
36. REPORT ON STATUS OF MAJOR LITIGATION - W.O.s 2716, 4600, 4721, 550132.:1661: 

MINUTE' ITEM 

AND 1839.16. 

In addition to the written report on the status of major litigation, Calendar 
Item 26 attached, the fialaving supplemental oral reports were given: 

United States vs. State of California  Case No. 5 Original in the United 
States SUpreme Court 

Assistant Attorney General Jay L. Shavelson reported on the State's disappoint-
ment with. the deciLeon in this case. The basic position of California in the 
lawsuit was that it was the intention of Congress to uphold California's 
historical expectations as to what constituted its boundaries (i.e., that the 
outer boundary of the 	for purposes of the SiLmerged Lands Act would be 
seaward of the outermost islands or, in the alternative, in Southern California, 

rmd 	Pedrrt Pays ;  and also in Central California across 
Monterey Bay). The Court denied this contention, and stated that it as the 
foreign. policy of the United States and the international law whieh were deter-
minative. Many of California's major claims were denied; however, the State 
is in abetter position than it was under the Special Master's Report rendered 
in 1953,.' 

Er. Shavelson further reported that the, Court has ordered the parties to submit 
a proposed decree by September 1, 196 1  and, as the Court will not reconvene 
until OctOber„ it will be some period after that time before differences in the 
proposed decrees can be reconciled and. a final decree issued.. 

tate. of  Morro  B iy  ire" 	 is Obispo and State of California, 
Case o. 30 1, n th k San. yas Obispo County .  Superior Court 

Deput Attorney General Paul M. JOseph supplemented the written report on this 
case, stating that the City of Morro Bay took over ad Ministration of the 
granted tide and submerged lands about May 17, 1965, and that the lawsuit is 
goire to be settled. However, certain differences between the City and the 
County are still being litigated. The State Lands Commission and the Office c .c.` 
the Attorney General are helping to smooth over the situation and seeing that 
the City administers the tidelands trust. 
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Case ricy. 3Q417 
_City of Korro Bay vs,. County of San l'uts Obispo and 

State of California 
an LuiS,Obispo County Sole for Court 

(By Chapter 1016, Statutes of 1947, ,ce,Ttain tide and submerged 
lands In the vicinity of Morro Bay were granted- to the County 
Of San Luis Obispo. On July 17, 1964, the City a .4,ozro Bay 
was incorporated so as to include the area of the granted tide- 
lands. Tee plzrpose of the present action 	to deteraine 'whether 
or not the City of Morro Bay aceuire -d title to, these tide end 
submerged. lands, as successor to the County, and whether the City 
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