UPON MOTION DULY MADE ARD UNANIMOUSLY CABRIED, A RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED

AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO ISSUE TO HAROLD O. LIND AND THEMA E. 5
LMD A LEASE COVERING CORTE MADERA ARK SITE NO. 19, FOR A PERIOD OF WO i
IBARS AT AN ANNUAL RENTAL OF $58, UPCH RECEIPT OF TVE FIRST AND IAST YEARS!
RENTAL AND THE 45 PILING FEE, WITH RICGHT OF RENEWAL FOR AN ADDITIONAL TEN

YEARS AT SUCH TERMS AND CONDITIONS AS HAY BE IE7ERMINED PRIOR TO RENEWAL.

30, (APPLICATION FOR PROSPECTING PERMIT, KERW COUNTY, CLIFFORD GILIESPIE -
W.0. 1255, P,R.0.1251.2.) An application has been received from Mr, Clifford
Gillespie of Los Anielas s California, for permission to prospect for minerazls
on the B} of the M3 of Section 36, T. 10 W,, R. 13 ¥., S5.B.M., containing

80 acres in Xern County., Field reconnaissance by the Staff and review of the
Tecords of the Diwision of Mines have shown that the subject ares canmot be
classified at this time as known to contain commercially vaiwable deposits of
minerals. The statutory filing fee of §5 and the permit fee of 380 (1 per
acre for a two-year permit) have been deposited by the applicant.

UPON MOTION DULY MADE AND UNANIMCUSLY CARRIED, A RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED
KMYHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO ISSUE A TWO-YEAR PROSPECTING PERMIT 170
%R. CLIFFORD GILLESPIE FOR 80 ACRES OF VACANT STATE SCHOOL IAND IN THE E3
Of THE W3 OF SECTION 36, T. 10 Ne, R. 13 W., 5.B.M., KERN COUNTY, FOR
PROSPEGTING FOR RARE EARTH, GORE, SIELVER, RADICACTIVE AND OTHER PRECIOUS
MINERALS. THE ROYALTY PAYABIE UNIER ANY PREFERENTIAL LFASE TSSUED UPOK
DISCOVERY OF COMMERCTALLT VALUARLE MINERAL TEPOSITS SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE
WITH THE FOLLOWING SCHEIUIE:

FOR RARE EARTH NINERAIS:
R = 3,00 + 0,37 (C - 60.00)

FOR GOLD, SILVER, RADIOACTIVE AND OTHER PRECTOUS MINERALS:
R = 2,00 + 0,00 (¢« 20.00)>

WHERE R = ROYALTY IN DOLLARS AND CENTS PER TON OF ORE

- G = WEIGHTED AVERAGE CGROSS SALES PRICE PER TOH DETERIMINED
AT THE END OF THE FIRST YEAR OF THE IELSE AND EVERY
FOUR TEARS THEREAFIER.

THE MAXIMUM ROYALTY SHALL NOT EXCEED 25% OF THE AVERAGE GROSS SAIE PRIGE OF
THE ORE FOR ALL RARE EARTH MINERALS. THE MAXIMUM ROYALTY SHALL NOT EXCEED
50f% OF THE AVERAGE GROSS SALES PRICE OF THE ORE FOR BOLY) SIIVER, RADIOACTIVE
AND OTHER PRECICUS MINERALS.

31. (COLORADO RIVER - W.0. 2h2.) A%t its meeting on June 30, 1952, the State
Lands Commission was advised of the fact that the State Enginesr hid trang-
mitted for comments a report entitled "IAND USE AND AUMINISTRATION OF THE
IA¥ER COLORADO RIVER VALLEY, HOOVER DAM TC THE INTERNATIONAYL BOUNDARY?, preo=-
parad for the Colorado River=Great Basin Field Commitiee by the lower Tolorado
River Land-Usa Committes. The latter was a subcormitiee composed of represen~
tativez of agencies of the Department of the interdor and of repressntatives
of the Fish and Game Commissions of the States of Ardzons, falifornis, and
Nevada. The report was issued under date of Decamber, 19%i. Following &
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confsrencs in the Office of the State Engineer of other Stats sgenciss having
interests related to the Colorado River, each agency has been preparing its
corments on the report. The proposed comments by the Division of State Lands
are a3 follows:

"Mr. Ao D. Edmonston, State Engineer

"Division of Water Resources

%Room LO1, 1120 'N' Street

®Sacramento, California

Subject: Review of Federal Repért on

‘Land Use and Administration
of the Lower Colorado River
Valley!

"Further study hag been given the proposed repert on tLand Use and
Administration of the Lower Colorado River Valley, Hoover Dam ic the
International Boundary!, as prepared for the Colorade River-Great
Basin Field Committre by Lower Colorado River Land-Use Committee,
dated December, 1951.

Within the area withdrawn for the Bureau of Resclamation, State lands
under the jurisdiction of the State Lands Commission are included,
also lands sold by the State with reservation of mineral rights, and
lands held in private fee. The State lands can be grouped in five
classifications, as follows:

(1) Lands withdrawn but t0 be restored .eaeessesses 7,091 acres

(2) Tands sold (mineral rights reserved),
Wiﬂldr&ﬂn but to m mstﬁm PO EICEIICIBRQRERISE 13739 acres

(3) Lands wimdram, withdrawal conbimed sassvesse 5,20)4 acres

() lands sold (mineral rights reserved),
withdrawn, withdrawal continued eesvszessescess 4,798 acres

{5) Sovereign lands in $0lorRdo BIVET esscesscassse Approximately
90 sgunare miles

"From these figures you will note that within the area withdrawn, with-
drawal being continued, classes (3) and (i) above, the State of
California has fee title or minersl rights to a total of 10,002 acres,
and, in addition, to approximately 90 square miles of sovereign lands
in the Califormia bed of the river. Fee land is sold by the State with
reservation of mineral rights.

BIf lands presently withdrawn are restored to entry as indieated;
8,830 acres in classes (1) and {2} above need not be considered. If,
however, those lands are not restored, a tokal arvea of 18,832 acres
is involved. This latter srea is to be compared with 90,265 acras of
what is reported as State-ownad land in Table Number 1, Page 25, of
the repoxt. The reason for this wide discrepsncy is not apparent,

*3tate sovereign lands in the Colorado River beiween the line of mean
w2y ELI LY




low water and the Ardzona boundary are estimated as to area. Accursis
maps are not available, nor has the location of the boundary between
California and Arizona ever been fixed with sny degree of accuracy.

"It is understood that actual Federal control along the Colorade River
within California is limited to Federsl lands in the areas which have
besn withdramm for the benefit of the Bureau of Reclamation; lands
imvelved in the Soulder Canyon Project Act; arcas enclosed within
National parik and recreational programs as authorized by the Act of
June 23, 1936 (L9 Stais., 189L), which includes Iake Mead National
Recreaticnal Area; and lands within the Fort Mojare Indian Ressrvation
and the Colorads River Indian Reservation. According to the fipures
given in Table Number 1, these lands comprise 63% of the total area
within the peximeter of the primary withdrawal.

The major purnose of this rspord is apparentiy to present a prelime
inary plan for future development of areas bordering on the Colorado
River, and a conclusion is reached to the effect that the primary use
will be recreational, through the provision of wild-life refuge areas
and camping facilities. Further agricultural and other developuents
requiring use of addit:.oml water or in conflict with the proposed
primery ise are o be disccuraged, il not prohibited,

"One effect will probably be by way of restrictions on access roads
s0 that they will be kept to a minimum for the protection of wild life
in the refuges. This in itself would decreass the freedom of use of
State~ and privately~owned lands.

"he rept 't under consideration makes reference to the existing pro-
gram of chamnelizing portions of the river, It also proposes the
restoration of lagoons and side channels for use as wild-life refuges.
Detsils are lacking, so the effect on sovereign lands of the State is
unknosn. '

"The Lower (joloradc River Land-Use Commitiee recommends that the
Bureau of Reclamation become the nrimary sdministrator of the remaine
ing retained lands outside of exist ting recreational areas and refuges,
and that the land-use plan be refined into a Master Plan by such
sdministrator, Those retained lands constitute about 50% of the
total lands inside the perimeier of the primary withdrawal area.

UThe advisability of the State of Californin, or of one of its agencies,
andorsing such a proposal is questionable for the reascn that the appli-
cation of a Master Plan, prepared by an szency controlling such a sube
stantial portion of the lands inwolved, 1ay be expected to influence
greatly the use of lands owned or controed by othera, If the sffects
prove to be adverse, such an endorsement cowld be construsd as a waiver
of objeotion if not as an outright consent. Accordingly, the State
Lands Compdsgion has anthorized me to advise you that it does not recome
pend the approval of this report.

ours very truly,

YRUFUS W, PUTHNAM
iBxecutive Officert
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UPCR JOTION IULY MADE AND UBAMDOUSLY CARRIZD, A RESCKDTION WAS ADOPIRD
APFROVING THE CONTENTS OF THE LEITER QUOTED ABOVE AND AUYHORIZING THE RXECUe
TIVE OFFICER T0 SUBMIT IT TO THE STATE ENGINEZER.

32, (WITHDRAWAL FROM SALE OF VACANT SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LAND, $. & 0.
LOCATION NO. 4259, SAN BERNARDINO CGUNTY, JAMES M. GATES - SH.0, T06.) At
the meeting of June 30, 1952, the Commuission authorised dafement of agtion
on Mr. Jamss N. Gates® application to purchase 231.67 acres ¢f %wwmp and
overflowed land in San Bernardino County, pending study of & quist title suit
filed in the Superior Court, San Bernardino County, Case No. 73163, entitled
®, Winifwd Louthaln v. Si;a.ta of Calitomia,

Imatigatam of the particular lands now discloses that although the lands
have gean returnad to the State by the United States under the Arkansas ict,
the qmauon of the boundary between California and Arisons may bereme
involved. Since settlemmit of the boundary problem betwssn Awixona snd

. Dedfemds 15 of wajor importanss, it prebally will Do sdvissbls 40 withdrew
mmmmruamumaum, taring wdeh (ins pro-
gres3 mey have boen meds in the location of this boundary, and enter-ints a
mmmwemmmmmnwxmmmmm

- provided the case is dismissed.

mmwmmmmmnmm,xmmmsm
ADTHORTZING THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER TO REQUEST THE ATTORNEY GENERAL YO ENTER
MOAS'EINIATIWIHT!ECASE OFF. WINIMDWMY.STAE OF,

mwmmmmmonmmmmmwm;mmw
TOF TIME NOT 1O EXCEED THREE TEARS, SUBJRCT TO THE [TIONS THAT THE CASE
mn«nmm,mmrmmmmmmm - OF WITHDRAWAYL THE
COMPTATNANT, r.mmmm,mumm THAT THE LANDS HAVE SGAIN
RN MADE OFEX POR BNWPRY AND SALE.

« {CHEMS LAKE LITTOATION, FEOPLE v, CIYY OF 108 AMGRIES, S4ITL BARBARA
COURT MO, 36063 - CUN.DATA, OWENS LAKE,) i Comdssion will reeall

M in the Samts Barbars County damege action, the State was swarded, for
the flooding of Ovens Lake by the City of Los Angelss for the paried prior %o
Decamder 15, 1937, an amount of §5,09l, together with interest thereon at 1%
from Jamuary 1, 1939, and costs in the xmount of $22,100.2L, No damage award
wus made for tbom 1937 subsequent te December 15, and for the years 1938
and 1939, although the damags for thai psriod, s claimed Ly the State,
amunted to approximetelr 515,000, The State has appealed this lack of
dxaage awerd for thess latter years becagse subsequently the Natural Soda
Frodicts Company was awarded damsges for these sims years. Judgment in that
case hsd not been rendersd st the time of the judgment in the Santa Barbara

sase. Simltaneously the City of Los Angeles uppealed the latter cese.
Both are now h.nﬁfnz} irn the %Qnd Distednd Donwd of Awpau‘!b aa

VAT WY J R et o~y -y b RS

State has filed its opaning brief, but the City v has not iilad ita answer,
gﬁ the cese is due to be placed on calendar within the relatively near
ture.,

The City of Jos Angeles, Deparimmt of Water and Power, has rads ovsrturss
to settls this litigation without further trial. AL the vonfsvence whereln
this mebter was discussed, the Department of Water and Power, City of Ios
Angeles, was rapresented by Samuel B. Morris, General Manager and Chiel
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