTIOR 101.5 CF THE STREETS AND HIGHWAYS
CODE AND 70 AUTHORIZE TH: REMOVAL OF KOT 70 EXCEED 1,100,000 CUBIC YARDS OF
MATERIAL FROM THE FORT KNOX, PRESIDIO AKD POTATO PATCH SHOAL AREAS OF SAN
FRANCISCO BAY AND VICINITY FOR USE IK FREEWAY CONSTRUCTION IN SAN MATEO COUNTY.
THIS AUTHORIZATION IS TO SUPERSEDE THE AUTHORIZATION GRANTED BY THE STATE LANDS
COMMISSION APRIL 27, 1954 (MINUTE ITEM 20, PAGES 2073-20T4).

0 10. (wwmmormxs PARCELS 4, 5 AND 6, CHAPTER 979, STATUIES OF
1955, TULARE COUNTY - GEO.-TULARE 00.) The following report was presented to
the Comiasion:

"On August 15, 1956, pursuant to a request by the Property Acquisi-
tion Division of the Department of Finarce (Minute Item 17, peges
2T76-T7), the Commission authcrized the Executive Officer to advise
the Property Acquisition Division that reservation to the State of
nineral rights was not recommended in the proposed sale of Parcels
k, 5, and 6, Ch. 979/55 because of the absence of any current known
nimml_ vnluc

"On September 24, 1956 the Property Acquisition Division reported
further vith respect to the subject property in part as follows:

'Without in any sense attempting to refute or question the
findings of your staff to the effect that the likeiihood of
mineral develoment in this irmediate area is unlikely, I
should like to request respectfully that you re-examine the
conclusion reached wherein there would be no reservation of
mineral rights in our proposed sale of the surplus three

parcels.

“This request is tased first on the premise that the property
to be retained &d used 'y the State for hospital purposes is
imediately contiguous ) the surplus property. Should it de-
velop at some date that nineral deposits are found to underiie
this general aree, it wouil seem feusible to whipstock the
surplus parcels from a site or sites on the hospital property
without the necessity for disturbing the surface or impairing
the surface use of the surplus parcels. S8econdly, it is my
opinion that the surplius properties, wvhen sold, will not be
depreciated in value if the State elects to retain the nminersl
rights without the right to explore from the surface.'
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