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~-ACROSS- THE AMERICAN RIVER IN SACRAMENTO (‘L,UNTY TR 'IHE "ELVAS BKIDGE® ON ROAD

rental is requirad,

“URON-HOTION-TULY MADE AND UNANIMCUSLY CARRIED, A RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED

S. (DIVISION Ci HIGHWAYS, REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF RIGHT ~LFWAY EASEMENT
ACROSS THE AMERICAN RIVER, SACRAMENTO CCUNTY - W,Os Ul11, P.R.C. 571) The
Commission was informed that the ’QJ vision of Highways has requcsted approval
of a right-of-way easement 160 fz4t in width and 1,000 feet in length across
the American R:.ver in Sacramento Cgunty for the so-called "Elvas Bridge! on
Road ITI-Sac-98<B in accordance with Section 10l1.5 of the Streets and Highway
Ccde, .

UPON MOTION IULY MADE AND UNANIEWSLI CARRIED, A RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED
AUTHORIZING THE EXEGUTIVE OFFICER TO APPHOVE A RIGHT-GF-WAY EASEMINT TO THE
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS FOR AN AREA 160 FEET IN WIDTH AND 1,000 FEET IN LENGTH

Ti3-54C~98-B, AT NO- CONSIDERATIMN.

6, (DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS, REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF RIGHT-OF WAY RASEMENT,
CULORADO RIVER, SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY - W.0, 411, P.R.C. 572) The Commission
was informed that the Division of Highways has requested approval of a right-
of way easemant. in. San Bernardino County over that portion of the Colorado
River “which lies in California, the right-of-way easement 40O feet in width,
‘bsing for the h:cghwa.y bridge o Arizona, formerly the Atchison, Topeka and
Santa Fe Railway bridge, at no consideration,

UPCN MUTION DULY MADE AND UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED, A RES(LUTION WAS ADOPTED
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO. APPROV:: A RIGHT-CF-WAY EASEMENT Li0O
FEET IN WIDTH TO THE DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS FOR A ‘HIGHWAY ‘CROSSING OVER THAT
PORTION OF THE COLORADO RIVER WHICH LIES IN CALIFORNIA, THE CRDSSING BETNG
KICWN AS THE "RED ROCK BRIDGE" CN ROAD VIII-SBD-58-P, AT NO CONSIDERATION.

7. (CITYOF -OXNARD, APPLIGATIQ& FOR RIGHT-OP-WAY EASEMENT OVER TEDE AND.

SUBMERGED LANDS :AT HUENEME, VENTURA COUNTY - Wo0, 76k; PiR.C. 573) The

‘Copmission was. informed that the City of ‘Oxnard hag applied for a right-of-
way easement extending 880 feet into the Pacific Ocean adjacent to Hueheme,
Venturs Goanty, for & sécond outfnll sewers Ths ‘State Beach Erdsion Control
Fuogineer ~°  dinspected the plans and interposea 1o objection insofar &s
the free litboral drift of sand along .the coast is concerned.. No fee o
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AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO ISSUE 0 THE CITY OF OXNARD A RIGHT-CF-
WAY EASEMENT APPROYMATELY 680 FEET IN LENGTH BY 50 FEET IN VIDTH INTO THE
PACIFIC OCEAN ADJACENT TO HUENEME, VENTURA COUNTY, AT NG CONSIDERATION, FOR

SUCH TIME AS THE AREA IS .CCCUPIED FOR THE CONSTRUCTION, MATNTENANCE AND USE
OF AN OUTFALL SEWER.

8, (ACQUISITION BY THE UNITED STATES CF LANDS CCCUPIED BY THE U, S. NAVAL
ATR STATION, ALAMEDA, ALAWEDA COUNTY, CALIFORNTA, UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF
‘SECTTION 126 -GOVERNMENT CODE = W,0. 480) The Commission was informed as
follows: On July 26, 19L9, the Commission authorized the Exscutive Officer
to order and conduct the requisite hsarings pursuant to Section 126 of the
Goverment Code and under the rules and regulatichs adopted by the Commission
on June 1k, 1949, on applications for consent to acquisition by the United
States of lands comprising a number of installations, among which was tha
United States Naval Adr Station at Alameda, California. On April 17, 1950,
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an application for acceptance of jurisdiction by the United Staigs of the
lands pertaining to this installation was executed by Francis P, Matthewsy
Sscretary of the Navy, ‘On October 23, 1950, the Commission authorized the
Agsistant Executvive Officer tv conduct the hearing in this case,

Purguant. to sard application, arrangements were made to conduct the requisite
public hearing at Alameda, Californis, in connection with other similar hear-
ings scheduled for the sams day znd place, The notice of such public hearing
was published in the Oekland Tribune, Cakland, California, on October 6; 1950,
and service on the Glerk of the Buard of Supervisors of Alameda County was
made on October 3, 1950, Notices were thus published and served in compliance
with Section 2?02 s California Administrative Code, Title 2.

Haarings were held by the Assistant Executive Officer at Headquarters, U. S,
Naval Air Statior. AJ.ameda. California, beginning at 11:00 A.M., October 2L,

1950, A record of the hearing was made and the transcript was made a part

-of the Commission recard in this case, The Attorney General mas remesented

by Herbert. E, Wenig, Esq., Daputy Attorney General,

Appearances were made on behalf of the Navy by t.he Executive Officer of the
Us S. Naval Air Station, Alameda, California, Commander John I, Lamade; U, S,

Navy,. 2lso by Mr. Charles A, Baker and Mr, James L, McNally ' representing the

12th Naval District. No other appearances were made in support of this -appli-
cation and none wers made against it,

Section 126 of the Government Code requires that the State Lands Gommission

must have found-and declared to have occurred and 1o exist the fulfillment of
certain specified condrb*:mons. ‘Oral and documentary evidence were presanted

and received at the hearings in support of the contention of the applicant
that these conditions have been met and comphed ‘With. Cpng;,us:,ons in regard

to their rresentation are ag follows:

The only evidence at the hearing to the efféect that the acquisition was hade

for the “erection of forts, magazmas, arsenals, ‘dockyards, and -other needful

‘buildings within the purview of Clause 17, Section 8, Article T of the CO"\stl'-

tution of the United States®, wag a statement of opinion to that effect by
Commarder John D Lamade,. U: S. Navy, Exscutive Officer of the station,

Homever, in view of the public knowledge of its uge as a Naval Air Base for

the training of havil aviators and the operation of naval air transports, in
addition to the fact that Comande” Tamade testified to its status as an
integral part of the national derense system and &s to its continuous use
for sach purpose since the lamds were acqunred it is believed that a finding
can: be mde that the purpose of the acquisition comes uthin the. limitationa

of the above qx.oted congtitutional provision.

.{'he second condition requires that a finding must be made that "the acquisi-
tion must be pursuant to &nd in compliance with the laws of the United States®,
fhe property was acquired by the United States by condsmnation pursuant 6

the authority of the Second War Powers Act, Public Law 507, 77th Congress and
Public Law 92, 78th Congress, as well as the General Declaration of Taking
Statute, the Act of February 26, 1931, L6 Stat. 1421, 4O ¥.S.C.A., Section 258as
Certificates of title to all of the parszels acquired have besn filed with the
Commission, Evidence was presented by e, James L. McNally, a land acquisition
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attorney, to the effect that, in his opinion, all statutory requirements had
been fully complied with and the United States is vested with a good and
sufficient title in fee simple to the subject lands,

The third condition upon which & finding is required iz to the effect that
Athe United States must in writing have assented to acceptance of jurisdiction
over the lands upon and subject to each and all of the conditions and reserva-
tions in this section prescribedt, lnder the provisions of an Act of Congress
of October 9, 1940, Public law 825 "the head or other authorized officer of
any department of the Government” mey accept jurisdiction ifrom the Sitate,

A letter from the fepartment of the Navy dated April 17, 1950, accepting
Jurisdiction cver the subject installation on behalf of the United States and
signed by Mr, Francis P, Matthews, Saecretary of the Navy, was received by the
Division of State Lands on Apr:.l 20, 1950, This acceptance is made subject
to -each and 31X of ths conditions and reservations prescribed in Section 126,
Government Code, State of California and is, therefors, in. accordance with
law and with the rules of the Comissicn,

The fourth requirement is that the Commission must have found and declared
that the dcquisition is in the interest of the State., Th: Bxecutive Officsr
of the Naval Air Station, Commander dohn D, Lamade; testified that there was

a decided benefit to the State of Ca]ifomla from the Naval Air Station %o

the. City of Alameda and the County, tecause of the mployment of approximately
8;000 persons av the Eir Station, receiving about 1}3,000,050 minthly payroll.
He also testified that these -employees reside within a five to ten mile radius
of the Air Station, and in so doing return a greater part of their wages to
the State of California and more specifically to- ‘the County .of Alameda. He-
further testified that the Station was an integral part of the National .
Defense System,

UPON HOTKW DULY MADE AND UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED; THE STATE LANDS COMMISSION
DETERHmES, WITH RESPECT TO' THOSE CERTAIN LANDS. ACQUIRED AND NOW -USED BY THE
DEPARTMENT -OF THE NAVY OF ‘THE UNITED STALBS FOR THE ‘UNITED STATES NAVAL AIR
BASE, ALAMEDA COUNTY, GALIFUHNIA, SAID LANDS BEING DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS

All of those certain parcels described in judgment on
Declaration of Taking in Civil Action No, 23109<G,.
District Court. of the United States, in and for the
Northern District of (hhrm'nia, Southern Division, as
recorded January 6, 1945, in Liber 4623, at page L83,
Official Records, Alameda ‘County, California, being in
all 1546 acres, more or less,

THAT THE CONDITIONS FRESCRIBED IN SUB-DIVISIOMa, b AND cs s OF SECTION 126

OF THE COVERNMZNT CODE OF THE STATE OF ‘CALIFCRNIA, HAVE BEEN FOUND TO HAVE

OCCURRED AND TO EXIST AND THAT SUCH ACQUISITION IS IN THE INTERESTS OF THE
STATE; ALSO THAT THE EXECUTIVE (FFICIR BE DIRECTED T0 FILE A CERTIFIED GOPY
OF THIS FINDING IN THE (FFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE AN) HAVE ONE RECORDED
¥ THE OFFICE OF THE CCUNTY RECORDER OF THE COUNTY OF ALAMEDA,.

9, (ACQUI‘*'{"ION BY THE UNLTED STATES OF LANDS OCCUPIED BY THE U, S. NAVAL
SUPPLY CENTER, OAKLAND, ALAMEDA.COUNTY, CﬁLIFG!NIA, ‘UNDER THE FROVISINS OF
SECTION 126, GOVERNMENT CODE ~ W,0. 461) The Commission was informed as
follows: on July 26, 1949, the Commission authorized the Executiva Officer
to order and condict the requisite hearings pursuant to Section 126 of the
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