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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
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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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Engineer; Burton S. Grant, Assistant General Manager; Gilmore Tillman, Attore
ney; and Rex Goodeell, Attorney; the State was represented by Assistant
Attorney General Walter L. Bowers; Special Attorney Burdette Daniels; Rufus
W. Putnam, Bxecutive Officer, and J. Stuart Watson, Assistant Executive Offie
¢er, of the State Lands Commission.

Tentatively, and subject to approval by the Commissioners of the Department
of Water and Power, City of Los Angeles, and the State Lands Commission,
settlement is proposed whereundex the State would xeceive approximately
i1, $13,C00 to end the litigation.

i

The Department of Water and Power of the City of Los Angeles advised that the
above settlement has been agreed to in principle by the Board of Commissioners
for the Department of Water and Power, City of Los fngeles.

The above settlement was discussed with no commitment and withoud any conside
eration being given to an agreement for use of Owens Lake as a place to waste
any excess water over and above the capacity of the present aqueduct that will
* result from power plants being constructed in the Owens River Gorge: This’
matter is for subsequent discussions, and will e presented to the State Lands
. Commission, and perhaps to the Legislature, at such time as any progranm has
been evolved.

Mr. Bex Goodeell, Jr. appeared on behalf of the Department of Water and Power
of the City of Los Angeles to thank the Commission for the Statels cooperation
in working out an agreement that will settle the controversy, and expressed
the hope that in the futurs the City and the State would be able to sett
their mtualqpr%‘blems on gn amicable basis. -

4 )M - - . )
UPON I%GEIQN’D{I MADE AND UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED, A RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE (FFICER TO REQUEST THE ATTORNEY CENERAL 70 INIER
~ INTO A STIPULATION IN THE SANTA BARBARA SUPERIOR COURT CASE NO. 36863
WHERERY/ THE LITIGATION WILL ER SETTLED UPON PAYMENT TO THE STATE OF ARPROXIs
MATERY '6li35600, BY THE DEPARTLENT OF WATER AWD POYER, CITY OF 10S ANGBIES, THE
EXACT ALIGUNT OF THE SETTLELENT TO BE DETERWINED BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL,

34, (TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION, SACRAMENTO AND SAN JOAQUIN DRAINAGE DISTRICT,
SACRAKENTO RIVER LANDS, SACRAMENTO COUNTY - P.R.C. 190, and SAGTO. COUNTY,
PROP, LANDS ~ J.T.I. 1.} The Commission may recall that in March, 19LS, in
order to properly manage the mineral rights in certain State lands on Wood
and Duck Islands in the Sacremento River, nominally owmed by he Sacramento
and San Joaquin Drainage District, the Reclamation Board transferred control
- -and possession to the State Lands Commission. This agreement, daved
February 21, 1945, was executed by the Sacramento and San Joaquin Drainage
District; and by Carlyle Lynton, Executive Officer of the State Lands Commis-
sions andwas approved by the Attprney General. However, research of the
minvtes of the meetings of the Commdssion does not show that authority for .
_aceeptance of this jurisdiction was ever given. A question as to this
feature has recently arisen hecause of the fact that the Natural Gas Coxporae
tion of California, which holds the mineral lease, did not find the transier
of jurisdiction recorded. ~

UPON MOTION DULY MADE AND UMANIMOUSLY CARRIED, A RESOLUTION WAS ADOPIED
CONPIRMING THE AGTION OF THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER IN ACCEPTING JURISDICTION AND
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