
JANUARY 31, 1957 IN OMR TO all.,Fmnt GEOLCGICAL -IMPORNATION INVOLVMG 
IN EXCIOS OF ;fear MET BELOW Wis aiTiFitZE or Tr 	 tv.rsr.1 TIM ALT 
SUB-MOW LititIE 1.402R. 	alitiDICTIM Or Mt  	 sotrrany AND 
EASTERLY off` A LINE DRANK DUE WEST 111104 PT. CCOCZPrialiip SARA BARBARA COUNTS I 

AND NORTHERLY AND WESTERLY Cr THE LION SEAWARD OF THE VENTURL01.08 ANGMS 
coon 	 rote= xs To miasma.  to sun LANDS cc...mum FOR ALL 
Cr ITS -xiericTIoN poss. 

(4sErscrxoN :OF SWURINE GEOLOGICAL 1)!PLCSATION DRILLING - GEN. DATA. ) 
Ince following sport was -presented to the Commission: 

"The Division -of Oil end Gas has reported,  that pursuant to Division 
3, 	 Resources ',Code, certain operations precedent to drillivg 
and abandemsient of geologic eXploration'holes- -should be inspected 

apittoved to assure Cempliance wit toatf57: 	 In con- 
sider*tiott of the State .Lands Csimaissitirt- 	 aixement for an 
inspector during all drilling operations below 500,  feet beneath- the 
ocean floor, it has been suggested. by the Division of Oil and Gas 
that its inspection requirements on geological eXploration holes in 
tide and subierged lands be delegated to the. -State Lands Division 
for ,performance, thereby eliainteting.duplication of inspection 
personnel-. The costs to the State Lands Division of -ssuch inspections 
'perforated, for the Division of Oil and llas would be reimbursed under 
an interagency iweement to cover the aerVides to be performed.-
Inspectioimi of the type requiretd'would be perforted by eagOloyees. 
With. 'civil service classification- no lower then Junior -Oil and 
Gas En‘irwer," 

UPON MGTION DULY MADE AliD VNANIM)USLY •CARRIED0: IT WAS BESOLVEa AS FOLLOWS: 

THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER IS- Amon:up To NEGOTIATE AND EXECITA AN IN1Ely1GENCY 
SERVICE AGREEMENT WITH THE prinsicv OF oil. AND GAS TO pigror$,RwIrem 
INSPECTICHS OF St `,RINE oFOICIGIC ExeLORATION DRILLING PURSUANT TO DIVISION 3, 
PUBLIC RESCXYRCES COM)  tNAXR A DEMGATIONOF =ROM* FROM T DIVISION' OF 
OIL AND GAS.. -THE COSTS TO VIM STATE LAO DIVISION or Was INSPECTIONS ARE TO 
BE RED BY THE DIVISION or OA AND GAS UNDER THYS =Woe! CONTRACT. 

7- (Asit)vAls OF ISLAND IN CHANNEL 	 H! OWL' COUNTY W. 0. 2145 ) 
The folloiting report etas' presented to the -Commission: - 

"At the meeting of the State lands Commission on &gust 15, 1956, 
the folloWing resolution was adopted. (Minute me; 2772): 

'THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER le AVUORMED TO MOTTATE AN 
INTERAG...INICY CONTRACT 	MPAIMIM OF WAM RE- 
SOURCES COVERING THE 100:4041010 PEUMS 'IRVINE?) IN TIM 
NECESSITY fr T REF*WAL or—za ISLAND' IN THE EEL RIVER)  
AND TO CON_ ST~ THE S1ATE xnuad WO pOs CAB C *Jelin.* or 
THE STATE LANDS C OMISSION FOR THE APPROVAL OF SUCH AN 
INMRAGENCY ,CCHTRAC'T ' 



"Pursuant to the foregoing action, the Ex-7utive Officer corres-
ponded with the Department of` Water Resources with respect to 
the negotiation of an interagency contract, and in response to 
the request to that agency the following report, dated 
September 11, 1956, was received from the Division of Design and 
Construction of that department: 

'Reference is made to your Inter-Departmental Communica-
tion of August 23., 1956, concerning the removal of ,an island 
in Eel River near Pernbridge. 

'This office concurs with the opinion of the Division of 
Highways that removal of all or-  a pottion of the island 
would, be of no in mediate benefit to the State Highway system. 
Removal of the island. would increase the crosa-sectiOnal area 
of the channel and could result in localized reduction of 
velocitiei ,which presently cause erosion along the right 
bank of the river at and upstream from the bridge. 

'It ;has been the- experience -of this office that, in 
meandering streams., ,ft channel change often results in trans-
ferring, the .eneror to-another section of river where equal 
or greeter difficulty msy develop. There are ,and have 'been 
a number of -serious erosion areas deiywnstreast from the btidge 
and historically Eel Rivet has had many channels through its 
alluvial plane downstream. 	Pernbridge. While the possi- 
bility of a stajOr channel 'change 'resulting from work on the 
island it remote, it Should net be .overlooked in considering 
the project. 

'It is believed that the erosion along the right bank of the 
river upstream from +."2.1. bridge could most ;successfully be 
controlled by the installation-or *lock revetment or a seres 
of permeable wing dams. While this type of construction 
would, be 'costly, if properly constructed, it should provide 
a permanent solution to the erosion ptoblem at this :location. 

'This office had occasion to discuss the allocation of 
$20,000 to your office under Chapter 1691, Statutes of 1935, 
with Senator Arthur Way of Humbolat County-. It vas our 
understanding that the.4 amount of the' allocation was predi. 
cated upon cutting a pilot channel through or ad jr -_,ent to 
the south side of 'the island. in order to encourage erosion 
through that area,. 

'On the basis of your surveys and. the fai,vit thattlie 
of December 1955 paused additional accretion and subsequent 
enlargement of the island:. this office vould seriously 
question the effectiveness of cutting of a pilot channel 
.along the south side of the island. in accomplishing. the 
planned pu.tpOpe. ate funds available for the work 'would 
not be adeqUate to cut even a minimum abannul with ,a 25-foot 
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bottom width to low water elevation. Authermore, the 
problem of spoil disposal, would be costly. 

'In view of these considerations)  this office would 
recommend to the Public Works Board -'Mt no action be 
taken to remove this island. It is not believed that 
further engineering investigations are necessary. 

%AM' O. BANKS 
Director of Water Resources 

?fir (Signed) 14. J. Shelton 
14. J. Shelton: 
Deputy Director' 

k 

°It would appear that since the Division of Highways is of the 
opinion that the removal of all or a portion of the island would. 
be of no benefit to the State highway system, and that the Depart-
ment of Water ResoUrces feels that the appropriation. -would be 
entirely inadequate with respect to the alleviation of flood con-
trol problems, and that as the researches of the staff of the 
Cc:emission. have arrived at the same conclusion, no report can 
properly be made to the State Public Works Board with reference 
to the determination of need as set forth in Item 442.2 of the 
Budget Act of 1956." 

Igo  

111.41 	UPON 'mow DULY 14A1 AND UNANIMOUSLY WW1  IT WAS RESOLVED AS FOLUMS: 

THE IMMATURE WILL BR anon AT ITS 	REGULAR swam TO t Eton 
THAT IR 'IR OPINION OF THE STATE IA CONICSSICEI THE 11240VAII OF ME ISLAND 
IN THE IML RIVER, AU APPROPRIATED FOR-  unto 	142.2 a!' TEE BUDGET ACT OF 

Om 	l956 IN THR _AMOUNT OF $20,600, -CANNOT BE ACCCMPLISRED V/TR vaincier FOR LESS O3 	MAN THE SUM or taooloao. )7,1 
Ci- 	8. (1957 =am IMMIATION - W. O. 2u5,) The following report vu pre- 

re 
re 	seated to the Commission: 

"In furtherance of the idea presented at the meeting of August 15, 
19561  to give the Commission. time to consider legislation for the 
1957 session that is in the interest of the State and. pertinent to 

tt1 	 the 3urisdiction and duties of the State Lands Commission, the 
following additional items to those presented on August 15, 1956 
(Item 29:  Minute pages 2766-67), ere presented for coniiideration:* 

*UPON MOTION DULY 'MADE AND 'UNANIMOUSLY CA IN, IT WAS RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS: 

THE COMISSION AMOR= THE STAFF, ON ITS RESALE', TO DO THE FOLLOWING: • 	- HAVE BTRODUCED A BILL TO CORRECT AN APPARENT TYPOMPHICAL 
ERROR IN TEE DESCRIETICX IN ME LEGISLATINE GRANT OF TIM AND SUBMERGED LAM 
TO MR cxTr 1, 'VALLEJO WOW CRAMER 483 OF THE STATMES Off' 1947, WOREBY IN 
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