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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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"In addition, the Property Acquisition Division reported in pert
on October 19, 1956 as follows:

'We realize the amount of investigatiorn and research neces-
sary as a foundation for your recommendation, and have no
quarrel with your decision. However, sines the recoumenda-
tion was received the matter has heen given careful study
here, especially taking into consideration the large nolding
retained for Lhospital use imnediately adjaczent to the surplus

parcels.

'The consensus is that it would dbe desiradble to retain the min-
eral rights, and it is therefore our request, in which the
Director of Finabce joins, that we have the approval of the
State Jands Commission for the inclusion of a provision reser-
ving nineral rights to the State when conveying these proper-
ties."

"Under Section 640k, Public Resources Code, any State agency that
sells any of the lands listed in {Jection 6403, Public Resources Code,
(e.g., land acquired by the State for pudblic use) may, vith the ap-
provnlorthe State lLands Commissicu, reserve to the State any or all
0il, gas, oil shale, coal, phosphate, gold, silver, or other mineral
deposits therein. It appears that the bases under which the Pro-
perty Acquisition Division desires to retein the mineral righte in
the subject land involve considerations beyord the scope authoriged
for recomnendation by the staff of the Btate lLanis Division. The
origiial recommendation to the Commission for approval of the non-
reservation of the mineral interests in the subject land waz based
on the sole consideration under the cognizance of the State Lands
Division that record review and field inspection showed no evidence
of any current known mineral value.™

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

THE COMMISSION CORSIDBKS THE REQUEST OF THE PROPERTY ACQUISITION DIVISION
OF THE DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE AND THE DIRECTOR OF FINAMCE THAT THE COMMISSION
RESCIND THE ACTION OF AUGUST 15, 1956 RELATIVE TO THE AFPROVAL OF THE NOM-
FESERVATION TO THE STATE OF THE MIRERAL RIGHTS IN THE SALE OF PARCELS &4, 5
ARD 6, CEAPTER 975, STATUTES OF 1955, TULARE COUNTY, AND FURTHER, APPROVES
mammmmmmmmmmmé&oham PUBLIC RESOURCES
mwmmmmmmwmh 5 AND 6, CHAP'MQ?%
STATU™ES OF 1955, TULARB COURTY.

111, (CONSIDERATION OF SUBSITENCE COST PROJECTS, LONG BEACE - W. 0. 10,009;
¥W. 0. 10,010.) The following report was presented to the Comdssion:

"On August 15, 1956 (Minute Item 4, pages 2753-2760) the Coomis-
sion spproved the costs proposed to be expended by the City of
iong Beach, inciuwding subeidence remedial work for the dalance
cf the fiescal yeaxr under two projects, W. 0. 10,003 'Subsidence
Meintensence ' and W. 0. 10,00k ‘Subsidence Studies*®, and on
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