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36. REPORT ON STATUS OF MAJOR LITICATION - W.O0.s 2716, laéoo, lmal, 503.461,
AND 1839.16.

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

United States vs. State of California, C&o” No. 5 Origmal in the United
States Suprenme Coux“t;

Assistant Attorney General Jay L. Shavelson reported on the State’s dizsppoint-
ment with the decin_.un in this case. The basic position of California in the
lawsuit was that it was the intention of Congress to uphold California’s
historical expactations as to what constituted its boundaries (i.e., that the
outer boundary of the. State for purposes of the Suumerged lands hct would Dbe
seawsrd of the ouuemost islands or, in the al"terna"'ive P :m Sou'them Ca.,iforma R
lion‘ta.rey an) Tae Court denied thia cam%entien, and ma.ced the.t it wes the
foreizn policy of the United States zund the internetionsl law vhich wers deler-
minative. Many of California's major claimg were denled; bowever, the State
iz in a better position than it was under the Special Master's Revort rendered
in 1853. i ‘ ’ :

Mr. Shavelson .’mrther reported th&t the Court has ordersd the parties o submt
a proposed deerse by Ssptember 1, 1965, and, as the Court will not reconvene
until October, it will be some period gfter that time before differences in the
proposed decrees can be reconciled azd 3 final decree issued.

Oity of Morvoc Bay ve. County of Sen Iuis Obispo ard State of California,
Case NWo. 30417 in the San Luig Obispo County BSuperior Court

Deputy Attcrney CGen=ral Paul M. Josarh supplemented the written report op this
case, stating that the City of ﬁerrs :La,y took over adminiszivabion of the
granted tide snd submerzed lands ebout May 17, 1965, and that the lawsuit is
goin~ to be settled. Howaver, certain differences between the City and the
County sre still being litizated. The State ILands Commission and the OGffice of
the Attorney General are helping to smooth over the situation and seeing that
the City administers the tidelsnds trust.

Attachuent
Calendar Item 26 (2 pages)
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o | <705 OF NAJOR TITIGATION - ¥.0.8
ig curyent 88 of Yoy I3 19651
1.0. 2716

The LoL1oWL .3 izzi’ai:mg%ﬁ.m

1. Case No. 552 (now consolidated
S People VS« gity of 14§ Beavh, €t 8l
SR Tos Angeles County Suy wior “Court »

9 (Tong Beach Toundary Determination; Chopter 2000/5T)

o chznge since peport of larch 10, 1595; 1.€«» since the
Qonractors’ Agreement, Lonk pozch Unit, tilmingben OLL
Fipld, bas nov pozn execuied VY the Cipy of Long fiazeh,
wee City end the Stete ave nov authorizsd emil airected;
sadar the provigions of Szeiion 8 of Chaphey 136/6k, 1st
©.2., to enier jpto pppropriste stipulstions O¥ the pur-
pose of entoblighing the Sowmgory 1ine Gaperined im geo-
tion T of Chapbeld 138. Such gpiputasions bre expamted 7
e consummaiEd 18 the peay futars. '

siih Cage To. 69466)

o3
e

7.0, L6080

g, Caze 3o, pogshs fawEr ’ .
nity Yonsfey, City hudl%or, Giwy of
nmiom; Steke oF Celifornis

Oapl Tadtgon 77

Tong Bzachs wBte
1o fAngeles Coury
(1onz Zoact Uplt and Tong

Tonss Crotumd

guparior Cotsbd o
Beash 01l Revemuss)

(Cozpatnt 2T ipjuvichion end Declareiory Pelief, praying
et City Marager Bz enjoind 2 wm siing he proposed
Lony Beadh Unit Agrecmed ; thot he G of Lomg T3ach be
eajolned from vaying 0¥ oIl oFr Eas fonds bo the Shate of
Neiifornia; wat 1y pe deslaved that the privete pmers. of
ch are v wound by The

Tawm Lots o e 0L of Loag 22

4 conpinuing time %o pizad 1pQatiniiely.
¢ pownier by ey paety

Gage con be peactivated pod 30 days’ WY
7.0. W72

Seivalavion £ile

3. Case 30 g priginsl in 4he United Srekes Eaprene Couxs
Uplited S0 "28 Va. State of (onifornda
(Relating o the toeation of the oFfen0re boundaries bebueen
jenis under the poromovnh jurisdiction of the United Bistes
snd tends ownzd oy the siate, ToX euch, purpssed &8 pincrads .

soaes ralped are wabther the old cape 9F
grare OF Californln, wpich has BeEn
1952, is woos 0 wpeiher 1L o8

che Sbmarged fande

{The impediste i
fhe wnited Stotes va.
Aornent since Decenber of
e peactivated dezpite the PLECOge of
Aot oF 1653« )

flo cheage since repori
was argued bY Special Asuiniond Ltborney W

Reatinge on Puceuver T 20d g, 196k, The wabtey i
iting & d=aignon by the United geases

submiseion, skWay
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W? k. Case Wo. 30417 ‘ W0, 503.h6L
e City of Moxro Eay vs. Jounby of San Iuls Gbispo and

o State of Galifornils

L e : gan Luis,ﬂbupﬁ Coundy Sugerior Court

5 (By Chapter 1076, Siatutes of 3.9&7, eexvtain ‘fﬁ &e and submerged

lands in the vicmity of lorro Ezy were gfé:.t@i o the County B
o2 San Imis Obispo. On July 17, 1964, the ity of “orro Bay .y
was Incorgorated so as Lo include the ares of ine gran-é:na tldee
lands. The purpose of the present action is to dete @ vhether
or not the Clity of Yorvo Pay acquired witle o these tx&@ and
submerged iands, as successor to the Cm.n’cy, and waether the City
gt Sels fwnadisbte title to auch lands or oy ;pgg'syem taking
title to some future date.) . :

R shengd sipoe x'epara of Abril i5,; .5.3;;35», i.5., i'u nag been
%&iﬁ*’%ﬁiﬁﬁ vant a2 Gity of Morro % g und the County of Sax

wis Opdwapo would be &bl o re asrz‘i“ ihaly differances ‘by =EEOS
%7 2n asyeement s«harmg whe sogte 34 -se,abm;: and future 2itisac -

tlon sifebing $1t1e o the Morr: oy Tioslands, Unfertunatel: R
thess negoblations between the C*:ﬁf,,f snd Yhe Counby seenm %o have
}\ h

f

chen dovm, et least fov the time heirg, and the litismticn
swetwsen the Ciby and whe County is proceeding. ’?ﬁ’ae &y, by
meaws of 8 Cross Jemplaing; hos =0 szed mismerosemant of the
irust by the Ccmb;;f =7 San Iuiz r»**z@;; . Tue Atborney Conerss
has mggeﬁed that 'i:ha Binke Iards Divisien look inds the O3y -
cherges, pursuant o the Commission's anthority under Sscbic:

S ‘%&: “of the Publie Ressurees Guk iy 5o csoaviain vhether such
charges, in faz:z,; have auy vmfﬁ.igs&; . e Attomnsy Genersl will
taks all obeps ¢ sui”fz»le ﬁo obbain & guick resolubion of the gsi-
ing controversies. o0 bl the trust sdministration can troceed
izz the best iﬁiﬁmu‘ss of the lz,gc:;,,,, sntitics and of the Stmte.

i‘s

‘“‘e

5. Case To. 55800 : - 1.0, 183016
People vs. Montewsy Sand Co. e’h &L -
Honteray Counby Superiocr Conrt

i

{Action for declaratory relief, .’tamagea for trespass, guie
*i:is},@ » w@ﬁﬁmlfi 2, and injunction. It iz alleged that “the
Yonbevey & Lompany is trespassing upon tide end submerged
lands owned by the State, aad is rem'\v:z.mz, valugble sand
deposits frow eafi lands withouwt poying nwy royaliv to the
Stete.)

Auaiting ensver by D;—‘:"’emamg 5 walch ig ﬁiz a0t lster then
Huy 31, 1965.






