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description of the lands which are needed as a source of materials 
for the construction, maintenance or improvement of any highway, 

a. 	and upon such approval of such maps by the State Lands Division, 
the lands described therein are reserved for such use by the Depart- 

03 	 ment of Public Works." 

UPON NOTION DULY MADE AND INANDIOUSLY CARRIED, IT WAS RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS: 

THE immUT rim OFFICER IS AMORMED TO APPROVE TIE NAP PRIM= BY TEE 
ravisiam OF HIGHWAYS Put sum TO SECTION 101.5 OF SHE STREWS AND HIGHWAYS 
CODE AND T3 AITZEIORIZE THE REWNAL OF NOT TO EXCEED 1,100,000 CUBIC YAMS OF 
MATERIAL FROM= FORT KNOX, PRESIDIO= POTATO PATCH non AREAS ar SAN 
FRANCISCO BAY AND VICINITY FOB usz IN MEWAY connntrilon IN SAN MATEO COUNTY. 
TES AUTHORUATION IS TO SUMS= THE AUTHORIZATICW GRAM BY TEE STATE LANDS 
COMMISSION APRIL 27, 1954 (MINUTE ITEM 20, PAGES 2073-2074). 

el°. (mammas OF MMNIMALS, PARCELS 4, 5 AND 6, CHAPTER 979, SMUT'S or 
19551  TULARE COUNTY - azoo-TuLARe CO.) The following report was presented to 
the Commission: 
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"On. A4gust 15, 1956, pursuant to a request by the Property Acquisi-
tion Division of the Department of Finance (Minute Item 17, rages 
2T76-77), the Commission authorized the Exedfative Officer to adleise 
the Property Acquisition Division that reservation to the State of 
mineral rights was not recommended in the proposed sale-of Parcels 
4, 5, and 6, Ch. 979/55 because of the absence of any current knosin 
mineral value. 

"Om September 24, 1956 the Property Acquisition Division reported 
further with respect to the subject property in :part as follows: 

'Without in any sense attempting to refute or question the 
findings of your staff to the effect that the likelihood of 
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mineral development in this immediate area is imlikely, 
should like to request respectfully that you re-examine the 
conclusion raached wherein there would be no reservation of 
mineral rights in our proposed sale of the surplus three 
parcels. 

mts request is based first on the premise that the property es 

	

no 	to be retained ak-e used 4 the State for hospital purposes is 
immediately contiguous to the surplus property. Should it de-
velop at some date that Aineral deposits are found to underlie 
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4C 	 this general aree, it wouil seem feissible to whipstock the 
surplus parcels from a-site or sites on the hospital property 

	

z 	 without the necessity for disturbi.28,  the surface or impairing 

	

Aft 4t 	
the surface use of the surplus parcels. Secondly, it is my 
opinion that the surplus properties, when sold, will not be II, 0 depreciated in value if the State elects to retain the mineral 
rights without the right to explore from the surface.' 
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"In addition, the Property Acquisition Division reported. in part 
on October 19, 1956 as follows: 

'We realize the amount of investigation and research neces-
sary as a foundation for your recommendation, and have no 
quarrel with your decision. However, sines the recommenda-
tion vas received the matter has been given careful study 
hare, especially taking into consideration the 'erg, Golding 
retained for hospital use immedixte4 adjacent to the surplus 
parcels. 

Mee consensus is that it wild be desirable to retain the min-
eral rights, and it is therefore our request, in which the 
Director of Finance loins, that we have the appraval of the , 
State Lands, Commission for the inclusion of a provision reser-
ving mineral rights to the State When conveying these proper-
ties." 

"Under Section 6404, Public Resources Code, any State Agency that 
sells any of the lands listelinflection 6403, Public Resources Code, 

land acquired by the State' 	for public use) may, with the apii, 
proval of the State- Lends CcishiSiiieu, reserve. to the State any or all 
oil, gas, -oil shale, coal, phosphate, *ads  silver, or other mineral 
depOsits therein. It appearS that the bases- under wick the Pro-
perty Acquisition Division desires to retain the mineral rights in  
the subject land involve considerations -beyond the ,scope authorised 
for recoMmendatitan by the-staffed' the State pia 	The 
Original recommendation to the Commission for approval of the non= 
reservation of the mineral interests in the subject land bet, based 
on the sole consideration-under the cognizance of the State Lands 
Division that record review and field inspection shoved no evidence 
of any current known mineral value."- 

UPON MCTION DULY MADE AND UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED, IT WAS !SOLVED AS FOLLOWS: 

THE COMMISSION CONSILERS THE REQUEST OF THE PROPERTY ACQUISITION DIVISION 
OF THE DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE AND THE DIRECTOR OF MANCE THAT THE CI :MISSION 
RESCIND THE ACTION OF AUGUST 15, 1956 RELATIVE TO 22E APPROVAL OF THE NON-
RESERVATICNIK) TRI SUM OF THE KEMAL RIGHTS IN THE SALE OF PARCELS 44 5 
imp 6, CRAM= 976,  STA MM OF 1955, TULARE COUNTY, AND FURTRER, APPROVE 
THE RESBMVATICR TO IME STATE PURSUANT TO SECTION 6404 0712.4PUBLIC RESCURCTS 
CODE IN THE MURAL RIGHTS IN THE SALE OP PARCELS 4, 5 AND 6, CHAPTER 979, 
STAMM or 1955, TULARE COUNTY. 

ill. (CONSIDINAT/(N OF SUBSIDENCE COST PROJECTS, LONG BEACH - NC Op 100009; 
W. 0. 10,010.) The following report vas presented to the Commission: 

"On August 15, 1956 (Canute Item 4, pages 2759-2760) the Commis-
sion approved the costs proposed to be expended by the City of 
Long Beach, Including subsidence remedial work for the balance 
of the fiscal year under two projects, N. 0. 10,003 'Suteidemce 
Maintenance' and W. O. 10,01k 'Subsidence Studies', and on 
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