
ins Item 11. Estimates intlictate that aa additional $22,000 will probably be 
necessawy to provide for continuing the Staters defense during the remainder 
of the fiscal year. Conibinad, these figures represent a total of $25,000 in 
04)plementary apriopriations need.ed at this time. 

13. (ASSIGNS= OF LEASES, COUNBIA :TEFL CCIIPALY TO UNITED STATES STEW 
CCUPANY, LEASE NO. 14 69/L929, LEASE NO. 14 (SUPPLEMENTAL)- 6V1929), 
LEASE NO. 26 - 69/1929, CONTRA COSTA COUNTY - W.O. 1209.) CaItabie, &tea/ 
Comity has requested the assignment of Leases No. 14 - 	No. 14 
(Supplemental) - 694929, and No. 26 - 69/1929, to the -United States Steel 
Company, a wholly-owned subsidiary of the United States Steel Corporation. 
The Columbia Steel Caspar" • -ram .., merged into the United States Steel 
flovaroworvenr -"vt nobwarstikmres Ilt1 3 OM 

Lease No. 14 was issued originally' to C. A. Hooper & Co. on July 5, 1930. for 
a period of 40 years, with right of reneael for in additional 25 years, end 
**signed by C. A. Hooper & Co. to Columbia Steel Cospaw on Jarsary 2*  1931. 
Lease No. 14 (Supplemental) was lamed (*taw 24, 1930, to C. A. Hooper & 
Co. , and also assie sd, vn Janua.-7 2, 1951, by that Zawate to Cellabla Steel 
Company. Lease No. 26 vele issued, an June 11, 1938, to the Union Oil Company 
of California for au period of 40 years, with right of renewal for an addi-
tional 25 years, and aosigned to Columbia Steel Company on March 2, 1950a 

UPON MOTION DIY MADE AND UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED, A RESM.I.TION WAS ADOPTED 
ivitoluznat TEE =UTNE OFFICER. TO APPROVE. THE ASSIGNMENT' BY THE =pilau 
STEEL COMPANY OF LEASES NO. 14 6111929, JO. 14 '(SUPPLEMENTAL) 69/1929. 
AND NO. 26 60929, TO ISE UNITED SUM STEEL COMPANY, k ARM CORM-
AT/ON, ASSIGNMENT TO BE EFFECTIVE DEMMER VI, 1951, UPON PAYMENT OF THE 
STATUTORY FILING FEES AND FURNISHING OF REQUIRED PEREORMANCE BONDS. 

14. (APPLICATION FOR AMENEMENT, 	629,, STANDARD OIL wear OF 
CALIFORNIA, EL SEGUNDO, LOS AMES COMITY T.O. 1210.) 

UPON MOTION DOLT MADE AND WIANIVOUSLY CARRIED, A RESOLUTION WAS AD(PTED 
AUTHORIZING THE EXEC /Inn OFFICER. TO AWED EASEANT P.160, 629 ISSUED TO .  
STANDARD OIL COMM OF CALIFORNIA, BY INCREASING THE LETS OF THE PRESENT 
RIGIttie0P-WAY WWII OP 220 ma TO 520 FEET AND INCREASDIG THE ANNUM 
MENTAL PR 	4a40 TO $50.40, EFFECTIVE DATE TO BE FEBRIPARY 15, 1952, THE 
EFFECTIVE DATE OF EASEMENT P.R.C. 629. 

The Standard Oil Company of California hl-e requested gnendment to Zamel ent 
F.11. C. 629 ivhich was authorised by the Commission on Jens 21, MI, replacing 
P.R.C. 89 which expires on- February 14, 1952. The. request is occasioned. by 
and because of the building up of sand on the floor of the Santa Monica Bey 
by littoral drift. 

15. (TIDELAND LITIGATION, UNITED STATES V. CALIFORNIA - N.O. ?21.) The 
Comadesion, by letter of Deaesber 5, 1951, was forwarded a copy of the- Report 
on Tidelands to the Semite Interim Committee on Public Lands vherein was set 
forth the Order of the Sweme Court dated December 3, 1951, appointing 
Wiliam F. Davis, Esquire, as Master. This Order is as follows: 

"The order of February 12, 1949, appointing William IT. Davis, Esquire, 
of New York City, Special. Master herein, is continued and he is 
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direeted, to conduct hearings and to sulenit to this Court With al/ 
convenient speed his recommeeided answers to the following questions, 
with a viee to securing trait this Court an order for his farther 
guidance in applying the prepar principleu of law to the seven coastal 
elements enumerated in Groups I and II of the Master's Report of May 51, 
1949, ordered filed June 27, 1949, pp. 3. and 2 of said Report 

Queatien 1. "hat is the status (inland waters or open sea) of 
flretwaigi chazumns and other water areas between the mainland 

and offshore islands, and, if inland waters, then by 'chat criteria 
are the inland !rater limits of any such charnel or other eater area 
to be determined? 

Question 2. Are particular segments in fact bay* or harbors 
ton—"Taritrng 

 
inland waters and from whet landmarks are the lines 

71114,03.rig the nemeard. limits of bays, harbors, rivers and other 
inliaei waters to be armed 

Question 3. By what oriteria is the ordinary low water mirk on 
the—Mrof California to be ascertained/ 

win holding hearings,.the Master is -authorised to sr:elude such evidence 
as he 2141. deem iseseterial or unduV emanative in arriving at his, 
recommendations. 140 party' a y his proffer of $ part of -such 
excluded evidenoe in written flea to-  this,  Court. Ezoluded evidenoe so 
profferred shall aoconpargr-  the mord of proceeding* Upon doh the 
Matter acted, but shall not be ea part of that reflord. 

"Mr. Justice Jackson and Mr. Justice Clark too* no part in the colloid-,  
eration or decision of this queation. 

"W. Justice Blsok is of the opinion that the case should be set for 
argument with a view to .narrowing  and making more precise the issues 
A113011 -vrbith evidence is to be beard." 

mr• Davis set January 7, 1952, as the date for eammencement of the hearings. 
Sitsequently the Solicitor General of'the Unite Stetea requested that 
Mr. Davis' defer the hearings until January-  23, 1952, because the United 
States wished to study the decision of the World Court of the Rave on the 
British-Norwegian Fisheries *era. Mr. Davis acceded to the requesttefter 
consulting the Attorney General of California. The Norwegian ,case decision 
sets forth principles which support California's .someition that all waters 
between the Channel Islands and the mainland are inland waters. 

In connection with the hearings before the Master on Januar y 25, 1952, it 
Ilreuld appear that questions 1, 2, and a given above in the Supreme Court's 
Order have equal application to all United. States Maritime and Great Lakes 
States. 

In particular, the hearings are intended to establish criteria by which 
inland waters may be delineated webers along the coasts of the United 
States:  It is therefore apparent that the proceedings will have a nation-
wide effect of great importame. Such, criteria can and probably will be 
applied at the conveniewe of the United States whenever a Federtel advantage 
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may result. The States of Washington, Louisiana, Florida, Maz71and, and 
Massachusetts, and several, others should have a vital interest in these 
proceedingse 

It would therefore be helpful to California if in the hearings ooxesnaing 
on January 23, 1952, the Maritime and Great Lakes States would request the  
Supreme Court to permit them. to present to the Master their respective 
positions on the three questions. 

U MOTION DtiriT MADE AND UNANIMOTISLY CARRIED, A RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED 
AUTSORIZIN1 THE CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMISSION TO EXECUTE A iMMORODUM„ WHICH 
IS TO BE PREPARED FOR EIS SIGNATURE, INFORMING GOVERNOR WARREN OP THE FACTS 
flAWPATITIrti 	truTs new. rum TITEADIEWITUF eriWPATVW1r1 /IF V&A PPS% nt• _AT.SA 
BR Swarm To SEE1OR BR 'N  TIDELAND COMINITTEB. 

16. (St MARINE GEOPHYSICAL upt#CRATIOL MOLE 	& RPYININ3 cow= - 
LO, 119, 	101. On Deositmr 1T*  19b1 	Ito 14, page ,1500), 
the Comerission authorised the deferment of further consideration -of-ate 
apraicatird. At tut _E*Ile Oil lb ,isfA.Aning C=pagr for permdt 
geophysical exploration operations on tide and submerged lands under use 
juriediction of the .Cospission, :pursuant to the recital* of the DistriOt 
Attorney' of Santa Barbara County for an opportunity to prepare a sintement 
of objections to the proposed action. 

;Letter proteste to the- isensence of geopkysioal exploration per:mitt hive been 
filed by the Dieriat Attorney upon behalf of the Beard of Supervisors of 
Sen!ba Reurtara Conn** end ty the City Cleptic -of the -City of Santa Barbara 
pursuant to authorisation by the Citr Council« In sussitary, the- protest Med 
by the Oicunizor states that past seisnic explorations have resulted. in Consider-
able maga to filth end marine life, -that residents in areas adjacent to the 
4oreline have complained of dm.- to VroPertir allegedly meted IV the 
sseismie blasting, that not erithetanding any 1110diticittiotilk Of the nexter of cone 
ducting SAWN& exploration activities,. the- Board of Bupervloors is, opposed 
to the granting of a permit, and repeated seisalo exploratiths do not serve 
the public interest in that the results of such operation Ft oonducted pre-
viously should be available to all interested parties. The-letter of protest 
by f::--to Crit of Santa Barbara states that no ceismic- operations should be 
allowed in the entire Santa Barbara Channel area because of 'the gre4t dosage 
to :tit and marine life. 

The Commission was informed on DeceMber 17, 19510  of the Successfia submarine 
geopholcal exploration operations conducted by the Union Oil Comps** of 
California under a .geophyitical exploration posit authorized by t COmmis-
sion, from doh there were no structural effects mhatsosver,, a very limited 
fish kill, and no public protests in Los Angeles and Orange Counties -where the 
operations were bon duatedo In addition, after oonsidention of these results, 
the State Fish and Game Co ,scion hos authorised the use of explolivet fire  
the operations for which the subject application is pend--4,4,4 before the State 
Lends Cossaission, 

The previous reCietalendation by the Division of State Lends for the issuance 
of a permit to the Nettle Oil 8 Refining Company did 330t include OW regithre-,  
ment with respeot to oontinuoue eb4,, ration by the Divieion of State Lands 


