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. wsois weso som spo

,vaEtin& of Mavch tna Qﬁthqv Are ﬁh&re any Gorreqtions or
\Jadditiona? If not ,'%,_ , R \ RAE U

’1 would llke to eall aLtention.of the Commlsplon to the fact

© ® N ® O A W N B

 that‘two billa afﬂe@ting the_Lands Commi63lon, SenabesBi11~,
ature and they areiBoth; I,be;ieve,‘departmental bilisfo£.1 
gend to the GoVernor Loday ¢etters, as Chairman of the Comu
‘ mlssion, recommending approval uf the blll&. The Commissxom

‘has previously passed on the bllls, I Lake 1@, and approved

'theLr submlﬁtal to the Leglslatureeg

(Handing letters to Mrs., McCrackin, State Lands Division

- 8lx now on the Governort!s desk and the same six were author-

MR, IEVIT: The meebing of the uanas commission wlll

ﬁleaae come ta'dr@ v We have for approval m¢nutes oft the

© MR. HORTIG: Nb staff correetlonu.ff S h
MR‘ LEVlT‘ If not, bhey Will be approved as submitfedg '\

If might depart fﬂom~the agenda for Jusﬁ a minube,

382 and Senabte Bill 385, are on the Governorts desk for sig-

the Oommissioh; and[unless thefe is bbjéction;kivprbpose to”_p

MR, HORTIG: The Commission subhorized the introduo- |
tlion of bhese specific b¢11s, these departmental blllS. ~~, I
MR. LEVIT: Al%\rlght. If there 1s no objection If11 §.
send these,to the Governor. Would yoﬁ give thesge tb ny

secretary and ask that she send them down to the Governor?

Secretary)

MR. HORTIG: I might mentlion thege are a series of

1zed by the Commission previously. ALl have passed in the

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE: STATE OF CALIFORNIA




e iLegg:: matum. S i
2l mm. L‘EVIH?.- The f:wst :L‘oem on uhe agenda is the
'if$f matth of the Beng Baaoh baundary ieverminatjone_ Ohap*er ol
fffé“ OOO of the Statuﬁes of i957 & a very shorb ehapber and ha§?1 5V
fiwsb‘one seationgthat reads aa fallawa« f; ‘w“ . “f;\’ .
gl ow The State Lanws ﬁommission ahall determinﬁ
T  ?iQ ‘ ’the bound@r;es of the tida and ﬂubmerged 1andsi ﬁ:;
 f8 . _ “conveyed,in trust tc the Oity of Long Beach by
 ;9f “ chapter 676 ptatutes of 1911, Chapter 102,;~
10 ‘ Statunes of 1925, and Chapuer 158 Statutes of |
Vil ﬁ' l935 The commisszon shall suﬁVﬁy, monumenb,
2| ;and plat the boundaries of such 1ands4 -
13| ST The cammission may brﬁng any acﬁions nec«’
"141; .“f:ﬁssary ﬁo determine such,bouﬁdaries,‘and for |
15 | "fthab purpome may employ upe01a‘ eounsel¢, |
18 The commission shall report to the iegms~ ‘ i
17| vlature rot 1ater than February 15, 1958, its «ﬁ‘ ’~y'k~ ~ §
‘18  ',progr@ss in,carrying out the purposes of-thls e
19 met.,t SR e | |
20 yand there follcws a paragraph making an appropriation of 3
_21 $b0,000 for the purpose of the act | %
22 o The Commission did peport to the Legislature in i
25 | February 1958 that the mabtter had‘been,referred to the
i zéy.ﬂttorney General and thatgit~was under study. The Attorney
25 General hag been worklng on thls problem and has enployed
26 private counsel to asslst in the work, a8 permitted by bthe
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‘ &0@; and I would like to sbata at thms time that preliminaw~ i;Ff
_aaly to reporting to the Gommis J.cmJ as Will be done todaf e
"and as has been done by lwbter# chat T Wil¢ read in a few
)-momants,rby the Attorney Gemewal - at the requesh of the T
.;Actorney General the membevs of tho Gommﬂﬁslon have met on |

~‘bwo occasions with the staff of the ﬂttorney General and the5¢,

 'Attorney General hmmself.;¢_, xf%

The purp05u of theae meetings was to consult with ﬁhe

ﬂuﬁttorney ueneral, thax 13 for the Gommissxoners uO eonsult e
 with the Attorney General, in a. matter involving an attorneyQ'» :
’cllent relationship, and these meetings were not o:ficial
;;meetlngs of tne Commlssion in the sense that they were meetu;'
| 1ng¢ at wnich any acbion was taken or should be taken by

Comm1ssaon~as such,

}COmmlssioners With the ﬂttorney Generax at hms request to _'7”“””"

ulscuss matn rs that had been\deVeloped by the Attorney

'V:General and ‘which he wished to report on and adese on 1n az?”

1conﬂﬁent1a1 way to the Cmmm1381oners.

The basns, of course, for such conferenmes Was thaﬁ f

since litigation may ensue in oonnectlon Wlth these mattars  ~¥~7f

on which the Attorney General is working, that unless such,v7

y"meetinQS'could be held, 1nformation would have tOtbe‘made ‘

publle that might be detrimental to the 1nterestg of the
State becauge of the fact that the Attorney General as the

attorney for the Commission has to make full disolosuve tQ

the me.bers of the Commissiori.

DIVIBION OF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCSEDURE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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New, wriﬁ@en repcrts .- campleti wrmbt@n reporﬁs «m‘[ ““ *£
‘ﬂvhave been made by the private cwunsel employed, the £irm of } .
;ﬂOrrick, Dahlquiszi Herringhon and Sutaiiffe of &an Francisoa.; ff
ﬁ‘The Oomm;ssloners have recelved a anpy of the reporﬁ of. thaf in"ﬂ
} fiwm daﬁed.ﬁpril 21, 1939 to he ﬁttorney G@neval, and the vy;
‘*Atﬁornwv General. has prepared and tranﬁmib ed to edrh of""’

-% the Oommissioners a memorandum report aetting &orth the ’¥¥~.“f€*
Vdetalled 1nvestigatxon made and concluslons reached by fhe |
~kAbtorney Genera¢ undar date of 24 aprll. These two ﬁepcrﬁsﬁfﬁ°*
Were submltued to the Commi<81onero accompanied by e 1etter
ffdated Aprml EMth which I W¢ll now read.»‘Thls 1s a letter
V;addressed to me and I believe copies of the letter were sent?'f

 to ﬁhe other Commi631oners"

”Dear qu Levit

- ﬂt the dirﬂculon o ﬁﬁtofhéy GeneraI'Mésk

5 we are enclosmng hhrewith copies of the final ¥ ;[g,A~

"report of the 1aw flrm of Orrmck Dahlquis»,' T
Herrington’and sutolifze and_Lhe staff eval.a-

‘ tion df the Long’Beach;bgundary problem prepared
by the office of the Attorney General. It is
impérative that these documents be kept confiden-
Vtial»to preaiude?any.préjudiceto the'interests
of the State in future‘legal'proceedings relating |
to these matters. | - |

Very truly yours,

Stanley Mosk, Attorney General
by Jav L. ShaVPlson
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NOWa on bhe pame &ay the Ab orney Generam wrote me ;5 ;

‘ a 1etter; as Ohairman of ﬁhe Commls&ion, With aop;e@ to

R I
et

o3

P
S © o

’ ” j“ﬁa“ L@ng B@aah Baundary Frmblem '¢
‘f”bear Nr. ﬁevitﬁ

3 Ghaptev 2000, statutas of 1957, 'Lhorough legal

= =
AR o

L

vGity.

e
QA

.?1 these stud as we have concluded that the State

T B A RR TR
I o

: :had 1it1g1ble righb§ aga¢ns+ the C¢ty of Lonv'

| the Qbher 00mm¢ss¢oners, thch ﬂeads aa follows* e

Both §rLor to and pursuant to th@ terms af

and f&btﬂal studies have been conducted to deter-.““*°'
.minp +ue legal lmeation of the bquudarles of the

| tide and submerged lands granted in tTUut to bhe

Clty o? Long Beaon and to detefmine the nature

and extent of tbe State!s rmghts by virtue of saiuﬁ; -_‘ i

trust Lo lands and interests ¢n 1ands wit*mn the»f

Upon ca@eful examinatmon.af the rosults of

Beach. In any event, I1f you so direct us we are

X ready to commence prcceedings for the purpose off

l”estabiishlng fhebe rights,k We haVe determineu

21 ‘that no action relating to this question should

22 be commenced against any other persons at this

23 time, | |

e Very‘tﬁuly yours, |

25 «Stanley'Moskgﬁﬁttorney Gmﬁeral“f n
<8

- SBOTE 3.0 BOM BPO

Now, when we met with the Attorney General -- T puess .
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:txc; was abaufa a weelc ago, e were in,f,‘ormed that ab this

“; ‘maeLing t@day the Atbmwney General would report and I

.....

'{5f 32Mth, constitutes the report of th@ Attorney General to the
'xﬂiaommvssion., Of course,‘wr¢ Fvaedman 1» here and if the :“
*7;tA}ALtorney General Wiahes Lo make any fuwther report we will
7 fbe vewy giad(to heav £,   “' L g | ‘“!  e
| &nticipating that the report would be made, the staff _e
V?:‘:noticed fhe matter:fow this meetlng and a notice was made :
” "pub11c, statmng *”af und@r Chapter 2000 the State Landsr~ "’ \
t }[Comm1ssion had consugted the ﬂutorney Gene ral and that the‘g_f €£
“f_Attorney ﬁeneval would report todag that in conne0ulon WLth   ?é
v the presentatlon of ‘the report any parties 1nterested 1n the‘ -
‘f f5ubj@ct maﬁter of Chapter EOGO have been 1nvited to appear |
fto present thelr views to bh@ Oommlsbion.‘”” o i
| We think nhab +h1s wovld prob?bly be as good a tlme @s’_ﬂ?f
" ﬁany to ask whetheﬂ the,AtLorney General wishes to make any
s| report 1n~ampllficaﬁlon of or other tham,the report made-ln ;
v~ thé7igtter Qf'ﬁpril'24, inWhich bhe reQCmméhd%tidns¥weréq ¢ 5
'ﬁmk,' ‘ S S o R o

} MR. FRIEDMAN* Nb, Mr. L#v1t The 1étter obnS‘itufes
 the report by the Attorney General and the members of the |
>»Commlssior as indivmduals have in their posse531on an ex-
vttensive memorandum p?epared,by.the,wtaff of the Atborney

General and by the private law firm,'and that constitutes

what we have submitt-.d to date ~= and that's the size of it.
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*’ifanyone presenb WLsh bo address the GommLa&ion on this ‘sub~
”‘ {.;ﬁJecb? We have received 30me communic&clans on tne subj€¢b1 ‘

Hi% :and all ox the CQmﬂiBSiQnerﬁ have aopies of tao

“ﬁlﬁffbution mf public not&ces@ copies 0f the notice 1n veparate
,n%ﬂ 1etLars of transmittal wern senﬁ to all parties wha hava |
ffajheretofore 1ndmoated lﬂ writmng to the Ccmmm331on or stamf
‘?f?as having an *nnereﬁt in the subgeut matten of Chapter 2000
‘g These Were sent to Mr. Hillman Hansen, Nr. Carl Whitson and

| "“"i_;VMr's, B,, Har*ce
‘“~vls g01ng t@ uake any aotion om thls matter oddy, Or even to
i' fget into dlscus51on of lt bub Lf tbe “ommlssion does get |
7“have a debate between the m&mbers of the Commissmon and
~ the members of the publ¢o ﬁhat are here, 80 that if anyone

 wishes to exppess any thoughts whatsoevnr to the COmmission

‘not get the floor after the matter ls up for dmsoussion be-

Mok mEe nany

MR. EEVIT*? Now, pursuant tc the public notica, ﬁaesj‘5

MR. HORTIG,. Nr‘ Ohaimman, it 1 might nmte for tha :

‘X:Q{benefxb of the bommiasian, in addition to bhe ronmal distrﬁ~f  f§

MR LEVIT.- I Wduld like to bay, so there will be no

i‘'';m:i_suu'xcw}:r?s’oa;ncilmg laﬁer, that I don*t know that the Gommissiou*“;

(

k:ﬁ -f¥¢nto a discusslon of its aQtjons today I don't propnse tc o

on this subject, this is +he time to do it because you may

tween the Conmissmoners. “" , |
. ASSEMBLYMAN ALLEN: Mr. Chairvman, Bruce Allen, Assembly
manlfrOm;San'Joseo’ I dontt wish tbvmake a stabement at this

time, but T will file a writven statement with the Commiseilon

T BOYE B9 BOM SPO
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Ra Yes sirv ,Q;ﬂ

e Han&en,, Gov&rnor Andwrson and Commiesmoners, in the pur“‘Eh

"fsmance of the cons gf{

N léttérfto”the\ Commlsslor?

- than yourse1f9

3 1ndividual - in that capaoitv.-,ﬂ

to call the Gomm1351on 8 attention to with resp@ct to carry~

MR, mzvz% Thank you, Mr,.ﬁllen. S0 that there -
will be no misunderst&ndlng, I would 11ke to ;.;..«.~

MR* H%NSEN- Mrﬁ Chalrman, my name is Hillman A.
iMRg LEVIT'  Pardon me, giv, Yourﬁnameis,ﬁanseh?,_
MR. HANSEN: Yes sir.‘v |

MR;,LEVIT:k And . you're the gentleman that addressed a

MR. HﬁNSEN”f Yes Sir.

MRM‘LEVIT re you here representing anyone other
MR HANSEN‘ Not specifxcally‘ »I“appear here as an

MR. LEVIT;; Yes.‘ A1l rlvnt

' MR;'HﬁNSEN*” The pard 1cular subject that I Would like‘-,

1ngo into effect the survey of the bjdelands‘ boundawy, it

two of the documents which basically shows the survey, the

original survey by the Unlted States doast Sufvey of‘l859,=u

and 1872. This is the topographic survey and it 1s the

triangulation contaaning the coordinates whieh were then

may be helpful to the OommiSS¢on ab thxs time and I gilve you -

employed in the fixing of ﬁhe boundary of the shore line and|

for the location of the coniiguration of the embayment of

SIVISION OoF ADM(N?‘.’ITRA‘HVE MROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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“the 5an Pedrm Bay and Lhe 1ocation of the high tide llne |

o

? 3  and the 1ooation of the pevmanently over?lowed 1ana in ﬁhe

?,3‘ i Wilmington Bay, and the foﬁhore area outside Whﬂt Was hhen !
4| ocalled the Rattlesnake mqlanda sl SR
sl ~ Now, this Honorabla Gommission wjll note that by the ; ﬂ_§
ge"},standard symbols used by tha U; s. Goast Survey inateatiry |
[V# ffthe phvsical cnaraoter of the 1and comprised within the N .
1-3~“ survey of 1859, we have the orOSSahatched area Lndicating »‘ .‘,
 _9;|_<here the 1ow tide and. the high tide. The area in. betweem | &
10 | ‘hare constltutes t¢dal flat overflow land, which was over~

lil ‘f.flowed at high %ide, and at low tide the permanent submersioa

,ilgvr ‘of the land was at the configuration as henaindicated.

13 | Now, the great necessity anu.the need for correct

14  ; determanation in the *ixing of a boundary of neceSSltV GQm" |

: 15";pels this action to be taken and ﬁhab a1l the tidelands
13@,'const1tuting tldelands Whleh the State holds in 1ts monsvin‘
.}.;  ,17‘ tutlonal capaciﬁy and the tltle of which no individual, corwt .@
18| poration, firm om 1nd1vidual could acquire for the reason
19| that the landg, tldelands, per se are sltuated W1th1n the
20| cmnstitutional prohibltgon that no private title could inure  ‘,
21 to individuals in whatever capacity they may have entered
22| upon the land; and for that reason the State must assert its
23 right pursuaht to the law and thé_ Constitﬁtion, and the
24 State must fix’the upland boundary upon the basis of thé‘
25 | competent SuPVey85 and I want ©o make very clear, gentlemen -

26 | of this Commlission, that “here ave no other surveys save and

BIVISION OF ABMINIBTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA '
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- except ﬁheyoriginai dchmenté here and th@ﬁe documents have

ing been certifiled to hy the United States, by the Admini-

 ptrative Assistant of the Secretary of Commerce, an Admival

Kaxo ; the Direaﬂor ofiﬁheyU‘ S, Coast Geddetic“Survey‘nqu

These documents, as to the limits and nxtent of the ﬁideu,_.;ﬁf

| lands, are the pUbllc documenba an“ They are binding upon ]
all pathaquf the State. They are binding upon the people”’

. who preténd to.havé‘title in whichever capacity they have
1entered‘upon the trust lands, and so,.‘n flxing of’ the-
'boundary pursuant to Ohapuer EOOO, it is nee essary and
“axiomatic that the State must fix that boundary to eneompass

all of the tidelands and no more than the tidelands; andy

having accompliéhed that, anyone claiming then contrary to

- the State's position would have to submit a superior titlé |
| 'dr héfébuld not come into court because he in effect would
:be clammxng contrary to the Conutltution of this Stabe and

‘he would be claiming adverse to the State in all capacmtles.

Therefore, it is my position -~ and I have gone to a

 considarable expense, I have spent several thousand dollars

of my own personal money;‘no one has corntributed to this
matter -- that this 18 a matter of great public concern.

It concerns the integrity of the trustees, the City of Long
Beach, and it concerns basically, and more baslcally, the
Statets right which the people hold in 1ts constitutional
capacity. ‘

Now, I believe this matter has reached a point where

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE; 8TATE OF CALIFGRNIA
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f therc must be determln&tion of it, fctel ﬁhat even thOub

f3 that ave the treSpassers will know nhe positicn ‘that s to
“f’be Laken From. this poln& forward and t 1$n*t right hhah
‘:»ﬁhis eonfusion by 1axity mf governmenta] deberminatlon, tnan'
‘i Lhia unce’ ainty should be contxnued o because the- conse~~
ffqmeneaaofvthisvoperatlgn by those,whovhave no authopity-u@on
“the iand‘are quite sevefe‘; Iﬁ'iQVQlVes many facets in violad

,ftign.ofiﬁhe~laws_andﬂthey‘afe inte-SeVere,'andit is,uné i'

neoesuary for me to spell Out»the mééhing of bhem. It

involves not only the law as concernmng the questlon, but

 _che Federal -~ there is a Fedeval question involVed here too
‘)beoause of the theoretlcal conoept of some people that they
_’have certain gpecie ofxtitle_and~qn the basis of that they
‘have taken dégleﬁioh_and they have S0 reported ﬁo the Fedéral'

| government, and there are nasty words that they use to

describe that phase of the situation,

Therefbre, it is{essential trat this mabter be con~—

~cluded and that the people have protection and that there

‘should be a clear and mpecific governmental policy“deelared

and determined, and the issue should be brought to a close

as speedily ap possible,

Thege doc.mants I shall make available for this Hohor- |

able Commlsslon, They are two certified documents and it
would be my pleasure to present them to you for your fubure

guldance here,

MR, LEVIT: Thank you, Mr, Hansen. I think I can stabq

BIVIBION OF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCEDURE, B8TATE OF CALIFORNIA
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caﬁegorically from ouy. cénferenceS'with thé Attorney Gener&l

i that he has had access to thmse documents.‘ Mr.'Friedman,
“I think you can confirm that” - \

MR. FRIQﬁMAN* T an not sure, Mr. chairmar. I‘haVe7_!

| vot conducted the studies myself,

MR. HORTIG: We,can¢onfirm;it;

MR. LEVIT' ‘I amksdﬁe bheée dOOUméntq ‘were referred_to

- in some of the discussions we have had on lt. However, T

ﬁhjnk for the veoord we oughi to idenclfy the documents
MR. HANSEN: Yes. Thank y&u

MR. LEVIT: The irst one lﬂ~a U. S. Coast Survey,

Section 10, 1859; of part of the coast of Oalifornla from

Point Fermin eastward to the San Gabriel River, and it ig

certxfied ag a photographie copy of tne orlglnal topogﬂaphic En

survey No. T~892 made in 1859 and on file in the U. §. Coast

~ and Geodetic Survey; and the other one is_U; S. Coast Survey

Section io; 1872, of thé doast eastqf’ﬁan?edroBay aﬁd is ‘k
certified as a copy, photographic'copy, of the original topo-
graphic survey No. T~1283‘mada‘in 1872-1887 oh file in the
U. 8. Coast and Geodetlc Sumvey office. |

I think, Mr. Hansen, that it will not be necessary for
you to leave these with the Commission bec&uaekI am sure théy
are available in the files of the Attorney General. Howevern,|
thank you very much for your'offer. |

Now, 1f you have any other material available, I'd

like to agk thils: You spoke of the titlée problems and I

BIVIBION OF ADMIRISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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helieve you aVen referred to certain evidentlary matters

that‘would'be‘invélva@ in any,litigation; Are you a lawyer?

. MR. HANSEN: No, I am not. I have studied law. I
am not practicing law. | RSN
| ‘MR;‘KEVIT:v Have‘you,eVer been admitted té‘ﬁherar?‘
MR, HANSEN: No. |
MR; LEVIT;, HaVe you{obtained‘any‘written opinions“
from any firm of‘attorneys’bn‘this matter?
MR. HANSEN: Yes, I have. | |
MR. LEVIT: ¥You have written opinilons?
MR, HANSEN: Oh, yes. | |
MR.‘LEVIT: Well, if you care tb;make those available
‘Uo the Commission we would be‘Very glad to have coples of
‘them, but we would like to have them, let's say, within the
next ten days. | :
. MR, HﬁNSEI\T:- All ;t*ig;ht. Can do. |
MR, iEVIT: Thank you very much;sir,“Now I wouldalike
to say one thing more in connectioh with these detailed re-
ports that have been received by the Commissioners from the
Aﬁtorney Genersal, which oomﬁbise his report of April the 24t}
and the report of private counsel of April the 21st., These
reports in my opinion and in the opinion of the Attorney‘
General, 8o long as litigation ls contemplated or may be
pending on this subject, are not to be placed in the publie
files of’ the Commigsion unless the Commission should other-

wlge determine. They will be consildered as confidential

DIVIBION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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communleations from the Commission's attorneys to it and

will not be opened bo public inspection. They will, of

| course, be eventually open.for public inspeotion at auch

:1”bv thelr disclosure.~~’

I take it there 1sn't anyone else that wlshes to
addrews the Commission on this sungect Mr, Allen, When do

you anticipate that your presentation to the VommiSS¢on willi
»be ready? | | |

ASSEMBIYMAN ALLEN: Well, if the Commission is trying

statement to you before Lhen,‘_

HR. LBVIT ~ That would be helpful En you could What |

matter? We have generalll ¢e1t — I may say ‘this, 1t has

| been the gener al fee1¢ng of Lhe Commi35¢oners that we would

need a period of at least ten days to two weeks to thoroughlw

digest the detalled reporbs that we have already recelved

and, of course, I think we all want to consider anything

else that might be presented to us on this gubJect, and
since we only received these detailed reports -~ - well, my
copy ms marked Aprll 27th, recelvad ﬁprml 27 - we haven't
really had an opportunity yet to thoroughly review them.

-1 have been over my coples, but I have just had a chance to

read them over myself and i1tts qulte likely that we will

want to confer further as Commissioners with the Attorney

“time a8 the in@ere%ts of Lhe Staﬁe would not be prejudiced

to bring thls thang to a head within ten days, X wmll get ny  f§§

s the pleasuye of the Commission in. eonneation wmth thls~~'ii ¢

\‘

DIVISION BF ADMINIETHATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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o General &r‘ ask furthar questiona &bout aeme of bhe dehailﬁa

"materlal in the reports.‘

w\

MR, ORANSTON When 13 the next meet¢ng of the COmmLSu]"”°
| MR, HORTIG*‘ May QBLh, 1«3% Thursﬁay of May, sir‘_,«7“\‘
| NH. GRANSTON* Mr‘ Chairman, I suggest we place the N

}['matter on bhe agcnda fo; that meetlng.'

GOV. AWDERSON: Il second that L |
MR‘VLHVITa?‘Well, T think that the moﬁ¢on.then Would

 be to table the matter until the next meeting of the Commls~

3¢on and 1t Wlll be placed on the next calendar as a speoidl

 order.of>business‘ e there ls no objectlon that will be
“the-Oﬂder.\ I should have asked you, Mr. Friedman, whether |

,‘you had anythlng to state other than what you‘have alreauy
   Stated ‘ |

WR. FRIEDMAN: No. The matter has an unfavorable

'relaﬁionship‘to %he7progress'0f~the antiusubsidence‘program 

down in Liong Beach and several of the major oil operators

have‘indicated that they do not want to commit their claimed

properties to the anti-subsidence progr§m unti1 their sbatus|

has been determined.

MR, LEVIT: Well, could you be more specific about
that? In cother words, are you suggesting that to postpone
final action on the matter until May the 28th would be
prejudicial and that we should act more rapidly than that?

MR. FRIEDMAN: I think 1t would bepreferable. As I

PrIBION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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 understand Jt unit agreements and unit operatmng agreementg ‘”j
1 far Fault Blocks II and III of the W¢1mlngton Oii Pield ara

| supposed to be completed withln the next Lwo weeks and ready

:; the soaner the Commi smoners, ﬁhe Lands Commiﬁsmon, makes a

'determlnation e why, the sooner the situation will be clari

kwill not

x General to questlon hlm further concernLng Lhese detalled

‘ w1thin that period~ and, of course, e can always haVe an

for signatuve at that time. Whether hat will actually hapw',}]f

- pen, I don't know. All I can. point out at this tlme is that7‘

;',

fied and elthev the un$t agreements Will go forward or they

MR. LEVIT: Well I believe that the Commission will \
probably be in a p081tion within the next fzo weeks anyway

to know whether tney want to meet further with the Attorney
reporﬁ% and I thlnk any such meetlng'ahould be drranged for i

earlier meetin? of the Comm1331or should that seem advisable
and take this matter off of the table and con31der 1t then,

GOV. ANDERSON: If we set it‘as a speclal order, as we
jﬁét’did;‘wouldnft that have to be at thatvmeeting? ‘» |

MR. LEVIT?: I do not think so, Governor, I thinkkthe
Commission could take it up earlier if it decided to do so.

GOV, ANDERSON: At a spscial meeting?

ME, LEVIT: At a specilal meeting, yes. Well, then,
we'll let it stand for the moment aS»a special order of
business on the May 28th calendar, subject to the posslbilit3

that the uommi“, on maV at an earlilier public meeting act on

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROGEDURE, STATE OF CALIFGRNIA ‘




 11_‘ it lf the ﬁibuatxon develops that ear]ier action ig
  3"{ Jmparative. | S o ,‘,' s | S SO
; 3»  GGV _ANﬁEhaON*~‘ Gould I ask someuhing of- Mr. Friednan@ifg

2} MR, mvm,, c:ertamly, | L e i |
B GOV ANDERSON*‘ I haven't had a chance R read your
| 6fﬁvreport here or the special reportﬁ, but there Were just a ok
A couple questlon I wanbed to @sk ' Does this report e&plaln‘f7ii
| 8 | ,in‘any waj1whgthex»we‘jeopardmze our positiano? the ciuy?s_  ﬁE
‘:9‘ ?éSitiOh ih refefénoe to‘thé Fédéfél suit;th&t ié noﬁ goihg‘ l;
10| on? Is that included in this report?
11 IR 'FRIEDMAN: No, that is not- included. We Just |
~12k" discussed the boundary 31tuat10n itself W¢thout relatlon tol . ,%
13: the Federal law suit or the sub31dence problem.ﬁ L |  ;
-14  GOV ANDERSON* The other one waa aiong the renressur1w~‘il
15‘ ~zat1on.  I'd like %o have a little more legal lnformation,ln7 :?f
16 | connectich'With theSe d@opérative'aqfeements~onythe représg,ﬁl»ﬁg
17| surization. Isn't the ﬁtﬁox%neyvaéneral the one that should
18 give us the 1egal information on this «w and I would like to|
 19   have  that if 1t isn't in this report - giVe us a report on: ;

20 “thLS, 1o Wheane do make our decision we will know if it is

21 'going»to>3aopardize our)position in the Federal sult or also

22 ‘jeopardize gome of thé rebressurization.

23 MR. FRIEDMAN: Yes. | |

24 MR. LEVIT: If I may make a sugaestion mw T think

25 | rather thanh have the Attorney General make a report, I think

26 | we should suggest to the AttorneyGeneral’that we want thils

DIVISION OF ADMINIETRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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"repcrﬁ,°Whether‘it béwritteﬁ.qr,oral,»fér our &iadussioh
: 'wiLh1n two weeks~ One other quest¢on that occuru‘to ME e
”Mgand chat is in cahnection With the 1eglslative acmion taken |
~in, Ohapter eoo&, Statuﬁes of 1957. T'd like to lenow from

“ijwjth respeet to thus» matterq.. 'Tn otheﬁ ords, to what
fex*ent are We 1nstructed to take actman as a result of the

;fjactlan of the Leg;slature° -

MR, FRIEDMAW* To sue or not to sue*
MR, LEVIT: Yes, to sue or not to sue.

 GOV. ANDERSON: Also, one last one here -- and this

~one WOuld‘not‘be>in a written part, but more advice -- in
 your letter to us of &pril QMth your oonclusxon is that the
Ffstate has litlglble rights against the Clty of Long Beach,
,,;»You>concluded,also that no action.ralatlng to this gquestion

1 :$hou1d‘be commenced aéaihst any other persons at this time.

When:we make the décision, I'd like to know whether,

1f we institute suit ageinst the City of Long Beach, whethes

‘that would jeopardize a further suit agaiﬁst\these~oﬁher

people that you are recommernding we make no sult against at

~this time,

MR. LEVIT: That's partially answered in the other.
GOV. ANDERSON: In the other report? Well, I have

- not read that,

VR, LEVIT: All right. That brings us to the next

,‘the Attorney General aluo whaL discretion ‘the Commisg¢on has‘-

T

1ltem on the calendar, which ls a group of permits, easements,

BIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA




1‘ 'énd'riéh&yof;way‘t01be'gfanted £o puhl e and cher agenciea
'-B:fab no feeg pursuant to staﬁute‘ | | | |
'5“_' | wOV. ANDERSON&} Where are We now°‘~ ' —
 ‘4-; MR¢ LEVTT~( Item 3 on tha agenda# page 1 o Tahoa [{7N
  S;ﬁﬁNati0n&1 Forest e a permit to in ball mooring buoys in ﬁhe
» 6‘:§tida and submerged lands of Lake Tahoe tm mark a: swmmming |
7 :'areaa et SRR o & | «
-8, S MR HORTIG.‘ Far the beneflt of the Commisoiou, theve
| 9| are no recorded ooae“tions to any Of these.~" ‘w. ‘a i   . ffﬂw
0| R, IEVIT: You are balking about all of The elght
o 1l  'itams under Item~3?‘ Eoay
2y MR,‘HORTIG: 'Yes!sird‘ |
1z yR LEVIT;k Ape ﬁhewo any\qﬁeéfibns in connectian with

14 “_the$e4' I think for the bennfit of anyone who may want to

‘15 ‘1d1scuss tham, the first one relates to Tmhoe National Foresti

17 Boat Club == n v*gatlon markers in the Gallinas breek Channej

<

%gﬂj[j‘. 16 _U S. Forest Service, as I have mentloned, second, Gallinas
F e

i

|

18 | in San Pablo Bay; third is the‘Vallejo banltation and Flood
19 - Control District ~- right~of~way easement for outfall sewer
20 | line 1hto Carquinez Strait; fourth, Allan H, Beckwith and |
2l Nina L,’Beckwith -~ permit to dredge Salt Works Canal in

22 i Rich&rdscn Bay: next, the Pacific 'Telephone and Telegraph

24| Slough in San Joaguin County for telephone cable; (f)
26 | County of Sacramento -~ right-of-way across submerged lands

28 of the American River in Sacramento County at Falr Osks, for

DIVISION OF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCEDURE, BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
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o a bridge; (g) ia the Saéramento'wunicipal'Utility Distri¢bv
:;raquest for rightnof way across sabmarged lands In the ’
: ﬁmevican River at Camnlahael fMP a pover line; (h) the
‘f,Ciﬁy of Seal Beach ot permit ey depobAh sand on ﬁid@ and

f‘submerged lands at aeal Beau*.

Are Lhere any ouewtions or. djsouss1on wmth.relation

to any of these? In each af these, there 1s recommendatmon

- for the authorizatmon of hhe pevmit.' If not, a motilon to

- approve the resolution will be in’ prdar¢

GOV, ANDERSON: ‘So move.
MR, CRﬁNSTON. Se ond.

MR. LEVIT There belng no objaotion, that will be

| the ordﬁr of ﬁhe Oommlssion*

Ttem 4 is a proposed revision«of‘the rentalArates*and_~

policiés pertaining to commerdial and recreational‘leasing

~ of State lands. Is that the balanoe of the calendar o th¢s -

questlon of ohanges° vecoe NO, it 1sn't

MR. HORTIG: The calendar item appearing on pages 9

~and 10 is the summary report and recommendations based on a

review of commercial and recreational permit policy whi¢h
was furnished to the Commlssloners on April 13.

MR, LEVIT': You furnished us with a very elaborate

~ discussion of the policies and practices of the Commission,

MR, HORTIG: Yes sir,
MR, LEVIT: And does this item == I am not clear --

does this ltem cover the entire report that you presented

DIVIBION OfFf ADMINIBTRATIVE BROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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to us? |
MR. HORTIG: . Yes, 1t doea* | | | |
MR. LFVIT~< IAsea, What is the pleasure of the

» CommLusion? - | o
| MR, HORTIG: This isia'5ummafy recommendation based on|
f tha report of ﬁpril l3th.' | s |

GOV. ANDERSON: April 13th? I have one here of

CApril 2lst. Do I have a. different one9

MR, HORTIG, I am sorry. IL was prepared on the 13th

~and transmitted to you on the 21st,

GOV, ANDERSCON: This has been in my offloe one day

and I haven‘t had a chance'to look at this.

MR, LEVIT: I was going to say that I agree with
Govarnor'ﬂnderson —~ that this 1nVo1ves practlces of the
Commission that apparently have been g01ng on for so long
that the‘memory of maﬁ runheth,notuto the oontrary;<ahdee’ 
have a repoft of many pages, I would say probably close to'
sixty or seventy»pages -— maps anc éverythingelse we and,
ve all recelved this within the 1aSt wéek Qr~teﬁ'days and
I think that perhaps unless there 1s some urgency we ought
to put 1t over until the next meeting of the Commission.

GOV. ANDERSON: It'd like to suggest our delaying it
until the July meeting for this reason ~- I think I ralsed
one of the points in asking for this «~ the July meeting we

will be through with legislation and we will have time to

go into 1t. Thls 18 scmething I want to go into., I want

DIVISION QF ABMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, 8TATE QF SALIFGRNIA
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to sib down with Mr* Hontilg ahd dlscuss some of these thilngs

deeply, and L can't do it under the present pressure; and I |

MR}‘Lﬁvimza‘I fu1ly agﬁéeﬂwithlyou, Governor. The

only thing is, I recall at the last meeting we had one mat-

~ ter held up beqauSerf’the fact that we were contemplating

receiving a‘report,~and'I think‘prabably what we shéuld'do

aé to anylmaﬁters that come before us, lncluding that one,

‘we should.ach_on them on bhe.basis, of. the present. schedule

and, let nature takes ibs gourse if we do act on the new
mile.
MR. HORTIG: On that understanding, Mr. Chairman, we

would foresee no diificulty. We actually did have three

;Qitems that were carried over from the last meeting offthek;

- Commisgsion.

 MR. LEVIT: I only recall one. |
MR, HORTIG: Two on the bagis of the rental schedule

~and a third one which was deferred for other reasons and

- which ig alsc involved in the mabter of the rental, and the

delay has already been‘of‘concern.to the applicant in that
lnstance,

MR, IEVIT: Aare those calendar@d today?

MR, HORTIG: Yes sir.

MR, LEVIT: Are these veoommendatiohs that you have
here in the west of the calendar based upon the agsumption

that the new schedule wilill be qdopted?

DIVIBION OF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCEDURE, BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
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- MR. HORTIG:‘»They are, sir, although in the case of

the first two items which wgr@;putyovervfrom the last meet~
| ing involving submarine pipelines, there 1s a recommended
rate change there. The ratbe reoommended in‘the calendar

currently would‘bthigher,3 This is based on current renbal

schedules. - In the caae of the second one, which 1s in the

case of unoccupied tide and submerged lands, there %etﬁg no

| recommendation,for change in rental rates.

MR. CRANSTON: I secondKMrﬁ ﬁnderson's motion that
the matter go over to July - the rules.

MR, LEVIT: I there is no objectlon, that will be

the order. Now, do you have on the oalendar these oarryOVer:

items as well?
MR, HORTIG: Yes sir,
MR. LEVIT: All right. That brings us bo Item 5, bthen,

which involves permits, easements, leases and rights~of4way

issued pursuant to statuﬁes and established rental policies
of the Couwmis.ion. |
MR, HORTIG: Mr, Chairman, if I may note —— Items

(b), (c) and (d) in that tabulation are the carryover items. |

MR, LEVIT: All those are the carryover ltems?

MR, HORTIG: Yes.

MR. LEVIT: I might also note that Item (f) is to be
put over,

MiR. HORTIG: Deferred,

MR, LEVIT: Item (f) 1s a matter of an casement for a

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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brmdgé'crossing ontheﬂ‘mudlumne Hiver,-invalving Mr. Ruddy

"dcing~buﬁinesa as Santa Fe Rcok and‘Sana‘GompanyQ and. the

staff h&s reaaivaﬂ a, reque b Lhaﬁ this matter go over to

‘tha next Qalendar. If Lhere is no obgeetion, why,that w111‘ :

i go over.

wa,‘leb's'ﬁ&ke ﬁhesé;items in orders

| Paciflc Gaa'and Electric Company -- 49-year easement

for an overhead wxre crossing ok the Sacramerto Rivev, one

" and a half miles novth of Hamilton City, Butbe Gounty -

Butte and Glenn Oount¢es ~« total rental $100,
| MR. HORTIG: I am not positive, Mr. Chairman, at this

time whether reﬂomputatﬁon on existing rental schedule Would' |
~ be at variance with the recommendation here. Ihe recommenda~ 

14| bion of this calendar item is in accbfdanee'withthe proposed

new schedule, sort@e\motioﬁ of the Commlssion shoulgwghpw

| &£ this is granted thc compuugﬁimnushmumd.bawvefiﬁiwd“and‘
- should be bﬁought %o the present existing and.oontinued

Nt WS Ly e AR b, FEN, i T A R

rental schedule.

AN L ST

MR. LEVITf Well, I trust that ﬁhe‘reoomputation |

 precess will not take more btime than the Stete of California

will make on the profit on the‘$100 rental over U9 years.
M?u‘HORTIGé No sir, I am sure it\won‘t.
MR, IAVIT: Well, we will agsume as to any of these

that arve approved that you will work the rental out not

less than the old schedule; and 1f there 1lg no objection to

making 1t higher than that, based on the new schedule, why

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROGR DD, BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
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thatt!s all right too. The Commisslon won't object to that.
MR, HORTIG: Effectively we have such an agreement as
to 1tem (b).

MR. LEVIT: All right. I8 there any comment or dis-~

cusslon ~- questions ~- on the first dtem relating to Pacifig

Gas and Electric Company? (No response)

Item (b) involves fifteen-year lease of tide and sub-
merged lands in San Pablo Bay -- Charles T, Hover is the
applicant. Involves the dredging of a channel, construction
of something I never heard of before, What is a berm?

MR, HORTIG: Iti's a low earthen levee in probably
more famililar terminolcgy. T might comment, action was
previously held by the Commission on behalf of the County of
Marin and other public agences who desired to revlew this
program, who have now flled atatements of nonobjJection with
respect to approval by the Commission,

MR, LEVIT: Now if anyone wants to address the Commis~-
slon on any of these items, don*t hesitate to speak up or
I wlll assume ...

MR, ALIEN : Dave aAllen 18 my name., I am working witlhk
Charles Hover on that, Iiven though the rental does not
amount to a big amount, the rental agreed upon wlth the State
is about double the rental irom a competent appralser and
his rental schedule was at a certaln figuré and Just as a
matter of agrecment, to alleviate any possible question as

to the proposed new sechedule, why the rent Ligure wan

4 Samt
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g over hide and submerged 1ands ovea the P&elfie Ocean ncar |

‘Capitan in Santa Barbara bounty. |

- This was the ong where the gentleman appeared at the last

Let me agsk you this: Of course, we are taixing about pennie$

>now -~ We have a schedule - is there anything to prévent

“the negotiation of a rental higher ﬁhan that in the sehodule“

indreaaed-and.it«waa satisfaatdry.ﬁo us and‘sati$faqtorya
fo the staflt. L ,
MR, LFVIT* Thank you, Mr. Allen‘ Next ltem, 8hell

Ojl Company  w fifteenmyear lease for submarine plpelineb

Nexb iLem*  Tidewater Oil o f¢ztaen~year lea e of
tide and submerged lands in the PaC¢fmc Qcean at G&VLOﬁ&,

Santa Barbara-County, for malntenance of Nharr,gonstﬁucticng

meebing and sald in view of the fact that we had a new
schedule under consideratinn he had no ébj@étion;EO‘it going
over, . | | | |  «

| GOV. ANDERSON: Is this figured on the new schedule?
MR. LEVIT:V They éré.all figured on bhé‘new scheduiéf

and not dollars, bub if we adopt a schedule such as we have

MR, HORTIG: If that should be the pol¢0y of the Com~
misslon it would not be. Heretofore, the pollcy ofvbhe
Conmlsslon hag been to announce the calculated rental rabtes
baged on the value of the land w- periéde

GOV, ANDERSON: Let's take the case we Just passed and
the oﬁe we are coming to. You takektidelands and you figuve

o miich an acre?

BIVISION OF aDMIRISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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MR, HORTIG: Yes,

GOV. ANDERSON* If you put a plpeline under the ground :
. you charge ‘the same renﬁaﬂ a8 if you allow them to build a

wharf on top of the grouna, don*t you9i
MR. HORTIG: No sir,  :"'“ S
Gov, ﬁNDER»OW You dan't?

MR. HORTIG: The difference being that for righ%3w0f~ =:4“

| way you will note - - well,,perhapa that is correct‘ Thev'

proposed rental rate is to bebased Qn that forléx61usiVé

~occupancy in view of the fact that our rights«of—way'préclud

the use of the land for any oﬁher~purpose normally,4[30,”

.efféctively,vthe‘righﬂucfuway easement holder has a lease‘.‘

for his exclusiVe purpose over that width of land

- MR, LEVIT* ‘In other words, if be Wanted to lease Lhe"
- Jand o put a hotel on, it would be the same? o

MR, HORTIG: That's right, except the amount of land

is less for a right-of-way easement than for cénstrdation,'

MR, IEVIT: Of course ib's less bub it might affect

| the use of the land.

GOV. ANDERSON: TIike in‘the cage here, you are gilving
a wharf 710 feet in the ocean, 100 feet wide, at $159.39 a
year. It would be seem 1t would be worth that much to the
county not to have 1t there.

MR. HORTIG: Qddly enoughs; the particular wharf you
are referring to is a matter of‘extﬁeme Interast tb the

Small Craft Harbor Commlsslon. Ib's & place where there is

(8]
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¢nﬁerest rather ﬁhan baing an eyescre@‘—

MR. L@V%T*’ I Lhinkg GQVernor, whab you are r@ally

'x‘getting at is whether the schedule is right or noﬁ.

GOV ANﬁERS@N“' Yas¢ | | |
MR,'LEVIT: Pemhaps we should pro¢eed on the assump«

‘ﬁidﬁ thatVSince this has been gomng on under this chedule

for some time, unt 1 we do adopt a new scheaule we. oughL to

«chfaﬁdptfthis" I assume that the approval of the Commlssion s

| GOVQ ANDERSON: Can I ask him one question so I~know;
roughly, what we are talking»ab@uﬁ in diffeﬁenee, 'Whaﬁ |

Would thé amounﬂ have been under the old schedule? Would

it have heen lower than this Calendar ltem 303 vage 152

MR HORTIG - I do. not have‘ he old schedule with me

but as T recall there were some twenbty or tnlrty dollars' )

 difference. It Would be lawer.. 

’ MR. IEVIT: Well, I assume that the starff will be
auﬁhbrized To operate under the old schedule adjusted with
these figures which are on the new schedule,

- Next item:' Uﬁited States Department of the Interior,
iten (e) ~~ & permit for a period of twenty-four months
maximum to remove materials from unsold State school lands
in Nevada County -~- consideration of $800.00. What kind of
materlal i1s that?
| MR, HORTIG: Fill materdial which will be used for a dan

and this is a mutnally interesting project in that the lands

28|
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They are Ancluded in,an exohmnge, wherein the Stat@ is goimgv' $
Cto transfer them 5o the Foreat Service and, aataa]xy afterv |
'ffremoval of thLS material and paylng the Stat@ for this

Lﬂ.material the lands are going to be im bette” eondltioﬁ for

L»(this also.' This 13 one of‘those unusual operatians where

everybody 1lg going to benefit.

MR‘ LEVIT.‘ The next item is oing over, as L sﬂated,

Item (g) Avthur Burnham Wing - approval of a53¢gnment of

Corte Madera Ark qlte 13, Oorte Madera Creek, Marln County.

 Ttem (h) - Ozal Land and Wharf Company - approval

 of assignment of lease covering a,portion of the Tideland

Resurvey in Contra Costa Gounty._ |
(1) == Myco Mlning Corporatlon cvua | o
MR. HORTIG: EXCUSE M€ ussws that's right,'thatfs a‘,v

continuation.

MR, LEVIT: .... Waiver of operating requirements under|

mineral extraction lease in Fresno County.

MR. TURNER: Mr, Chaifman I hate to interrupt~you, but|

dld you wish anyone on the floor to speak up?
MR, IEVIT: Yes.

MR, TURNER: My name is Gordon Turner and I am appeart

ing for the applicatlion on Ozal. I represent the assignee,
who is Chandler Lloyd, Trustée.v Mr., Lloyd is trustee fer a

proup who are investors in the Lark Corporation. The Lark

DIVISION OF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCEDURE, 8TATE OF SALIFORNIA
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"f'carporatidn hasfa dént@acﬁ with'thewﬁniﬁ@d State&7ﬁévaﬁhméﬁﬁ_

i for the Lnsuallabion and qpera Lon.of j@t fuel facllitie
*5ﬁchasea some fourteen acres on a hillside where the jet fuel
f‘barrel each storage tanks, con crete and steel oovered by

rj‘earth. The pipellnem will run dowm to Ehe property knaWn

~ as Ozol, The uplan&s of the Ozal property consmst of

© ®m N e O s W N =

,'eaPSg It was renewed for an addi@zonal term of ten year ':

i
ha

~and in, oonnect;on with the Lake Corporatlon we are purchas-

]
-

ing the fourteen aores of hlgblands and purchasing, With 5

o)
<3

tanks are to be installed* There'wre ta be ﬁwelve 83,000~fQ *?

5 approximately fourteen aores Whlch Mr,leoyd as trustee of o

Lhe corporation has purchased

- The Ozal Land Gcmpany for many years have had thls

was lease 312, That was origlnally for a term of fifteen

the oonsenb of your Gommission, the leage.

There are g, feW'matteru\that I think perhaps we

should -ask clarification on, Number one ~- the lease 1tself|

commences October 18, 1940, However, I notice that 1t was

not executed until March Uth of 1947. T presume that that

casts no cloud upon the lease, I merely mention it so that 1

there wlll be no question about that.
Secondly, the lease reﬁewal agreement, while it implie&
that the lease ig - it is agreed that the lease is renewed

for an addltional term of ten years, does not so expressly

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, 8TATE OF CALIFORNIA

| Tha Lark Corporabion, or Mr. Llayd as trusﬁee, ‘ave puwmv:_{.»»

‘:‘lease from Uhe Lands commission, dating back to 19no, which _‘




- Eois dunh BOM BPO

A A L

'sb&te &nd I would 1ime ,,,,Q j'”  ;ﬂH‘f '  ;Jﬂj;l;iq"‘f‘,-’*,

"f;We have no. ﬂuestion 1n\our reeord e numher one, buu that
;ffthe lease is in exl tenca~ number two, it was reneWed and

  ‘has a terminal date, 1 bplieve, in 1965

””~- and possibly this Wlll alleViate some of his concern -

‘<o‘ﬂm' <i]<n,ﬁm,ké§'§°Aﬁa §‘ "f7ﬁ

—
o

"~ the lease was activated,;9&0 as of a date 1947'because it

~ that the Ozal Company had been occupying State property ror

f~seVen yearsq7
mentlon one,more factf-w the purposes stated in the«iease B
~ same.
right-of-way.

18 150 feet wharf length and each way it

‘ment because the size of the tankers coming in there is such

- MB. LuVIwﬁ‘
vMR‘ HORTIG.;

Wa don*t have that before us today.

e were not aware Of thesm quesfionaﬁ‘{;,“7\”

MR. TURNER‘ That 18 ri”ht

| MR HORTIG: I mmght explaln for Mr. Turner‘s benefit

© was not until 1947 that the Lands Commission had discovered |

MR TURNER: Iﬂﬁhiﬁk?that'cieafs Ehat'point}’ I might |
are for wharf purposes.
The wharf éxﬁends 960 feet from the
The wharf‘is T-shaped. The top o1 the "
extends 75 feet.
We are going to have to come in later and ask for an amend-
the bow will;extend easterly beyond, upstream. We will
bring‘that up at a later date.

I want to mentlon the urgency. I hate to hurry anyone
but we are up against an . extremely heavy time schedule unden

our contract wivh the United States Government to get these

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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i21Wﬂ hawe to get dawn from @he fourtaen aares dowm on tha
'@waaterfronb e will put either tws 16~inch.linew or fouw
'i;glgmlnch 11ne$ au% %he wnarf to thﬁ end of the dock* Thab

ff[wmll be ma;ntalned where hanks will be mQOTEd and,the fuel

tles and-faczllties for tank trucks willl b@ on‘the uplanda;

fMR‘ LFVIT*‘ Mr. Turner, the onlv *hlng before us tod&yf&fﬁ

is the assignment of the 1ease.»

MR’ TURNER,» I don't wan* to take up your time unnec-

»essarlly but we are most anxia“ ‘to geb that today

MR. ‘LEVIT Well, 1f you wlll let us vote on 1t, you
vprobabxy Wlll get it. - .

MR TURNER We want to come before your Commmssmon

nex+ meetlng and have applicatlon on flle to cancel th¢s

an optlon for ten,'

MR, LEVIT: Of course we are not pa881ng on that today

MR. HORTIG; For Mr Turner's assurance, that* in
mrmcéss for‘the next meeuing.

MR. LEVIT: Item (1) Myco aning Corporation =- walver

of opeﬁatlng requirements, mineral extraction lease in Fresnn

County.

Next, Standard 011 uompany < extenulon of term -

submarine gecloglcal exploration permit in Santa Barbara,

“7;faemlit1$a Lnstallea,\ The Lark Corporatlan is proceeding ae?

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURIE, S8TATE O F CALIFORMIA

g rapidly as it can with the tankﬁ. The hill hmﬁ meen cut cff‘ 5ﬁ

Pl

“?jWLll be pumped Lm the shore¢ Loading aﬁa unlaadmng facl31~‘5 i

“’When assxgned and glve us a new leaqe for flfteen yeqrs WLﬁh
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ﬂ,‘Ventuva and.Los Amgelca Oounbica‘,
'f that?
d; Oparation mf Lhe permm+.w7~ I should retraot thab We get

5‘gocd lmfarmation out Qf such a permit monetarlly, onjy ﬁhe

: filing fee for issuanea of the permit

A

o
H .

i
xR

j‘Commiss1onQ  Such permits pequire the permittee to make

ﬁwancn of these purmitS.' ”

nowy

- of initiatﬁng this type of exploration propram Therefore,

- notlce ~- lnvariably on a Sunday night, much to the chagrin

s Sh croaes Cr i anueies Y 3 Y,

GOV, ANDERSON~ What do we g@t aut of a permit 11ke'

MR HﬁRTIG Only the permit fee, Governor,‘but the

GOV, ﬁNDmRSON*“What is thabv'

MR »HORTIG** Five dollarsei But the perm¢t is operated;f*f*

at no cost to the Commissxon, lh that any Gommmssion staff

.vtlme in terms of inspeotlon or other operatlons in connection

plaration results fram tne permit and exbremely valuable

“1niarmatlon comes to the Commlssmon as a result of bhe 1ssu~ B

MR, HORTIG: Spasmodically, depending on the success |

or lack of success in connection with the operations under

some,of‘the existing leases. This dictates the desirablility

1t is the preference of the permlttees to have such permilts

in effeeﬁ, so that they can go into operation on rather short|

MR, LEVIT" Are Lhey actually operating on this permit |

© pIvistoN OF ADMINISTRATIVE FROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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f'thereWith are reimbursed by the permittee, at no ccst to the .
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'Of ﬁh staff” But definitely they ar& alwaym in an emer~
‘~;gancy erash pwogram, where Lhey can*t po sibly walt for tha,
- next meeting oﬁ the Lands Commis«ion, henoe theue renewals

;; om these permit termsi

MR. &EVIT*i All right The next fouw itemﬁ i (k)

_¢ (1)’ (m), (n)-«u are stm¢1¢r iﬁ@Mw, relatlng to Rlchfield
i“oil Union Oil, Monterey Oml, and the Texas Oompany e and

‘ ‘&n each case the staff has recommended the extensian:

MR HORTIG*‘ Yes slr.

- MR. LEVIT~ Are ﬁhere any qué ﬁjons or'fUrther discus~

~_‘u10n of any of the items under No. 59‘ If not a motlon to
- approve the recommendatlon of the staff and grant the pcr~

mits will be di.. order*

‘_fMR;~PRANSTON So move. '
qov. ANDER&ON._ Second.

MR LEVIT I8 there ls no ijectxon, Lhat will be

- the opder by unanifious. approval of the Gommmssion.

Item 6 —— City of Long Beach_proaeots Whioh require

- approval of Lhe Commission.\ The first one,(a),~relates

to wharf rehabll¢tation, Pier A, Berths 3 and 4 -~ approval
of credit due the State of $902. 85 pursuant to final audlt’
on the completed project, , |

Item (b) -~ allowance of additional $15,ooo;odd
dollars to the City of Long Beach for subsidence costs pur~
suant to audit on‘Eighth Street construction,

The next item is also a ¢redlt due the State on final

DIVISION OF ADMIRISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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audit in the LBHD and LB@D‘adminiStrativa area‘daveiopmenﬁ

| MR WHEELFR‘ Those +'hx*ete s Lhe figures are in th#

v wrong order as you ead them»

MR, HORTIG: mhcy are in the wrong order on the index.

“If we can refer to the calendar items themselvesv..o.“

MR, - LEVIT You mean the figures are transpoued?
MESoRS WHEELER and HORTTG. Yes.
 MR. IEVIT: What 1s the 902.85?

"MR;’HORTIG‘ 902 85 is on admlnistratlve area deVelop~

- ment operation‘ Pler A is credit due tue City and 1f we

say credit. due State 392 66 (b) and 902.85 (¢) we would

conform to the ca*endar ltem as prepared.

MR, WHEELEW Page 30 shows them as they should beq

MR. HORTiG*‘ Page 30 the three projects are listed as:|

| Credlt due the State = -0~
| $392. 66

$902.8
MR; LEVIT: Anyway, they are right in The naterilal and

in the resolutions as presented.

MR. HORTIG: That's correct.

MR, WHEELER: Yes. |

MR. TEVIT: Item (4) involves Plers 28 and 29, bulk~
loader reconstructlion -~ estimated expenditure by Long Beach
Harbor Department of $20,000 to cover railsing of bulkloader
facllity on Pler D.

Item (¢) refers to repalts of terminal facllity damaged

DIVISION OF ADMINIBTHATIVE PROCEDBURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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- $20,000 for tcrminal faciliby repalrs damaged by subsidence,
Item () Belmant Piep Fish Markeb - denial of requast“
, ,by fhe City of Long Beach fox approval of prapos@d expendi«~
“'tures o£ approaimately $10, OOO for aonstruetion or & fish

‘market‘ This 1s a recommended denial?

application to contract through'public'bidding f¢rVSite‘
, _3estjmated cost not to exceed wTOO OOO
'~,regardlng any of these ttems?,

‘ item?

~ Pavcel K -~ I take it the approval is for expenditure o

by‘aubsidence; esﬁimaﬁéd eﬁpendiﬁure{bylbﬂﬁb»bfAaﬁ"éddiﬁiéﬁaLf't

MR, HORTIG: Yes.

~ MR. LEVIT: The’otherﬂ are recommended approvals¢ :
VR. HORTIG: Approvals, yes. | |
MR, LEVIT?‘ Item (g) is a recommended approvalof‘an

i

Ia there any dxscussion or quesﬁlons rrom Lhe staff
MR, FRIEDMAN: May T ask a questmon about that 1asb

MR. LEVIT: Yes. |
MR. FRIEDMAN: The $700,000 water injection facilities

tideland trust funds of Long Beach?

MR. HORTIG: Well, the financing would come from tidew
lands trust funds bub this would Te conducted as part of the
normal oil operations and would be charged to the oll opera~
tion expenge to the Cilty and, therefore, one-~half of the

expense would be apporticned in the subtraction of +he

DIVIBION OF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCRDURIE, KTATE ORF CALIFORNIA
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:revenue to the Stauha, | e
| MR, LEVIT. We are not eV&n debemmining Lhat We are ,
iny 9ivin@ formal approval of golng ahead with the proJeaﬁ : ~f
| MR‘YFRIEEMAN L wasn*b sure Whethcr it Was a finanw B
,_ oial approvai or projeat approval. L

MR¢ LEVIT My understanﬂing is projecu approval.; f

MR. HORTIG: And approval to Epend $700,000 on this
‘prO*eet S T r

MR, LEVIT~~ In other Words,‘it'n6ﬁ only approves the |

project, but determlnes it 1s chargeable in this Way

MR, HORTIG: That is correct
MR. LEVIT} What:page ie that resolution on? |
| MR. HORTIG: That is page 3T, | |
.’MR; LEVIT: Any further question° E
MR. LINGLE: On the tisn markeb ...
MR, LEVIT: What is youb‘nameﬁ‘
MR, L:IINGLBw My name is Lingle. I am from the Long
Beach Ciby Attorneyts staff. We recognize'that we probably

have ‘s legal dispute with your staff and advisers bubt one

thing I would like to point out. It 13 suggested here that

we should resolve our differences with the attorneys. Ve

have attempted to arrive at some solubtisn with the Attorney

Generalts staff and we were then referved to the Commulgsion
and in this item we are asking to spend $10,000 and T am
not golng to press it at this time -~ T know you don't want

get in a debate wlith me nor do I wlsh to take the btime of

DIVIBIGN B ADMINIFTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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1 your atborneym at this go¢nb, but thc $1o,0@o -~ if we are

‘»se@ms to ma; almost more money in addition to ﬁhe amwunt Qf

[‘money we . are requir@d to upend for this f;sh market.

- lish preceﬁent for similar projectQ in the future and that

© @ N @ | o WD

|
o

| would be something of' 5 test case.

diction, 50 declaratory relief 1tems are exoed¢tlous.‘lgn{'

'K fact, the City has proceeded on nmmerous.other‘questions |

~order.

’5‘£Lnally lﬁfﬁ with the resolutlbn of he matﬁer to go ta -

couru, we are going Lo spend of youv ﬁime and our time, Lb
MR, LEVIT~ Weil, I suspect you. wonft go to court -

‘would apply equally to. us i we should act now, So I don*t

heretofore‘ |

MR. LINGLE* I am aware Of‘one e

MR, FRIEDMAN: It took two years, but you got your
point,

MR. EEVIT: Arty further questions or disoussion? Ir
not & motion to approve the recommencations submitted by the

stalf, or the resolutilons Submitted‘by the staff will be in

GOV. ANDERSON: So move,
MR. CRANSTON: Second,
MR, LEVIT: That will be the order of the Commigsilon.

Item T: Sales of vacant State school lands. The flrgt

DIVIBION OF ADMIMNISTRATIVE PROGEDURK, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

 just to build a fish market, Vou will be doing it to estab~ _

| know that we can avoid this, In other words, I suppose this i
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1| fthree items involve Stanford C. Shaw. ' These Ltems have been %
2| Defore us previously, The first is to accept a bid on cor- |
-g”‘ tain laﬁds;theisenond is to'fatify an'extenSioﬁ oftdapdsit gﬁwc
 *4 ;'time on another application and proVides for canoellatien ifiv F}
‘5'f uh@ deposits are nob made on time. S | .jf;
‘63 | - Now. the third item you. will have to brief me on.: Tha?ﬂﬁ(j
7 relates to policy relauive to a“vertlsmng. What is that? |
8 | MR. HORTIG: Yes s¢r.‘ The problem befove the Commlswbw f
g‘ylsion which is brought into chus today by MP. ahaw's appllﬂaw E
10 | tions will be equally applicable to other applications pend~ g
11 xng which are in process by the Commission‘ | R ]
121‘ MR, LEVIT: well, are they andlng on this Commlssxon?
13 _ MR. HORT“ ¥t The others are not but the pollcy on ?‘ R
14 | thﬂa matter on: Mr. Shaw's application Would be equally appli@%.“%
15 “able to. the obher issues. | | |
16| MR. IEVIT: Which one? R
17| MR. HORTIG: Pages 38 and 39 velate to Mr. Shaw's
| 18 applicatidn for an aggregate of a large tract of 18nd veeeas
;;@gg 19 | ~ MR. LEVIT: In order to know what we are doing, I
L 20 suneest we pass items (a) and {(b) and take up item (c),
21 | which is & matter of policy, Under that item, let me read
22 | your recommendation: |
| ;]} 25 | "It 1is recommended that a determination be made by the
| 24 Commlssion that it 1ls congldered to be in the hesgt
25‘ interest of the Sﬁate to requlre that all published
26 notlices for receipt of sealed hids on State school

BIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE) BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
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| Now thls has to dc Wlth What e e With the advertising for

on the advertisement for blds in connection wlth Mr; Shaw, l‘

 has been processed in pa“ts and he hag already acquired eer-

tailn par»els of land whlch were specified in his original

- applied for, on which Mr. Shaw has now depoaited the addl-

o o T poasistriy

“1ende and Qn.lends acquired in plaee theweof whiehe
are euthovizeﬂ to be soldtunder eaboel land regulame L
; lhions, ehall proVide for %he eubmlsaicn of cempebl~1e5'$
f the bilds on individual paroele embraced in an. »_
| applicaticn (a pareel containing a full uection or j\
 less), and that in ineﬁanaea wherc noncontiguous
| parcels e&ist Within & section of . 1and separate

“bids likeW1se shall be required e

blds?
MR, HORTIG: Yes.

MR, LEVIT: We can't charge the situaﬁion“ﬁha@‘exisﬁed'

MR. HORTIG' No siro Mr, Shaw's origlnal applicatlon

appl¢catlon,and recommended in the firgt item of the caleniawi‘

of the series here today, is a recommendation relative to |
approval of the sale of twoumore parcels pursuanb to competid
tive publilic bidding. These were advertised as separate
parcels and separate bilds were recelved, and Mr. Shaw is
the high bonafide bidder on those.

Now, there remaln addlitional lands of the 20,000 acres

tional funds to meet appraised value, which are now ready to |

go to advertising; and the question 4s a matter of policy

SIVISION OF ADMINIETRATIVE PROCEDURE, BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
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before the Commission is: DG we advertise 20,000 theusand |

: aeree An one block or do we adVertise a series of parcels'f

-‘,advernising noviceﬁ

MR._LEVIT,. What has been the practiae ln the past”,"‘ !

';V'Mﬁi HORT' TG We haVe only had in ‘the past one largef‘

application for land sales and bhat one ‘was wjth respec# to

- acquisition of lands for a oonsolldated,ranch holding and

that was davided 1nto numerous notlces, bt not nearby as

many notmcos as would be reoommended here,

MR. LEVIT: When would you be]adVertlsing;bhese landa?':e“*

MR. HORTiG’V Immediately after'thevCommission.actidnf

"whlch tells us Whlch way to advevtlse., | |
MR. LEVIT" Whmch way are you recommendlng —— sepanateQ.
MR. HORTIG?' We are recommending minlmum size parcele»

"not to exceed one section of land per notlce,;:n order to 8

achieve the maximum competltiwe publlc bidding, to achleve -

the maximum saleﬂ value of these lands for the benefit of -
the school trust fund. |

MR, CRANSTON: What other preoedente‘other than the =
ohe recent one -~ have there been other ones in the past,v
m0re recent past? |

MR, HORTIG: Xen?

MR, SMITH: No, Just the one large one. It has been

the practice in the executive offlce for the last five years

to advertise for recelpt of bids individually. Most of the

DIVIBION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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ff a@plicaﬁions that would,fall under that directive,‘howevar,

MR, GRﬁNSTON What ooourred at thaﬁ ﬁime? lid the

"-‘.fper&Oﬂ who was seeking the whole thing aaquire the whole |
xf‘thing, ow were portiona a fuired bv ath@rb a8 a result of
’~{ ’the separatic. bidding? | |

}“Mﬁe HORTqu ﬁoqulred hh@ enblre acreage~
MR, CRANSION* By meeting the bidsv B
7' MR.ﬁ0RTIG§‘ Yes. : H “:; |
MR. ORANSTON‘ DoM #hat mean ;f these sections aré

 jtaken altogether that ﬁomebody could bld on. this 1nsade _;'\
k:'sectlon while somebody was blddlng the whole” | e :
| _‘Mh. HGRTIG*‘ That is. corract, except I must emphasmzey

~on file ave scatbered, In other words, it is proposed that

= contiguous lands in one sect&nn be offered as a block:and-r

that when it no 1onger can be oonsxdered mn contlgulty, it
be as one.

MR, LEVIT: Are there some contiguous lands here that
do exceed one section?k | | | ” |

MR, HORTIG: I don't believe in this application. Is

‘ﬁhat correct?

MR, SMITH: Not conbiguous. They ave all checker-
hoarded. |
MR. HORTIG: However, we have other applicants who

ha,ve lands, previous applicationg for lands, which will be

BIVISION OF ABIAINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA ,

yrcf_ wculdnft conbaln more than two or Lhree parcels at the moutugfﬂy

"that7thése 1and;appllc@tions, all‘land,applipatiwns,we;have ]J f%
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'ﬁ'appiicabions which have been in preeess for many ; ara, ana
wilwho are representea here today and would 1ike to commenﬁ

Aiupom this rebommendaﬁ poli@y by the State,

?1W1th the State and pﬁocessed and 1 understand that it prob-

'f be advertlsed for sale..

1 secﬁions, the odd numbered uectlons, and the even nnmbered

1 a solld block

:f‘¢nd1VLdually in smaller parcels, I would not know aL what

‘pOlnt I Would begin *o asaemble a solid block”,

“tion was processed not in individual paroels'but on the |
| entire thing as a unit,iand T have had a siZable deposit up

~with the State for almost six years; and, after all, the

of now, and yet it was started approkimately slx years ago
when T deposited without interest all of thab time.

‘ally if I felt that the properties weuld ultimately be sold

MR PON*j

h ;ably 15 being appraised at ‘the pree ent t;me and wjll shortly‘

sectlons Whlch the Sﬁate 1s acquiring o has "ecently acquirg

 fed from the Pederal government on thls exchange i wi1l make

So, obV1ously, if the seoblons were sold

In other words, 1t is a QUestlon Qf the entlre appllcam

property is bheing appraiséd, not as of six years ago but as

‘Natura

in small units, I wouldn't have started the'application in
the first place.

MR. LEVIT: DBut I understood this

has been the prastice

R

"'iacquired from bhe cheral government in lLeu of State landa ?n

- Mr, Eon is hereg“
k[if the Gommission would care to hear from hﬁm‘,;~ | |

Abou? 1953 an exchange applioation was flled‘“‘fﬁ

I happen to have the uheckerboarded_" !

DIVISION O F ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE O F CALIFORNIA
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| of Lhe Oommission - to adVewtiue sepavate items where they

“ware noncontiguou° parcels.s~ :

MR SMITH‘» Yes, iﬁ haa been._., o o
MR. PGN* Well, ir thev are iqolated parcels, You

:fﬂsea, in fhls ‘one applioation ﬁhere are somc parcels in "

 ”another toWnship that are SOmewhat disaolnted and constitute

less than a seotion of 1and4 In thos e'parﬁicular cases I

Q‘can see that no one would be harmed and someone might be

| beneflte@ who has properuy adJo:minb those sections.

MR, LEVIT: The point I am making, sir, that's bother-

- 1ng mé —e T don't thlnk we should be asgked to make rules to

: meet special oases. " In other words, 1f we haVe a praetice

that we have been follOW1ng, l thmnk we ought to continue to

follow 1% ard not make special exceptlons, beoause then

“-people do get misled if we are going to do that. We are
- going to Pru constantly faced with the necessity of do¢ng ﬁhaf
; If this has been the practice of the Commission, as I under-
 'stand 1t thig resolution you are proposmng is 1in accordanoe

' ‘wibh the past practice of the Commissmon.

MR. HORTIG: That ig correct, with the understanding

~that the past practice of the Commigsion is that the Commis-

sion has had very little practice in connectlon with adver-
tiging and selling large tracts of land which were applied
for in one application. We had one such application and

even that application was broken down in a greater number of

parcels than contalned in the original application,; although

BIVISION OF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA




1'1'v noh the number of parce 8 lt Would hava baen broken down |
2| mnto 1n aaeordanao wi h the preﬁant rep@mmendatian.“ -
f»a'ﬁ . ‘. MR< CRANSTON‘ ﬁve therw ﬁo rules in evl tencé governQ
4 "';lamg tha,w s ,' O D
f"auﬁ’ MRQ HOR’I‘J:G:»“Z No sir, but now\that we are faeed with L
: 6 ffor the flrst time 81nce iy tenure in office wmth the comw "‘”
1 é' MISBlOn, thms mattav 01 what to do wibh larve acre&be of ke
 8i* land contained ﬁn one applicatlon a& mxemplifieﬁ by Mr,'{ 2
9| Shawt's application, and in ﬁhe 1ear future Wil be faced W1ch f7
1@  what to do W1th.respect to appliuations contamnlng 1arge
11 ’acreages whlch have been pending for a.lOﬁg time ~= Mp, - |
12 1 Pon'" and others u4 we felt ¢t was essential that we have a
13 directive xrom.thc Commi:qion as to ‘the approprlate practice
‘14| to follow. - e |
15 I might indicabe to tF~ Commission —- on which I thénk

16‘ ’Mr. Pon will agree - he cwrtalnly has a plea ln equity on |
17mffthe matter ol bls appllcation b@ing in proc ess for s1x |
18 ~ years, this six years belhw by courtesy of the Bureau of
19 | Land Management in Wauhlngton, D,C. This is now long'lt

20 | takes us to get Federal land somebimes. Thig is a typlcal

21 example.
22 MR, CRANSTON: What is the precedent with land that | |
25 | comprises more than one section and that is contiguous? |

241 MR. HORTIG: There really have not been, at least in

20 | my experience, sufficient number of sales oub of the total

26 number of sales that have exlisted to say that we had

DIVISION OF ADMIMISTRATIYE PROCEVURE, LTATE OF CALIFORNIA
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‘L;establlahed & precedent

g tiguous¢

~ HR. CRANSTON: To continue that line of bhougltp do B
‘“jwe have anyﬁhlng like that before us at the preSenb time,

IR, SMITH*t I don*t believe there ave.

MR, LFVIT' Doesn't the man that puts up the deposmt

-“*have Qppo”tunlty to mﬁet bids that are made“‘

.VMR,,HORTIG. ﬁs the first applicant, under the present

~ rules and regulations he hos first refusal to meet the high

bid»

| MR;_LEVIT:*‘Then, in view of the fact it‘seems to me

¥'tﬁab Lhis is COhSlS ent‘wiﬁh the practice we have had; in
view of the fact it’will open the bidding to more competi~
f Lién and.thereby be likely to benefit the State in the long
 irun;'and in_View of the fact Lhat the firsv appllcant does

{ Lave an advantage‘in being able to meet the bids if he

chooses, to do i, Just at bhis point I feel irclined bo

| approve the recommendation of the stafs.

MR, HORTIG: Mey I verify something, Mr. Chairman,
I am correct all of these applicants do have first applicant
status?

IR, SMITH: They do, speaking for the exchange.

MR, HORTIG: Mpr, Pon, for example?A

ey

M. SMITH: Yes, Under the present rules, of course.

5_where there is 1and in more bhan one section Lhat is conwx"(

MR. HORTIG AS of today’s agendd, I donfb believe $o¢v‘ |

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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- you were 1ooking ahead prOSpeekively and not aiming ,his

"f*?fapply to them.
"Longwterm polioy in th¢s matter.

being faced with this sitration for the :'irst time, 1is the

' was more than one section and is not contmguous”

“able so that the State could effect the exchange, which would

MR, LEVIT: Uell, I asgumne that in propouing this rute

‘partlcuLarly at the pr“&ent appﬂicants, even,though lﬁ Wguld [

MR HORmIG* Well, thab is correct i
« MR - LEVIT: In other Words, yau are 1ooking towards a

MR. HORTIG: With the necessity~that‘the Commigsion

have a consisﬁent'poliCy,.aslyoq*havéindidated;fandvnow,*

time to establish the policy rather than after we have estab~.

lished some adverse precedenﬁs down the ]1ne,

- MR, CRANSTON: What vould oe your Pecommna ndatlon for al .

situation that might come up. 1n Lhe fuﬁure where the 1and

MR. HORTIG: This rule would requlre advertising not
more than one sectlon per not¢ce¢‘ | | | |

MR, LEVIT: Do you have anything to add, Mr. Pon?

MR, PON: Just thils -~ that there has‘been»six yeérs'of‘
very hard work with the State zoordinating with the‘Federal’

governmment and the varlous Federal agelicies to make it avalll

result in the State acquiring the property and Uncle Sam
acguiring lands in the Joshua Tree Natlional Monument,
MR. HORTIG: I belicve we have tlLa problem, for the

benafit of the Commiazsion, that the firsy regponsibllity of

DIVIBIC! OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE,: STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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the Gommission'with réapmcﬁ to the‘truaﬁ lands 18 to achleve

*“Lhen e laok at ard.cevtainly cannot deny the equitable
rights of bhe depositors and literally th@ blood and tears‘:
‘ 'by which appliaants, including M, Eon; certainly havn

g.eypended tremendous effort in these things‘
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the maxlnum veturnw from the 1and for Lhe tru«bfund, and

MR, ﬂFVIT*” The equitmes in these things don't lmpresa
me. T can figure out Why you want to have it the way you

suggesb buu whether you have any other reason to suppose\ﬁ

" it would be otherwise than suggested‘here 1s what I can't

understand. In other words, from all wé,hear here todany
the practice of the Commlssion has been to break these -
things down. | | -
. MR. PON:
gold have 1ot been sold as a result of acqulsltion from
Uncle~Sam In this partlcular case, thls entire application
was started, as I say, some six years ago and requlred 2,
terrific amount of work and expense in_just processing it
thrpugh the various departments,andVarious State agencies;
and governmental agenciles were wery cooperatlve but; as you
know, the red tape involved -~ - Had'that work not been rane,
naburally we wouldn't have sbarted the application in the
first place, |
MR, LEVIT: Did you have any reason to belleve that
it would be processed any differently than is being recom-

mended now?

of course‘allythe‘state lands that ‘have beeni

e IR AR PRSI
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gone through, to answer'your'quaaﬁion indiweotly wa LT the

R B T B B

o

'restrietiéns and many of,thQSe‘pebpie, thihking»they'weﬁeff

we consider the amount in the initial applicatiOn, the

MR. PON: Well, initially, if the application had

app1¢eation had gone through\wihhin a year frOm the time it

"was filed, 1t probably would have sold Por conslderably less_"”

at that Time. So the harder We Worked and the 1ongcr we |
Worked we wCre penalxzed and the 6uata is making another
appraisal. o |
MR. LEVIT: We are not talking abouu price., We are |
talking about the method of sale, the method of advartiSLng.lﬂ
Mii, PON: Well, as you probably‘know, some of these
small government tracts that have‘beeﬁ sold thrcugh_the

Bureau of Land Management; you see them scattered throughout

the countryside we little Q‘x 4 bulldings on them without

buying from Uncle Sam, pald three or four times more bhan
the property was WOrth, - The improvements were In accordanceg

wlth those set up by planning commissions and aetually, when

appralsal in the initial application, it sounds ridiaulous
Wut that was the basis on which it was initiated. That was
aboutt two dollars ah acre slx yeérs ago, Naburaily, the ap-
praiedd wlll be conslderably higher and I will be ab the mercy
of the State appralser for whatever it is worth, whabever
v 4s appraised at.
It 1s Just a questlon whether somebody who has made

this porsible should have an opportunlity to hid on Lt as

BIVISION BF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCEDURE 8YATE OF CALIFORNI/
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"a whole, because if one 1solated biduer &eta in bhore on

 'parL of it, it will be useless.

item (c)

MR, LLVIT? I think we sh@uld aot separately on Lhiu

GOVQ ANDERSON- Do you first want to approve the

| reoommendafion of thb staff on this policyv

MR,»LEVIT.  Well, 1t vou do that settles it.
GOV, ﬁNDELSON.\ I mean I am satisfied with the -

'recommendaclon of the ataff, I tthk.

MR. LEVIT: Can we have a motlon to that effect, then
Gov, ANDERSON.\ I so movea

MR. CRANSTON: Second the motion.

MR. LEVIT& ‘Motion is to adopt the recommendation of

"Vthe-staff'on Calendar Ttem 48 If there is no obéectmon,

Lhat will be the order of the Comm1s31on

Now, let's;go back O wemee

SENATOR DOINIG: Mr, Chairman, may I interrupt at this|

point? Would it be possible to go back to your ibem relativg

to the tidelands? I was in comnittee and was not able to
be here aﬁd would like to‘get gome information’ffbm your
CommissionQ

MR. IEVIT: Relative to the tidelands? You mean the
bcundary,determination? Certainly. What do you have in
mind?

SENATOR DOLWIG: I was the original chalrman of the

committee In 1951 that made a study of the tldeland situatlox

| »

OBAYE N-TD BOM S
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and at that time we diacoverad‘tha‘Landa Gommisaianfdid'nmt

| have an inventory of all the atate lands and‘as a‘re gult of

that study I undersband the State has gone ahead and made an

,~inventory and there is a question 80 far as exact desoription

“mittees at %he present time we have noticed that the State
“has been making grants Very much on a general déscription.\'
Now, 1t's my understanding that tl'ls has been causiﬂg“

conglderable difi Loulty and at the present time in one of the o

committees we have set a pollcy that insofar as the loecal

agencies are concerned that they should come in with an

- exact description,

Now, I would like to inguire from the Commission

whether it 1s possible for the municipalities now to obtain

2 metes and hounds desefiption of these'tidelands ahd I thinkl

the Commlsgion is familiar with the problem we are having,

,particularly in the Long Beach situaﬁion, Where dve ‘to the

fact where there has heen lack of exact descriptions fthere
are many problems that devolve on i1f,

I would like to¢ make inguiry -~ maybe Mr. Horbtig or
somebody can answer my questibn -~ a8 To exactly where we
stand on these descriptions.

MR, LEVIT: Mr. Hortig? |

MR, HORTIG: If I may, Mr. Chalrman., Mr., Dolwlg, since
1947, in my own personal experience, the DLands Division ab

the directlion of the Lands Commisslon have invariably worked

,G’l<

BIVISION OF ADMINIGTRATIVE PROGCEDUNG STATE OF CALIFORMIA
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to as sist Lechnloally, not asg to the. merits of wbether ;
grunt; should be processed, but to ascertain that +the eeehni~ e
:cal land desoriptmonsin graqts are technieally accurabe. En 1

‘,_a very faw instances, and this has been many years ago ncw,~

' pmoceeded wilth their own descriptions.uQ‘

Curtaxnjy, as you recognize, while it is not a polic
it certamnly has been a practjce of the Senate of the Sﬁate
oFf California tH require granfo to speclfy that The gr&nted
lands will be wurveyed, platted and recorded by tha State |
Lands Division at the cost of the grantee. EVery one of‘the

grants whlcn roughly utart in the serleo Since 1950 that .

have ﬁequired that type of survey and reoordation and mapping
have been COmpleted and there are,in the countzes mn Whlch

' the lands are located,recorded map&rwhmch ave accurate and

will permit at any time in the future the exact'location and

determination of the areas and position of the lands which

the Legislatire has granted -- which, admittedly, has been a |

far cry from cur inabllity to de likewlse in grants that
were o popular in the period 1911 to 1917, most of'whiCh 
as of thig date are very difficult to determine as to their
locatlon and extent. | | |
Yestarday, 1n your Senate Governmental Effieienéy Caﬁw

mittee, it was indlcated by Senator Collier that even in

BIVIHION OF ABMINIETRATIVE PRUGCEOURE, 8TATE OF CALIFORNIA

) with bhe authcrs of all ﬁideland &rant 1egialaﬁion, ﬁeeklng I

i 2 few of the authors desired not to accept ﬁhe description ‘f.YVV

: of the Lands Dlvmsion as to the desor;pbion of the lamds and;i. .
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1_amendmenﬁs 0 previdusygrants’it Wou1&*be:dasiréble'ﬁo have

~commitﬁee now feels should be standawd, namelv, mincr&l

. grants are not for the purpase originally intpnd@d

| have the questlon - We have thase deals befcre us.va thank

© ® N e W s e W B

- sure the Commission is 1ntereqted 1n mt and Lhat 1s th

R e ol
NS

- can be put in the legislation, so in the future if oil is
15

problem tney are in the Long BeachAsituation?

furnished upon tneir requests meies and bounds descriptiong

53 ]
 those grants further smended to include condivions which youw‘;f%

. rlghtb to the Sbate, surVey of the lands by Lhe State, and f,”

‘fva condibien for rever310n of thosa lands in the event those:§ ff

SENATOR DOBWIG~' Than!~ true, Mv@ Hortig, and We still“ |

we~have~six.or»seven mOV1ng righﬁ-now,»twoaor'three ih Marin

County. I would like to ask this prﬂc»ical questAQn,.,I‘am

When the legiﬁlation is put in, is it pOSblble for a

muﬁicipality'to get a metes and bounds descrlption, s0 this
developed in these areas the State will not be in bhe same

I tnink thls is somethlng that is g01n5 to requlre a

policy so far as the Legilslature 1s concarned and 13 cer-

MR. HORTIG. I belleve you have touched upon the .« x‘
of this thing, Senator Dolwig, wheniyou say 1t 1s going to
require a policy of the Legislabture, In all instanc es
whaere municipalities have requested grants and have reqaeqtet

assigtance from the State Lands Commission, there hava heen

which have been subsequently recorded by the State Lands

DIVIBION OF ADMINISTRATIVE FROCEDURY, STATE OF SALIFORNIA

tainly uomething thc Landes Commlssion wmnl be conce rhed with‘ ~‘~
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"Gammiwsion¢ 80 thcre iﬁ 1o doubt oft the lmca@ian of ﬁhe

lthe descripuion, so it would be teuhnlcally correct If, as '

R T T e . S

f a matter of" 1egislative nelicy, the Legislature should pro~« X

f,,“or approval of depcrlptlon,‘our pﬂoblem w1ll be solved

B SR
(R

 ‘haVe eXamined does not have an«adequate metas and boundS'

Sy

‘description B0 the State and muniaipullty will know exactly |
: what 1ands are granbed Thls is a questlon I would llke to_ |

| have answered, bccause I Lhink we- have get to salve tbls

.GommissiOn,; This is the queshion I am. pursulng$ because

»~ lands granted by the Legislaturc. As. & “have ﬁaid,;bhis hasff‘ “
not bﬁen eVen remotely univaw al except since 1951 and even »ﬁ13*
of th@ number Of grants being pracessed in he Legislature  "“ ﬁ5
n‘;taday, one half of the de&GPip@iﬁnS Qpiginated in the Lands ﬂ*$f
. _D*vision abt the request of. the @f&ntee, the nther half meref   “ﬁ

ofrered to the L gﬂslature that it might have assxstance ony“”

pose to direct any proposed grants bo the Lands Divisjon

SENATOR DOLWIG: I don't belleve you have anstered my |

queéfian.f Six, seven or eight bills are in, EVewy one E

problem, elther 1egmslatively or througn regulatlon by the

this has been raised and There is legislation unﬂer con-
sideration. I would like to get the viewpoint of the Commis-
sibn on this matter. You are the pecple that arve dealing
with it. |

MR, LEVIT: Senator, if I might comment -- I am not
nearly as familiap with‘thia,asvyou are, buk just.from

listenling to the interchange here, the Lands Commigsion can'dt

DIVIBION OF ALMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURHE, STATE DI CALIFGRNIA
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‘,Legisiatura.‘ IF 2 leglsl&%cr inbroducéa a bill and it

1K;doesm't have descriptions in 1c and the Lands Commlssian

© @ e @ A @ N R

. excepc to the extent thax you can‘t control what .. Leglsm

e
Nv

ﬁ‘lature mighb do in passing bills othprwise drawn.,

[a]
«

'f~thing I am speaklng of is information w TOMDET one, if we
 ‘put that in as a condition on tideland grants from now on,
~»¥'im the Staﬁe Lands Dlvision from a praatloal snandpoint in

a position to produoe exact d@SGPlprOHS when we pass lepisw—|

-furniéhed,by'the.sta@e Lands‘éemmissionz Can we do that?

contrals'nd~w¢u1anvﬁ?wanﬂ to'iﬁ'any“wayafhé aatibnyof‘the‘

deoes not . have the request or isn*t given the opportunity to"‘

Now, 1t waulﬂ s@em to e that there woald be a o

technique possxble, whareby “the bill would be passed subject' 

to, as Mr‘ Hortig indicatea, subject To the actual survay ‘

Dmvision, and I would think there is no real difficultv therq

-

SNNRTQR DOLUIG' That's true, qu.Chairman. The only

lation with the condition that the deseriptior will be

MR, HORTIG: In‘generai; Senator Dolwig, the answer
would be yes ~~ except where the grants night fringé on an
area where title is in litigation.j» o |

May‘I askt & question? Apparently I dontt underStand
your terminology with respect to the insufficlency of the

descriptions in the grant legilislatlon now pending before the

present sesslon, inasmuch as every one of the bills which

GIVIBION OF ADMINIBTRATIVE BROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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~5‘preparp the dascrlntionb, there is not very much we Qaﬁ dﬁ-.  ‘&

o end meteﬁ and bounds descrlptlon being supplied by the Lands|
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.gethe problem so far as
L {vQ the 1911 act, thls
;;tionsuyou,havet
?’Whefe are.thé;iinéslg;how mﬁdh'is owhéd;by,the‘

  how much is iot owned by‘thé;State.f

- platting and monumenting beforé a grant,

'f;dnﬁ where the dascript¢ons wene not uuffchent have been
‘W'amended by the ‘authors of Lne 1egislati0n ao tha+ ir the
‘ﬁ legi$latLon is adopted1the area éonveyed can actually be

.f;surveyed and monumented on the @round and sarvey filed as

f theﬁe will always be oomp1ete knewlmdge because there will

" e a recorded plat on file in the county where the prOperty

The desorlptions ln there, Whlle they may not

meet your partlcular test of a metes and,bounas description,

x5 are nevertheless suffloienbly definit1Ve and accurate to i

1 locate the ground on such a plat or survoy.

SEN@TGR DonWIar’ Then, Why, Mr“ Hortlg, do we have

Long Beacn,ls‘concerngd?  To go back
deseription was along the samerdescrlpw
Now w: areiconfronted<with the problém‘0f~

State and

| lem. | -
MR. HORTIG: I think the answer is rather simple, in
relrospect at least. If your predecessors had had the fore-

‘sight that you gentlemen are exercising now in reguiring

if that had been

‘filed in 1911 as to what were the granted lands in 1911,

then there would be no queStibn.

grant that you gentlemen have passed since 1951.

I think this is a prob-|

There is no question on any]

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE FROCEDURE 65TATE OF GALIFORNIA

?fghas baen inmroduo@d has been reviewed by the Lands Diviaion 1o

rf:required by the statute¢ and so far as record& in the future   77

L
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SENATQR DQLWIQ Naw, is there any way we canlﬁake B

1care of, by regulatlon through the Lands Commission or by
1 legislatiam, to determina ﬁhoua b@undariea now of all Lhe 1
tf grants we made prior tc lCSO._ This ms a mabter I think we ?"‘7J
'i’have to take up ¢n 1egislatlan.~ﬂ ‘ | |

MR LEV | Thiq matter, it meems to me, 1s of course

 a very interestmng legal problem Which might inVOlVe ‘some " ‘
of the prlneipals that Were involved in the boundary 1itigaM»'~j
i ki7tian,* I think tha% a‘l we could aay now we m*ght refer .
10: 
oy
a2

thls mabter to the.ﬁttorney General for same PP |
SEN&TOR DOLWIG: Mr. Ohairman, T have discussed it
Wlﬁh the Attorney General 1n a general way¢ We havenft had

enough tlme to go into the thlno thovouwhly but I wanted to

 ;have thls oppoﬂtunity, since tth Cammms%ion is mceting, tof°‘“p
11|

find out what the facts are. I’ll be glad to take s up

4fuvuher and notb take your time up and.take it up with bhe .

,~Attorney General.

MR LEVIT: It does seem to me,~Senator, that any

attempt on the part of the Legislature to pass any ¢eglglaw
- tion that would determine the boundarles would have the

effect of leading to litlgation anyway.

SENATOR DOLWIG: I'1l teke that matter up with the .
Attorney General. I think that is definitely a cohsidérétion

I‘have andther request ‘I wonder 1Z 1t is possible,
since this ig under conslideratlen ncw, to get the report of

the special attorneys on this problem.

He

BEIE B.4D KOM BPO
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'earlier and I réad a letter from Lhe Amtor ay Gen@ral Ln

0 o=

- his opinion to Lhe intpweat$ of the State 38 ﬁhese detai1s 

<:‘Were made pmblic, and I stated thaﬁ my own aoncmusion was,v

*f“members of uhe Gommis ion, that thia ¢s ccrreat e that ks

,.these are detamled brihfs, Lf you mel, or opinions prepared

T R Y

, by an atborney for his client and as long as litlgation is
10
11

‘close the uetalled investigations of our owr attorneysﬁ‘

 in a secret flle ab tha Landﬁ Commi sion but woula, of

i also as members,‘oL courge, as memberb of the Commissmon.in

MR, LEVIT' You W@r@nlﬁ hare when we dJahuaaed th&s‘{ R

“,which he painﬁed aut that iL Would be Veﬂy detrimantal in. ff

“&nd 1 b®l¢ave T can say thah thi& ﬁs thc opinion of the.:tff‘f

pending or 1ikaly to ensue, mb would be most unauual and

~ unwise and prejudlcial to the Lnterests of the State to dlS~ 

Therefore, T stated that these reports would ‘be kept

course, be made avallable at suah.?uture aLme as this situa~ U

Eoey

; "3;&\ ]

sion no longer exmptq. We have conqulted as 1nd1vmdua1s and i

khls staff 1n golng over the details of these repcrts, and we

probably will do that again before the Commlssion reaches@av
final decislon as bo what it should do. | |

, We,have, however, a, pﬁblicreccwmendation of the |
&tborney General in whleh he states thatthéfState hag liti~
gible rights in hig cpinion againgt the City of Long Beach
and has also concluded that no actions relating to this

question ghould be commenced against any other persons at

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCHDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

an attorneywclienu relationshlp wmth the ﬁttorne} General ana..ff
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“ﬁhis Lime, L | | |
I think T should ala& say that the Gomm»ss on s fully‘
. aware of the requ*rement f law Lha» alL its mestings ale
‘ ?pubLie meoblngs and iﬁ is nob only awa%e 0 1t but ia in
ﬁ{lcomplete wympakhy with iv but at the Hame time there are "

cewtaln aituations that ocoasionally arise whera you don‘b
have formal meetings beoause obviously the Commission can't

act jn private e 1% has ﬁo act in publxc meet'ng No

"acﬁion was taken in these eonsulbations WLth the Attarney |
p*General and nor: was cnntemplated ¢ will be conxemplatOd,

| but there are certain aituatmons where the public interest

requireﬂ that members of a “ublic body have to corﬁult in '

"‘prlvate.‘ One of thoee obvious matbers is matters relating
* ‘to preliminary investlgatlons 1nvolving personnel, where
! dlsclasures prpmaturely would injurp chafaoter and S¢mp3J"
oouldn*t be tolerate_ in fdirneﬁs, and another 1tuat¢on,
B .LL geems %o me, is an attornechlient smtuation where an

«attorney is making an investigation and detalled recommendas

tiom» and reports. If those are made publlc and litigstiﬁn
ensues, you in effeot are furnlshing legal services to the |

Oppusitlon and this would be damaging to the Interests of

the client, in this case bthe State of Galmfornxa.

SENATCR DOLWIG: Mr, Chalrman, as a lawyer I am fully

~aware of the situation as far as atborney and client is

concerned, However, thisg is public business and I am a

member of the Leglslature; and, as I have indlcated here,

DIVISION OF ABMINISTRATIVE PRACEDURE, STATE OF SALIFORNIA
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g ther@'is a‘1égiﬁlaﬁive“prﬁblam'ideIVed and'éertainlvfﬁ@e
 that have bean devaloped on. this parbaaular problem
 aWare af the faob that thare is 1i*igat on pen& ng and sc

j~fqrth, buﬁ 1 am still makin@ the request to the Commimsian

- that I be given a oepy off it mm Wl+h the understandln*J &nd

o ® <N 6 o » N B

~_.to be useﬁ from the standpoint Gf consmdering 1eglslatron,

e
= O

o
o«

*guish between yourself as a 1eglslator ana the Legislafure,

B3
=

=
~

)
o

'mambers of the Le&iulature should have all of the facts‘ |

| Insofur as the Gcmmassion is cmnaarneda I am Qertainlyj,ﬁﬁ
J am sure that you reulize if I to 4 you it 3 only going‘
that as far as I am concarned the dooument will not be made )

pub¢ie. I am making that requesc.

MR, LEVIT~ Well, Senabor, I think we hava to dlsbjnw

~ and if I read Chapter 2000 of the Statuues of lQQT oﬂrheuﬁly'
,,*he Leglsiature ‘has referred thib matter to the Lands Cnmu
 ldlssion, w with instructions and aubhority ﬁo act, It is not,

| taerefore, at this ﬁimeuin“ﬂhé‘haﬁdq‘of'ﬁh@‘Legmslégﬂ%éfﬁﬂd; 7

T vhink that the problem you pose, regretfuilv I bav t&ku,
in a much,broader one than the way you put 1. |

‘ In ether words, I think we elther have te maintain

the position that the Commission has already stated it would
maintain or else we have to determine that this is a public
document and avallable to any limited group -~ let's say

all the members of’the Legislature or other officilals than

the Lands Coumission; and I know ysu won't misunderstand

what I am saying now, but I belleve 1f we take that position,]

. DIVISION OF ABMINISTRATIVE PROCERU #£ STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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- Senator, be we. might Just as well aaaume 1t la a public

ﬂi‘that hese dceuments be furniahed and the ﬁttorney Genera&

g from legmswaﬁors to furanh bhese opiniens and aaked me

RN TR R S TSR R N

1g,and iﬁ was up to the COmmlssien and nob up to theﬂﬁttornev

B
K=

‘General to furnlsh thls information o) an;one else than the

| Mands Commission,,

=
w0

' ,nh your request, no one ouﬁside the Legislature —w 0O mabter,

ion -- can aet 5t except hy release of Lhe legislator him~
"self‘ | | o | | '

but we have a practilcal problem from a legislative stand-

" ) pmndes) e s % s o " g .

dooumenL,

- You are nmt the only legislabar wha haa made a raquﬁﬁt

‘what I thoughb' and X tolﬁ him thab as far a8 I was coneerned i

he Was the attorney for the Lands Lommission in th)s matter

I am sure you are aware 0f the fact that when you”

oounsel, the Leglslaiive Counsal, renders an opinion to you

how much they may be 1nterented in or affected by the opin~

SENATOR DOIWIG: Mr. Chairman, that's all very true;

point, At the present time there is legilslation affecting
this matter; there is legislation under consilderation; We
have a deadiine of practically May U4th as a practical matter|
I think itts making it very difficult because we as legls-—
lators arse certainly concerned aboub not putting in any

legislation that in any way 1s golng o prejudice the State'y

positlion insofar as any of these law sults are concerned.

J—pres

SIVIStUN OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEOURE, STATE OF SALIFORNIA

« called me smme days ago and told me that he had had r@questsik*5
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That c.ryemination cannob be made unless we ave in full

;‘powsasaion of ﬁh& facta._

MR BEVIT: Then I Lhink Phe: Legisiature should by

"resoluﬁion inatrucﬁ the Commisaion on the euvrent Jagislaw
g”tionq Ve are Mubject to that. |

’ SENATOR DOLWIG: Tf you wou1d like colleotiVe acbion

irathav than 1ndlvidual zetion .. ..

- ME. LEVIT Therc can‘t ne ind1VLdual action.L
| SFNATOR DOLWIGé I meant so far as any 1ndivxdual legla

- lator is concernnd I am in agreement with your p@bitlon.

}ﬁR¢ LEVIT: I aertﬁlmly d@n*t want to convey the im~

 pression that I have the slmghbesﬁ doubt come

SENATOR DQLVIIG :NGJ YIO » o e 9 » v .
MR &MVITN‘ » e of your abmllty to kemp thisg secret,

but if we twrn it owver to you we have to turn it over to any

1 1egisla%orfﬁhat‘wants-it and 1t's guilte obvious from jusbl

peneral knowledge of human naturve and past experience ag to

what the effect of that will be. |

SENATOR DOLWIG: Mr. Chalrman, I sppreciate your prob-
lem in this matter and if it is going to require ieﬁerminaw
tlon by the Legilslature, we wlill look into that. I appre-
ciate your problem, as an attorney.

MR, IEVIT: I am not attempting to bind the Commisslon
by what I am saying. I believé I am givin, the opinion of
Lhe Commisslon.

MR. CRANSTON: May I ask one question? Is it

DIVIRION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORMIA
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Genawalfs mp¢wion would be helpful to the Senator on lemip~' f1'

1ative ¢nquiﬁss he is cgnearn@d in,,that 1t might he pos~

. ¢ible to be made available to him withoat making Qtners¢ T

Mﬂn LEV&Q* Haw can the S@nabor tell what he Wants

i wﬁthaut seeing the whole@ |

| MR¢ CRANPTON*‘ T thinn it miaht be possibTe in a conw
Eerence between the Senator an& the Attorney General's |

of'f mce.

SENATOR DOLWIG: My problem is we don't want to bake

ANy aation that Wlll prejudjce the gtatefs position, is I
have *ndicdted, I think ‘there are othev problems here ‘and

certainly 1egislation should go ahead to resolve ‘the probw

- lems; and, again, we have g practioal problem and I can see

gou have. | '
MR. LEVIT: Itd like to suggest one powslble way to

approaoh‘ﬁhis, Senator. “hat iu, if you can discuss this

fy matter with Mr. Kleps, Leglslative Counsel, I'd be very

happy to discusg 1t with him and:wiﬁhﬁneﬁttorney General
becauge I'd like very muchvtd‘work out a satisﬁactory‘
conclusion, |

SENATOR DOLWIG: All right, I'1ll do that,

MR, CRANSTON: It seems to me by such a conference he
could get the information he wants. .

MR. LEVIT: ALl right, We will proceed wilh the
calendar, ...,

BVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE BROCRDURE: STATE OF JALIFORRIA
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“Poauibla That aerﬁain informaﬁian aonﬁaﬁﬁéd in%th& Atﬁérmey. {;;
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Jmenator Shaw, 1n ﬁhia matter that was Jusb beform you and

7~~that yau pasuod Uliy, at the wequesﬁ of Mra‘ Shaw. ﬂs you,

~a>nwss of his illness., ﬂOWQVQrJ ab Wra. &w‘a rﬁquest she

“ *nstructed me to pray the Gcmmiasion would put over all

I reppectiully XERY

o o N e @ T SR T ,

“about here, We haven't taken any action yet on any of Mr.

 Shaw's applications. Item (¢), although it'appédr$‘under~‘

" all applications pénding'or'to be pending in the fubure. It

j)
.Q

(T ‘_'—' My '” cala o 1S -,‘*

MR. WIRSING* 1 am Robart Wir ing, - repvesen*lng

E kHOWa Senator Shaw hgs beau out ill since a Week' ago Monuay;‘”*f

T am in no position 5o 3@11 y@u Lhe gravity or the ser loug- |

matters pertcajni*'lg to his applicaﬁion ror thirty days and

MR, LEVIT: Now, leL's make sure whab WP are talklng

the name of Mr. Shaw, does not relate to Mr. Shaw and was.

1,taken,upgseparately ag an adéption‘of g rule that related tof

aidn't velate to Mr. Shaw,
MR, WIRSING: I am sorry.
MR. HORTIG: Not exclusively.

MR. DEVIT: Well, 1t will affect him like all the Tulej

of the Commission will affect him.e....

MR, WIRSING: Ves,

MR, IBVIT: ... but we didn't pass on this ag a matter
specilfically relating to Mr. Shaw. Now, are yom sugeesting
that we dont't take any actlion on those for the next thirty
days? Are there any appiications to whieh Item (¢) rzlates

that can be processed -- that have to be precessea within

Y
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n  thn ne&t thirty days? o R - EORPE . v'kﬁf
ol ‘ MR HORTIG: Well, in the normal circumatances cf ﬁ%e
B depos ts alxaady made Ty My, Shaw v, in conneotion With i
~4.f; these matters, in the normal proceas¢ng by the Oommission 5 B
_51;,;tbesa areas would be" adverbmsed for bild immedxataly and thp* |
'3 » quesbion was the manncr in which Lhay wauld be adverhi&ad. » 
. 7 o | MR¢ IEVIT: You are talklng'about ibtem (a) now, |
8 v‘aren't yoa‘ | | | ) .
9 | MR. HORTTG' We ave actually talking about how 1tcm
10 | (b) shall be prooessed'under the rules of item (c) Item
11 (a) is a &omplebed serleg ol bids and the question is -
12 whether the Commisslion will awa*d‘thé sale as to the bids‘
13 This is 28 to a port¢on of the acreage origlnalWy applied
14. 'for;7 (d) is compleﬁion of & sale.
15 MR, LEVIT: That has been adver‘bised |
16 MR, HORTIG* That has been aderﬁised, bids havc been.
17 recelved., Mr, Shaw Ls high bildder. | | ‘
18 MR, LEVIT: But (b) i1s rabification of extension of
19 time, |
20 MR. HORTIG: To filve p.m. today to complete depogits
2l | on which lands would then be advertilsed in accordance with
22| the rules under (c¢). |
23 MR, LEVIT: Are you asking that that be extended?
24 MR, WIRSING: Yes, item (b), Mr. Commlssloner, |
2B GOV. ANDERSON: I think fdirst we should ratify what we
26 | have done In the past so that part is taken care of.
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“;to see ‘what 1t 1s they want us to da.

m s W

 \0£ Lna Gmmmissmen, the

\J7plained he needed a short additimnal time.

© OB =N @

mush~be'made?'

‘MR} LEVTW*‘ Yea, we cen dQ Lhat but I am Juat *ry

bemator Shaw came  f~

; before the commﬁssion som@ time a%o and asked for an exbenm 1

| icn oft Lime, which waw aranted*‘
Senator gob in touch with m@ and exW

I assume from o

‘;:what you aay Lt ran until today i T dor*t recall* and E
undertook to grqnt that extension because ﬁh@re wasn't time

‘V ﬁo consult with aml the other members of the Ccmmipsicn and

glince them that has been ratmfla& indiV1&uaily bv the other

two members o“ the Commissxong

low, T undemstand you want to postpone for a period ol
ibhirty iy s again? ;*...‘ 5

MR WIRSLNG*

MR, IEVIT:

Yeu.
e the time wmthin Whioh the denosﬁt
MR, w:astG;‘ Yes.i | |
'MR, LEVIT: Well, if the ex*enslon 1s grantcd, oy if
the deposit is‘noﬁ made ﬁoday, @here wouldn't be any 06 G Qe
éion to préceed under item‘(o) wiﬁhin the next thirty days?
MR, HORTIG:
I dontt believe,
far.,
MR. LEVID:
MR, SMITH:

That is correct, There are no lands under

present application where the second applicant would be

There wou.dh't be the immediate necessity,

We have no other applications processed so

T mean nothing would happen under item (c).

DIVISION OF ABMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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held up..

| Tiiyou get a thirtyﬁday extensian, that will take you Ju

o about up to the next meeting of the Jammig31on and‘whether

Cin oonnection with the rule.
'Mrs. Shaw, but I don't helleve ~ - I think the paramount

illness.

“f‘May E8th mehting.~

least in part again to Mr. Wirsing, That in{eontemplation 

MR. LEVIT: What T canrtiunderstana; 1 these shings

are all to. we aoteé on at ﬁhﬁ same ujma o Lo lnstanae, iff't h

,C‘Mr,.&haw wants to malce a deposit or not might depend to som }, §%

:v‘extent on how Lhe uommmssion‘aota on Item (c) - bhat is,. 't i

MR. WIRSING I healtate to ‘speak for the Senator or
interest at the moment, Mr.;Chai man, 1s the»fgcp of his
MR, ﬂﬁﬁmsmom~ I move thematﬁef.be extended to thé’f
Mn. LnVIT | Yéu‘mean iﬁem‘(b)?

MR, CRANSTON: Yes.

| MR. HORTIG: Moy bhe sbaff bring the Commission's

attention to some complications? Rirst, I can answer at

' of any consilderation of establishment of the policy in regard

to the matter of advertising, this was brought to the atten~
tion of Senator Shaw before the item was brought to the Com-
mission and ilbelieve no ohjection tw that procedure was
indlcated by Senatow Shaw.

MR, LEVIT: What is the comp¢icatlon.

MR, HORTIG: The complication is that at this time the

BIVISION OF ADMINIETHATIVE PROCEDURE, 8TATE OF GALIFORNIA
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7 appvaisals for the 1and for which you are proposlng to grant

further cxtensions of time are over nine manths old and on ‘

 ‘the basis of Lnfcrmation available to the Cbmmisaion's |
f'appraisal Staff ~ and, incidentally, they are this Qld bew. -
" cause of bhe successive ax snsions of time heretofore gran edf»f*
;1to Mr. Shaw - on the basis of the Gommlssjon's appralaal
sﬁaff, land evaluatlons maj have raiSed to the point where“ L
i‘it 1« outdaued. Ordlnarlly, any appramsal is reVieth where

 the appramsal is over smx months old. hig iS»extremely»v

important in desert areas of the southern portion of %the

H‘iState, where demand is great and increasing almost dal y, anc  i
ﬁ particularly where develogment of such lands for substantial f E;
’ use, 1argely as SublelSLOnS, desert homesites or even inm‘
'dustrlal use has occurred Subsequent to Gompletlon of the  fva

;‘ormginal report

7; Therefore, 1t is felt tnat Ln connection wmth any

*;_grantlng off any further extension of tlme the staff would

have to recommend to the' Commission that there be a direc~

tive to the staff to reappraLSe these lands and then Senator '

Shaw would have the opportunlty to again meet the new
appraised value; and then if he does, the lands to go'to
advertising“ In other words, 1f we dontt complete’this

situation as of five p.m. tonight, which is the last dead-

- line of a seriles which the Commlsslon has 'granted in exten~

glons, we arg up against the very serdlous problem of probably

-going to advertising wlith minimum prices required which are

DIVISION GF ADMINISTR* TIVE PROCEDURE 8TATE OF CALIFORNIA
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2 question an& as possibly the reasonabla reason‘

e T .

o

‘-Ithe incr@ase.' |

PRI T
@ Ot

T

'kthe 1&nd ani, thEPGLQPQ, WQuld be ln a poaibian 0¢ not 1
i* adher1mg to the Oommiumion*s regulation that the minimum E"
'V prLce spéGified\Will ba the curx@nt appraiSQd valme or the
et T o g

MR WIRSING~ May I oomment on that, Mr Chairma

T thlﬂk thla is just a pomnt and I posb it ln the form of

Gentlemen,

. you oan appreclate the. reapen for the increase in the valua~'

tlon of Lhe lands is Senaﬁor Shaw‘s paqt activities. In.

,other words,. thqymay have been Lhe atimull thaﬁ hasg oausad

MR. LEVIT: I don't think that has anything to do

_with 1t. |
» WIRSING"}Iﬁerely §0sé:iﬁ-as a qaéstiOn; '
MR, LEVIT: Well, fhe thing that bothers me about

‘ ,this o~ I‘am very foné of Senator ohaw, both in his PrO= -

:fcssional capacmty, his publmc capacity, aind, pefsonally,

but since I hare been on the Commigsion these things have

‘always come up from the Senator as a 1ast~minute mauter.

I mean the Commission never hag a chance to get on balance

on any of thesge things. It is always the very eleventh

- hour that‘We are suddenly told that someﬁhing has developed,

that we have to do something right away quick ~- which is
not normal procedure and I don't think this is failr to the

Senator and I don't think it ils fair to the Commigsion. I

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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. am sure ﬁhab wé‘hﬁve«ho desire fo take advanﬂage'bffﬁhe'°

‘* SenatoM or anyonc else and we want to lean over backwarda tJ\

,&Q _

RC- NN RREE " SR T o B

- be perfe Ely faix*o
~fimeam, wculd a mediaal report be of any help o asslstancc~~~"
in view of what Mr. Hbrtig.has‘sald it»seems to me that we

would probably have to go o a reappraisal on the mabber

“before we could pr”o‘ceed any further'.,

)‘;medical report at all. I thmnk we want to be perfeﬂ“lJ S
veasonable about 1’0 | whethen? the\ Sencutor }.s ill or no,.». 2, rIe

| hasn't been 111 the last two. b1 mes this catie to my atuentlon'

previous postponements or delays, Mr. Chairman, but I can

‘absenL hlmself‘ from the Sena‘ce w.z,’cnom, good and serious

‘keep These items open. Thatl the real question, and each

W1RSING* This is a difficult dee sian s buﬁ I

the only proof I can glve you¢ e o - :f " x'?

MR, LEVITv If We put this over for thirty daye, then

MR. WIRSING: My only oonce:c*n ‘oue _
MR I;EVIT-V I don“c thimc :Lt .¢:4 a mat*cen of the

!

MR, WIRSING: I dontt know the em@cpmsbances~of the

assure you with‘all,the vigor that T can muster that in view

of legislation and bills he is earryin¢, that he would not

cause,

MR, LEVIT: Thet is not involved at all. Nobody ques-

tiong that, but there 1s a question as to how long we ¢an

timekI have talked to the Senator about it ~-- and itrw only

been

when he has made a formal request for exbtension —- it

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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“*}jvhag?aiwayébeeﬁ*“This‘ma‘iﬁ' This iu going to be seﬂ@lad
‘ ¥ ,my ﬁhﬁ time this axtansimn 1s over ",

’Whab would be the normal pracedure if we have to make

'*fffa new appwalsal or deoide to make a new &ppraiﬁal Qn thisz |
"wfaThaL would change the amounﬁ of tue depos;t possjbly; wouldw;;g
‘fﬁfn'b ;t? "fﬁf.»Y*f’"fﬁV“”

. } § *

MR,‘HORTIG° That ms corregt

 n MR LEVIT' Ib there anything to stop vs from goxng ,f

‘ 7f’Tahead W1tn a new appraﬂsal if we decide to dc Jt° £

MR FORTI&° - No a2 Are there any second applloa~

; tiohs pendlnb?

MR bMITH': There are not

K | MR HORTIG. There are not, su we can go ahead with~ 1
“W1 ﬁthe appralsal E e sy | | R

'ijR. IEVIT. Whe pays for the appraisal?
‘  MR; HORTIG:f Senator Shaw IR -
| WR. CRANSTON: When ves Lhis l&st appralsed9
 NR. hORTIG* Nir:e months @go‘ |
1,; MR; ORANSTON: How long dees 1t take to make & rew
appramsal* | | |

VMR, HORTIG- It 1s aﬁticipated‘bhat oompléte review

f appralsal would be in the hands of the Gomm¢ssmon wmthin

vsixty days.

MR.,LEVIT:' If a‘néwgappraisal ig made.
MR,deﬂNSTON: Has the policy normally been to re-
appraise after six months?

DIVISIGN OF ADMINISTRATIVE RROCEDURE, STATE OF CGALIFORNIA
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’diffarent from normal p“ocedure?

;ffwaS woing to complete Lhe thing, then it was follawed by
f one or twa other - Well, thie Ls the f;nal one, and we

= are 3n an almost borderllne kmnd of trap‘ Thxs the ~~1‘

0. q o @ o T2 I g

"have to take the stpy.“ ey

fod
o

“slnce the six~montl ﬁerlod explredq -

rnotmce was glven Mr Shaw on November gth

o]

‘since that time up to this time."

"extensions?,

© MR. HORTIG: Yes.

fMR5 CR&NSTON* Last time We made an extensxon;thiu waﬁe,Jf

; MR¢ HORTIG* Fmrst time Was for a modest ﬁima, which |

that is why I have a report before mne - %his is the t¢me weg

‘  MR, CR&NSTON" How many extensmons have been granted

MR HORTIG~ Do vou know offhand, Kent | |
IR SMITH: I don t'racall of;hand  The original

MR, CRANSTON“' ﬂmglna notice of wbacv |
MR bMITH' Orignnal notiae to meeb the appraised
value of all of the 1ands 1n the appllcatlon lneludlng
approxlmately 20, OOO thousand acres.‘ |
MR, LEVIT: That is five monthsgv | _ |
MR. SMITH: 4nd normally twenty days are allowed to

applicants after receipt of notice and it has heen extended

¥MR. CRANSTON: You don’t have the dates of the other

MR. HORTIG: VYes, we have 1t here. During what would

have been the normal twenty-day period or starting wlth the

DIVISION OF ADMINIZTRATIVE PROGEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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'fnarmal twenty«day paricd, af%ev Nbvembev 3vd Lhe appliaant‘

f;requestea ana‘was granﬁed thﬁae extensiona.rr'

MR CRﬁNSTON. When?

‘~MRg HGRWIG~ Qne of thirty~one daysg Lhe second .,* ,_~f"

MR, GRANSTON: What dates weve these?

.OjMR? SMITH'. Thab Would be twenty daYs after Lhe daﬁe*"‘~‘°ﬁ

| "Of NovembOI‘ SI‘d SR

MR, HORTIG*‘ November QSrd..,i. j7"_' e
MR, SMITH: ... then thmrtyﬂone days afber that.
MR, LEVIT: That Would be about December 25%h.

‘MR, CRANSTON: But the extension was granted on what o

date?

o MR:\QMITH» It wculd be prlor to the expmratlon of the foo
j“first thirty«one day meriod : e |

MR, CRANSTON: Erior to December £3rd? - |
MR, HPRTIG. Second one of flftecn days and a third

one twelve days, and heve we have a talceoff pomnt s the

| Comm155lon‘by resolut;on»of,Pebruary 2lith confirmed the
prior extensions of time to February 24th and then author- |

lzed the Pfurther extension to March 6th, subsequently author+

ized a further final exten slon o time untlil Pive p.m. April
lgth, and then by letﬁer to the sﬁaff authorlaad a further
final extension to April 30th., |
~ MR. LEVIT: That was the one ilgfanted."
MR. HORTIG: Thab you authorized and the other Com-

missloners also requested.

DIVISION OF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCEDURE, BTATE OF CALIYORNIA
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01| MR LBVID: Thab'e right, yes. Well, 1t is true we
?2 oan't get away from the fact ﬁhat tne Senabar 1a 111, Wauld
i ngfyou SuppOse Lhat if we ~~‘and I anm not abtempting to speak
4| ror the Commission on thig -~ that if we granted an additiona1"$
 ‘5'5ten~day extension thaL the Senator wouid understand that bhiw gh
yé"fia fxnal and bhab unleus he acted, why, the time would defin—
,\7ﬁ*itely expire? | |

‘ 8 H | MR WIRSING* I am sure that Would be greatly appre~
9 f:ciated, Mr, Chalrman. | ;“ |

10| MR, EEVIT.‘ I'd be inclined to go along ...
11} GoV. ANDERSN: For ten days? |

12J   Mﬁ.'LEVIT: ees We are over six months anyway and in

15 view’of the illneSS,it seems to me ten days won't make any
14 f leference. . S | | |

15 | MR, HORTIG: Under those circumstances, may I recom~
16 | mend for approval of the Commission the establishment ab

17| tnis time of item ()2 a N

18 | MR, LEVIT: We are not talking about anything axcept

19 item (b). R | |

20 MR, HORTTG: No. Item (c) is still hanging.,

21 MR. CRANSTON: No. We approved that.

R2 MR. HORTIG: ‘You have approved 1t%

23 MR, LEVIT: Yes, we are talking about item (b) only. |
ad MR, HORTIG: I wanted to be sure. We would need it to

% | process Ltem (b),

26 MR, CRANSTON: I move.

DIVISION OF ANMINISTRATIVE FROCEDURE: BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
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GOV.‘ﬁNﬁEBSON‘ Second,
MR. WIRSING: Thank you very —_—— )
| ‘MR*‘LEVIT* Yau dentt h&ve any obaeation to going

 an exbension of item (a)

(Recess 11:15-11: as aum.) | |
(Mr. Levit left the meeting and Gov, Anderson |

took over as Chairman)

GOV‘ ANDERSON. The meeting WLll reconvene and Just so|

we know where we are, Lhen, 1t is my understendlng Lhat

’5'under 1tem T we approved now 1tem (a); we gave an extension

‘of ten days on item (b),‘and we adopted;the policy of item

(¢), Is this right? So this brings us, then, up to item
(d) -~ the Henri A, Camin pufchasé, I imagine the polley

is just to‘go'thrOugh these, If there 15 no objectlon we

will go right down,

MR, HORTIG: The tabulation of the items is for vacant
State school lands, are all equal to or In excess of the
appraised value of ﬁhe land. |

GOV. ANDERSON: These would be item (e) - J. D. Rippy;
item (£) Harry A. Forest; item (g) Blvin Gene Streeter; ltem
(h) ILionel Levinson; item (i) Ralph C. Dills; (J) Frank
Wuscher; (k) Ruth M, Blender,

HIVIZION OF ARMINIBTRATIVE PROCEDURIL, STATE QOF CALIFORNIA
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{ ahead with item (a)? The depcsits are all up¢< We‘hava
| aecepﬁei tha bid. That hasn’t been acted uponﬁ‘   J‘ f
: MR. CRﬁNSTON~ Move the approval of that item‘ SR jf
GOV, ANDERSON:: Second that,K, Yo& are not asking fq¢  J¥§f
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Do you want to make any furﬁhar aommenta on any of

MRM HOR&EG: Thare dra no QbJeations* |
GOV ANDERMON-* If Lhere is no objeetlon, then, do”

xw‘y@u want %o make a.motion*

MR, Cﬂhnammﬂ ﬁ@prova,“ R
GOV. ANDERSON*‘ It has baen moved and seco1ded wm‘?

slno obaecuion._; '

Item 8 1s approval of sale of vacant Feaeral 1ands in,'*“
"facoordanoe with State Lands Gommission regulations. Do you

' -want to comment on thiﬁ*ll‘

MR..HQRTIG In boLh item (a) and (b) reiating to 240

iQezc:n*’c-:es in San Bernardlno Gounty and 80 aoreufin Marlposa

| county, . spplications were filed with the United Stabtes De
‘fpavtment of the Intermow ﬁo have these lands transferred to |
‘ythe,State, ultimaiely to be sold to the orlginal applicant.\
'In:éach~ihstan¢e,‘ fter appraisal and 1% was debermined how |
 much the lands wére worth, the‘applicaﬁts withdrew, yiﬁ'is~
‘reaommended that the Lands Divislon proceud with the nroccss4

* ing of the applications, place them on the lansg llst and o

advertise them for sale for the advantage‘ofvthe State,
GOV, ANDERSON: So ordered?
MR, CRANSTON: tes.

| GOV. ANDERSON: So ordered. Sale of vacant swamp and

.| overflowed lands - ltem 9,

MR. HORTIG: Swamp and overflowed lands are sold under

HIVIEION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURYE, STAYTE O® CALIFORNIA
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"j[Kenneﬁh D¢ Fobes wm aa is @bviaua from the tabulat on, the 1
bid recaived was equal ta the appraisad Valua 1n each inw“

) stance amd it is recomm@nded that the parcels of land be

© ® =\ O A s W W e

' EhLS e any comment you might make” '

- ard procedures in newspapers of general oirculation in the |

county in which the lands are 1ocated -~ the same mayimum

. oped interest only on the part of the original applicant and

map of grant to the City of Vallejo, vicinity of Mare Island,

" Lha mee rulaa and w&gulaiiona pertainmng to public ccmpatim 

State school land. Tne two parcel% pwopmsad to be sold to~’ Ff

GOV, ANDERSON- I notice going through several of thesé\fﬁ

MR HORTIG: They have been w¢Vertised under the stant

clrculation newupapers which are used for all our adVerti$~‘ "“

ing. People who are 1ntev@sted 1n acquiring State lands folm‘ i

=

no other aompetltive,blds were developed as a result,of the
advertising. | ‘ | |
GOV. ANDERSON: Do you move item 97
MR, CRANS TOh*vVYeS. _ ,
GOV. ANDERSON: So ordered. ITtem 10 -~ approval of

pursuant to Chapter 483, Statubtes 1947.
MR. HORTIG: Prcpcsed'appﬁdv&l of the grant map, of
the type which I dlscussed with Senator Dolwig thils morning.

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE: 8TATE OF CALIFORNIA
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tidve biddlng ag are ummd with reference to the sale of vaaanm'Nl

,u sold subject to all sLatatcrY reservatlons inc1uding minera1$ .

 that there was only one bld¢ wa, is there any reason lor  ,wa

low these things regularly and ln thase instances we devei~, ;gA
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 ~a aurvey of the grantad landa aﬁ tha cesb of the grantee**

f tramsaction»
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'ﬂ_‘In thih case to the City of Sausallto, bun on rereview of

H,
.w ’

| ve made. ‘In any‘event, the time cf filing 1g not critical

=
Bl

| and, therefore, we propose deferrlng,ltem ll, which appears

as Galendar Ttem 19 on page 56

I
@ <X &

that they withdraw item llkat this time. If there 1s no

- objection we will so withdrew item ......

n thiﬂ inﬁtanae ﬁhe Stabutes of 19&7, amended *57, required

”“ Th€ map has been campleted and it is desimed that 1t be f”'-

5fappr¢vad for filing and reoordatimn in order bo complete bhe

GOV& ﬁNDERSON' DO‘ydufme&évthé”authorizatién?__
| MR, CRANSTON: Yes. | . -
. ? fG0v ﬁNDERSON . Moved and Secondmd.,_‘ W
MR, HORTIG: Item 11, Governor, if I may -~ the staff

request defnrmeht of consﬂderation. This was another map...

the u&lendar 1tem 1t appedrs that possibly & recheck should I

GGV* ANDEHSON. You aﬁe withdrawxng thlv for action
at this time? | |

MR, HORTIG: Thatis_right. |

GOV. ANDERSON: All right., There is a recommendation

 MR. KREFT: Item 11. |
GOV. ﬁNDERSON* Ttem 11 = too many numbera‘ Item 12.
MR. HOFDIG: The Divieion has heretofore completed map s
of survey of the mean low water line and the ordinary low

water mark along Carquinez Stralt and Mare Igland Stralt in

OIVIBION OF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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;‘1tem 13‘

|

| u01ano Gounby to dcbermine the uabarward boundary of prlvateff~““
(tfowner»hip along the aherea where we have h&d to dﬁtepmine ,’  “
, th&se boundaries bo dotermine what araa& are leasabla by the¢ ;.t
t SLate, and‘¢t is recommendad tnax ﬁhe Gommission approve ﬁha ; é;

Ffmmpa f@r recordatlon in the county where they av locat@d,

MR, GRANSTON: Somove.
GOV. ANDERSON: If there Ls no objection, so ordered.

MR‘ HORTIG~~ Item 13, pamf 53j L somewhab unique.

The Clty of Long Beaoh has requested the concurrence ox theu?

.o;fice of the ﬁttorney Guneral with respect to a boundary |
1 agreement as beCWeeA the Clty of Long Beach and prlvate upu"
;land owners of the easterly portion of Lhe downtown area of: /;”
Long Beach in setﬁlemant of litlgation., It ls strictly a 1   k
‘ﬂ’legal question and the Attornev Genera1's offmce haﬁ deter~i
:,fmlned that they will inform the Clty of Long Beach tha theyy

| Se@ no legal obJections, however in view of the faot that thefﬁﬁu

Attorney General's office is the counsel to the Lands Gommlsm‘

- sion 1n\¢&nnect;on<wlth_Uhls;matter, theﬂttorneyﬁenerallﬂg', '

office did‘not desirevto inform"the City of Long Bééch On‘
the lugal queﬁtion until tney had fﬁrpt ¢nformed the Lands
CommLssion of thelr intent to S0 - d@.‘ | | | |

Therefore, this is an lnformative report 1'o the Commis~
slon, r@qu¢res HO;@CLLOP n.the part of the Comm¢ssion, and

éubﬁequent to this'informaLlon to the Gommisoion the ﬁtborney'

General will'correspond with the City of Long Beach, stating

DIVISION OF ABMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, 8TATE OF CALIFORNIA
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no legaj objection to the propoaed settlemenﬁ, Q@mPPOmise';‘” .

v the Gity of Lcng Beach, in viem cf Lh@ fact tﬁe boundary

‘ 'mended to be satlsfactorJ~

MR, GR&NSTON* Just paas ib ovcr9 | g
- cov, ANDERS3N~‘ Pass Lt over, Ifem,lh, then‘ﬂ_g i
| MR, HORTIG*‘ Ttem 1# is a report of s*atus of major

‘1itigation‘ As the Commission Wlll recall, the Alamitos Bav
| quitelaim lltlgdtmon relates 0 a 2200~faot strip of tide
 Hand submergeJ lands qultolaLmed to the State of* California |
~ for park purposes,kwhioh probably should be developed for OLl
 and gas, ut the Oity of Long Beach contends that 1n the

qultolalm uhey dld not incend to give the State the oiL and

’Q.gas.: So this hag had ﬁo be set for trial to - get a Judicial _
aeterminatlon, and the. case has been get for June 10, thiq  ,
year. | _ c |
y’~0range Couhty'a»Sﬁit for dedlaratdryfréliefagainSt thd
»State of'California; cléiming that all‘the‘tidelands in

~Orange County were g1Ven to the counﬁy by a broad interpre~

tation of an act nf the Leglslature in 1919, remaans in
court, with both sides taking deposlitions from various N
individuals i primafily-a;matter‘of perpetuabionvof teati«
mony for fear the pedple won't be aroundfwhen thelr testimony

is needed because many of them are rather aged, because a

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

_'Sﬁtﬁlemenﬁ or Lhe Gaw@ of Long ﬁeach Amusement Companv vs.;,_[5*&

";lines thereln proposed and the ﬂﬁuca} operatlons proposed;gffﬁ1kﬁ

Afhave be ¢} evaluated by the State Lands Divmslon and reoom~° ‘ fff
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  1919 and th@ paonle involved at Lhat time who are sﬁlll

 faround are all rath@r aged

}ftinues to be an admini*trahiva problem tv bhe ﬁtate Lands
in veceipt ox vcluminous requesﬁs for data. The lasb one,"

rpaper in the Statﬁ Lands flle and this 1s the reason e

| which we understamd from counsel Were desmgned.to expedlte

: 1ng before we even get stawted.

| & lot of ﬁh@ problems will imvalve on What the inhent wu& infj}fa

,“,

In the meantime, the oppasitxan in Orange Oounty COnNJ* f

‘ ;01vi 40n becau e in acnneotion With thc di covery praceduwes»;;a’

 7now permitted in pretrial procedures, we are almost weeklyx7 ;'ﬁ

T We reported to the coumt, would 1nvolve 1,250,000 sheets of ffit*

ean't gmve an 1mmediate reply.. Qhether thls is for harass~“

 ment or whether it is n@cessary we glve them some 1niormatlon '”

. they should have, we don t know, but pretrial brocedures,""ﬁ
 '1it1gation, turn out in thLS case to be one year of ex peditw_»:fﬂ

‘The third item - complalnt by one. Mo, Carl WhitSon R
is the second in a serious of aotions whlch Mr. Whitbom has I ff
 brought., He first cnntended last fall that neither the statg“

- nor the G¢ty of Long Beach were entitled to any revenues from s

the tidelands, that the eonstitutlonality of the Federal
quitclaim adt‘was‘in'question,~and all ‘the money should go-
to the United‘States Treasury in Washington, D,C, The

Federal DistrLet Court dismlssed that actxon, 80 Mr. WhitSon

is taking this second actlon, statlng that the State of Calln'

fornia 1s nob entitled to any proceeds from the tidelands,

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROUEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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"sonly bhe Giﬁy of Long Bea@h iﬁ, and th¢a waﬂ unde% submia~; f;ff“
| sion wi bl the court aL the date of the rmaparatLOﬁ of bhia‘ {0
‘xfoalendar item and the uourt‘s indiaabaon ta Mr;'Whiﬁson i$ _“',“
‘f that his second action ia being dlﬂmisaed*{  e _‘ __:_ :
B We await Witb interéaﬁ Whether he ta&es Lhe thmrd and, ”ff‘
57obvious smep, which in the next case would have the btate as,
~fbhe only par“y antitled ta ﬁhe praceeds. Ha has had two, ,-t
; 30 we think he will probably go bo court and EENS the State
s ia entitled ta everyﬁhlng,¢ ‘ |

GOV, ANDERSON- No aaﬁion* e
MR, HORTIG: No action. |
k»GGV‘ &NDERSGN* The nexﬁ is Jtem 15
 ',MR HORTIG. vee whxoh is a summary repovt which the

'??*Commission can read at 1ts leisure and‘is the status of 4
»ﬁflegislavmon poss;bly affeotlng the Commissmon‘s gurlsdictlon.ﬂk
31 Ranging from S£L23Q to S B, 385 are those bmlls previouuly e

| authorized by the Commisplon3 to be 1ntroduoed a8 departw o

mental 1eg¢slat¢on and inoluslve of A.B. 904 alsa, and of

) | which group six- bllls have nmw reached the Governor*s desk

GOV ANDERSON*' This completes the items on the

| calendar, Is there anytthg further - any further business

you want to bring up¢
MR HORTIG‘ Nat tO the knowledge of the staff.
MR CRANSTON MOVe that the rules and regulations re-

iating to. 1ands saies procedure be calendared for the July

meeting.
GOV. ANDERSON: Second.

BIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF GALIWGRNIA

ADJOUBNED 11:40 a,m.
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I, LOUISE Hm LILLICO, reporter for Lhe Eiviaion of

~ﬂ;Administravae Prnoe&ure, her by c@rtify that the fowegoing ens
wf eighbyuLwo pages @ontain a full, true and.correoL tran&cuipﬁ Vﬁﬁﬁ
| of the shorthand noﬁes taken By me at the meebing of the ,A;  .
l State Lands Oommission of the Sﬁate of Caliﬂarnla at Sacra~  ,i}£

mento, California on Apr11MSO, 19b9

bataa;}‘fs’f’a'crjafmeﬁim,. fc’:a'iecfcmia“, May 2, 1959.
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