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33. STATUS OF MAJOR LITIGATION - W.O.s 3019, 2224, 2274.2, AND 503.324. 

The attached Calendar Item 23 was presented to the Commission for informa—
tion. 
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23. 

STATUS OF MAJOR LITIGATION - W.O. s 3019, 222114  2274.2, AND 503.324. 

1. Case No. 4)0-58 WM Civil 	 W.O. 3019 
U.S. vs. Anchor Oil Corporation, et al. 
U.S.D.C.,Southern. District, Los Angeles County 
(Long Bea& Subsidence Matter) 

(Request 	S-. for court order to 'shut, doin Wilmington Field 
.f' satisfactory subsUrfaee repressuring programs for land. surface 
subsidence alleviation are not put into Operation.) 

.Points and Authorities and. Affidavits 'were filed in behalf of 
Defendant State, of California on February 24, 1959.. ,ptt March 10, 
1959, pursuant to Motion by' Plaintiff 'United States of America, 
the Plaintiff's. Motion for Preliminary _Injunction), Rreviously 
schedUled for hearing onivItioh 0.1 1959, was ordered .off' calendar 
by the Federal Court,, eubject to 'being, reset, for hearing' uPOn 
145 days' notice.:  

'In its Motion asking the Federal Court to place. the Preliminary 
Rearing off calendar, the.United States, in part, stated as follows: 

"2, Since- the .filing of the .motion, fora prelitliAsery injunction, 
and. particularly since the hsEq•ing on this matter on, =Noirember 3.74:a8l  
1950, the plaintiff has been., 'pledged to observe the 'manner in. 'which 
some of the defendants (inernditig Most of the principal..producere 
in the field), have been working to' establish and. place into effeet 
programs- designed to prevent the further sinking Of the surface 
lands. The plaintiff has been particularly interested in. the pro-
grams toward this end that the major defendants report, that they 
will be able to accomplish at specific times-  in the immediate and 
near future, as shown by their documents filed with the Court on 
about 'February 24, 1959, pursuant to order. It is the present 
belief .of the plaintiff, based upon the best informatiOn now.  
,available to it, that if the defendants accomplish-on schedule 
all of the subsidence abatement activities outlined. in their 
recent submissions to the Court,. with reasonable and. necessary 
extensions of thote activities into, the future,. the problem of 
further subsidence probably will .LaVe been solved.. The plaintiff 
therefore believes that it •-wco.:ild be appropriate that the defen-
dants be. given 'an opportunity voluntarily to peform in accordance 
With their protestations." 

2. Case No . 683, 824 
People vs. City .of Long Beach 
Los Angeis County superior Court 
(Alaktitos Bay Quitclaim Litigation) 
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INFORMATIVE 23. (CONTA), 

(Resolution of question whether title tb oil and gas is vested in 
City or State in lands granted to City by State and subsequently 
quitclaimed to State by City.)  

This case is at issue. The trial date has beer. 

Case No. 70717 
County of 'Orange ys. State of California, et al. 
Orange County ,SuperiPr Court 

(Claim by Orange County that 'a legislative grant to the 'County of 
tide and. submerged lands in Newport pay conveyed. to the County 
all tide and. submerged lands within the ,CountY ,(with the exception 
of a grant to the City of -Newport Beach)..,) 

As was reported at the last Meeting of the 'Commission,. Counsel for 
the County'` ofOrange is, examining the .f ilea and records of the 
'ComiaSIPP, '040: causing certain copies to be made, conSiatent with 
a Court Order ,and. Stipulation. Mr. _Fred. FOrgy, Special Counsel 
for the CoUnty) wag, authorited to employ assistants to, aid. in the 
st „rah Of the State's records, and. Henry. Wore', 4r., of the; firm 
of Moore Ak_Trinkalls, AttorneyS for Intervener American-liar:41e 
Exploration Co.., Inc.., haS been. etaplOyed to assist: The County has 
served on the. State notices, of taking 01. depOsitiOns of all, members 
of the Board' of Surgvisors, and a Notice of Motion to Seek 
Answers to Additional Ii,terrogatories. The notices are set for 
various times arid places. 

Cate No., 105-59, It 	 503.3211. 
Carl WhitSon v. City 'of Long teach, Long. Beach '011 

DeVelopment Cotapany, and. ',rie State of California 
u,s3p,q.1 Southern Pistrictl, Central Division 
(Taxpayer ';s "suit) 

((plaintiff' a principal contention Is that the 'City of Long beach 
has succeeded: to title to tide and submerged lands. by 'reason of the 
Submerged Lancia ,Act {Public Law 31, 1953), rather than through 
original grants from the 'State, and therefore the City is entitled 
to all tideland, revenues 'exclusively, contrary to Chapter 29, 
Statutes of 19564, 1st E.8.) 

The Original Complaint was served February 6; 1959, with the Answer 
due 20 days after service. .Subsequently, thirty days' additional 
time was granted to all defendants, including the State, in which to 
answer, or until March 26, 1959. Cu March 5 the State received an 
Aiteridtent• to the original Complaint. 
'On February 28, 1959, -the State was served with a Notice of Motion 
for Preliminary Injunction, the effect. of which, if granted., - uld 
have been to restrain the State from spending any or the monies 
received: from Long Beacil, This Motion was Noticed for Bearing on 
"Mar411. 9) on which deter the State appeared and opposed, the. Applica-
tion for Injunction, and, the 'Application was denied.. 
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 continued to and 
now is set on June 10, 1959. 
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