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b3. sTATUS OF MAJOR LITIGATION - ¥.0.s 2716, 4600, k721, 5¢3.461, AND
1339.16.

The attached Informative Calendar Ttem 4l was presented to the Commission for
information only, no Commission action being required.
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STATUS OF MAJOR LTSIGATION - W.0.5 2716, 4600, W72l, 503.k61, A 1839.16.
The following information is current as of April 15, 1965:

1. gase No. 747562 (now consolidated with Case No. 649h66) W.0. 2726
Ty People vs. City of Long Beach, et al. ‘

Los Angeles Counby Supericr Court
(Long Beach Boundary Determination, Chapter 2000/5T)

£

No change since report of March 10, 1965; i.e.,
: since the Contractors?! Lgreement, Long Beach Unit, Wilmington
0il Field, bes now beea =xer .ted by the City of Long Beach,
the City and the Stats ave now authorized and directed, under
the provisions of Sectica 8 of Chepter 138/64, ist E.5., to
e | enter into appropriate stipulations for the purpose of
esablishing the boundary line described in Section 7 of

S Chapb.r 138. Such stipsistions are expectel to be consurmrabed
i o in the near fubture. - " ‘

:

ME 5. Case ln. 805548 Civil ~ .0, 460D

Cazl Whitson vs. Ciiy Minager, City fAuditor, fiiy af

 Long Beach: Dtalc Fapds Oemziesion: Biate vf California IR
Los Angeles Craprny Sugesser Jgort o = -
(Tong Beachk uni® sne ioamp ok 031 Hevenued) - TR R

{Compiakut for injunction and Declarsscory Relief, prex’ or thas
City Manaser be enjained from signing The proposad Loug Beucn
Unit Agreement; ihat the Tty of Long Beach be enjojunsd from
paying any oil or gas funds to the State of Jalifoynia; that
it be declarsd that the privete owners of Town Lots in the
City of Long Pefwh &r= a0t boupd t ° bhe Unit Agreement.

Letter receivad from Vhitson continuing time to plead in&efi—l
nitel‘y: - B i ’ ) o z

3. Case No. 5 Opriginal in the Uaited States Suprems Court WO 47
United Svates vs. Stabte of California ‘
{Relating to the location of the off'shore boundaries hetween
lands under the paramount jorisdiction of the United Stater aand
lands owned by the Staie, for such purposes as minerals 2

{(he immediste issues raised are whether the old case of the
United States vs. Stzne of California, wiich hes been ¢t
since December of 1952, 1z rmoot or whether i% can be reacii-

- vated despite the peismse oF the Svbmergad Lands Act of 17.Z.;

No change sinece repor: of Japuary 15, 19653 i.e., this w.se was
argued by Special Assistant Avtorney feneral Richard Kewtinu=

. on December 7 and 8, 1954, The matter it now under suwbmissich,
" avaiting 2 decizien by the United States Supreme Courd. )

e : _ -l - 31,188 g
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INFORMATIVE CAIERDAR ITEM b1, (CONTD.)

iD b, Cave Wo. 30k1T i . ¥.0. 503.461 I

City of Morro Bsy vs. County of Sau Luis Obispo and -

State ol California R

San Luis Obispo County Superior Couxt =y

(By Chapter 1076, Statutes of 1947, certain tide and submerged -

lands in tke viecinidy of Korro Bay were granted to the County ;o

of San Luis Ohispo. On July 17, 1964, {he City of Morro Bay C

was incorporated so as to include the area of the granted tide- o

lands. The purpose of the present action is to determine vhether o

or not the City of Morro Ray acguired title to these tide and Y

submerged lands, as successor to the County, and whether the City ]

must teke immedinte title to such lands or may postpone taking é%j

title to some future date.) S

It had been an’ . ipaced that the City of Morro Bay and the County T

of Jan Luis Obispo would be able to resolve their differences by ’ i

means of an &dgreement sharing the costs of existing and fulure b

litigation affecting title to the Morro Bay tidelands. Unior-

tunately, these negotiations bebween the City end the Counly seem

to have broken down, at least for the ftime being, and the liti-

gation between the City and the County is proceeding. The City.

by means of a Cross Complaiut, has alleged mismapagement of the

trust by the County of San Luis Obispo. The Attorney Ceneral

hae sugzested that the Stete ILands Division look into the City's
7 - charges, pursuaud oo the Commission's suthority uunier Seciiop
6301 of the Public Resources Code, to ascertain wheiher such
chexrges, in fact, have any validity. The Attorney Czperal will
take 91l stepes possible to obiain a quick resolution of the
pending controversies, so that the trust administration can
proceed in the best interasts of the local entities and of the
Shate. / :

5. Case No. 55800 s ¥.0. 1839.16
People vs. Montersy Sand Co., et al, ;
Momterey County Superior. Coart ‘ * : S

waction for declaratory relief, damsges for trespiss, quiet =
title, accounting, end injuncltion. It is alleged'‘hat the ¥
Buoterey fand Compapy iz tretpassing upon Lide zme submerged .i§§
lanas ovned by the State, and is removing valuable sand Y
‘deposigs from s7id lands withoxt psying any royalby to the L
State. .

Fursuant Lo the Commizsion's directive of July 28, 196k, the
State of Calwnfornis. eehing through the State Lande Commirsiosn,
commenacl B praceeding egainst the Montzrey Sand Jumpsny on
April 12, 1965.
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