MINUTE TTEM T/27/67

41. STATUS OF MAJOR LITIGATION - W.O.s 2716, 18%9.16, 503.461, 2875.15,
503.481, 503.513, 503.521, 503,510, k721, AWD 503.527.

The attached Calendar Ttem 39 was presented to the Comission for information
only, no Commission aciion being required.
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INFORMATIVE CALENDAR TTEM 7/67
39.

STATUS OF MAJOR LITIGATION ~ W.O0.s 2716, 1839.16, 503.461, 2875.15, 503.481,
503.513, 503.521, 503.510, U721, AND 503.527.

The following information is current as of July 14, 1967:

1. Case No. TE7562 (now consoiidated with Case No. 64gh66) W.0. 2716
People vs. City of Long Bedch, et al. :
Log Angeles County Superior (ourt
(Long Beach Boundary Determination, Chapter 2000/57)

No change; i.e., Continued progress is being made towards the preparas
tion of & Decree that should sebble most of the substantial title
problems in the Long Beach Harbor District. However, this process is
proving somewhat time-consuming in light of the complexities of the
problems and the large number of parcels involved.

Case No. 55800 T W.0. 1839.16
People vs. Monterey Sand Co.; et al.
Mon*l‘.erey County Superior Court

{Actiorn for declaratory relief, damages for trespass, quiet title,
accombing, and injunction. It is alleged that ‘the Monberey Sand
Company is Yrespassing upen tide and submerged lands owned by the
State, and is removing velusble sand deposits from said lends without
paying any royslty to the State.)

The Court granted Plaintiff's Motion for arn Order to Produce and o
Permit Inspection and Copying of Certain Documents which the Defendrzi.
had refused to allow Plaintiff to examine.

3. Case No. 30417 W.0. 503.461
City of Morrc Bay vs. Coumty of San Luis Obispo and
Btate of California -
Saf\ Iuis Gbispo County Superiocr Court

(By Cuepter 1076, Stats. of 1947, certein tide and submerged lsnds in
the vicinity of Morro Bay were granted to the County of Sen ILuis
Obispo. On July 17, 196k, the City of Morro Bay wes jncorporated so
as o include the area of the granted tidelands. The purpose of the
present action is to deberminme whether or not the City of Morro Bay
acquired title to these tide and submerged lands a3 sueceassor to the
County snd vhether the City must take immedismte $itle 4o such lands
or may postpone teking title %o some Tubure date.)

lo chaw 23 1.e., The attoeney for the City of Morro Bay hasz ralsed
additional questions comceraing the correctasss of roz duseripbion thatb
was used in the Agreement. This deseripbion was besed upon 2 map pro-
vided by the City of Moryo Bay. The checking of this deseription was
supposed o have been completed on June 2, 1057. However, the State
Lands Division has not yet reccived a corrected dsseripbion.
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b, Case No..l0Tho0 Ww.0. 2875.15

People vs. Pacific Fluorite
San Bernardino Counbty Superior Court

(Action (1) to eject Pacific Fluorite Co. of California (a
CGalifornisa curporation) from Section 16, T. 17 ¥., R. 13 E., S.B.M.,
San Bernardino County; and (2) to guiet the State's title; amd
(3) to obtain an accounting for rents and profits -- mineral tres-

Pass. )

See preceding calendar item, pages 65-66.

W.0. 503.481

5. (Case No. 21087
Thomas P. Rahey vs., State of Califnrnia

Yolo County Superior Court

(Suite to guiet title to land addaeent *o e Sacramentn River.)

No change; i.e., Apgraisals are ’being made, and setnlem@nt confer-
ences are con'hinuing‘ .
W.0. 503.513

60 Case Ho. 8927%
City of Los Angeles vs. Cii;y of Long Beacs., et al.

Los Apgeles County Superior Court

0 (An mction by the City of Los Angeles ageinst the cities of Long
Beach and Oskland, elleging that the said cities have violated the
provisions of the State's graxts of lands, in trust, within their
harvor -districts by enbering inte alleged discriminabory sgree-

ments. )

The State will file pleadings in the case on July 20, 1367.

7. Case No. 90371k W.0. 503.521
Standsrd 0Ll Company v. City of c’:’ar_ginteria, ely al.

Loz Angeles County Superior Court

(Challenge by Staenderd of the sppraised value set by the State
Lands Conmission on the State's inbterest in tide and submerged
lands proposed Yo be annéxed by the City of Carvinteria.)

No change; i.e., Demurrers overruled. Reepondenis given leave to
answar.

8. Case No. 892205 W.0. 503.510
Hiller vs. Ciby of Santa Monica, et al,

Los Angeles County Superior Cowed

{an action by private uplanﬁ owazers involving title %o hidelsrds
thet have artificially ancereted. Roth the Stabe Lends Commission
and the Division of Bemches and Parks hove inberests to protect.)
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Case No. 892295 (contd.)

No change; i.e., The City snd the State have not filed any Demurrer
or Answer .as yet. However, the City and the State have entered into
8 Stipulation with the Plaintiffs in lieu of a preliminary injunc-
tion. The Stipulation restrains the Plainbiffs from dbuilding in :
the dispubed aresz, and resireins the City and the State from yremovivg
eny improvements thereon,

Case No. 5 Original In the United States Supreme Court W‘.;{); hro1
United States vs. Shate of Celifornia

(Relsting to the location 6f the offshore bisunderies between
lanfs under the paramount jurdsdicbtion of the United States and
lends owned by the State, £or such purposes as minerads. A Supple-
mental Decree was enteved in this case, gettling the princi:pal
coutroversies petween the State and the United Stabes, bubt reserv-
irg jurisdiction in the United States Supyens Sourt te gebtle any
remaining conbroversies.)

No change; i.ei, As previously reported, corrsspondence between the
Office of the Attorney General snd the Solicitor General of the

' United States Indiecates the possibilivy that further proceedings
may be necessary to resolve legal questions relating to the owner-

- ghip of submerged lands in the vicinity of Santa Barbara and Anacépe
Islands and other submerged lands off-lying Carpisteria, Californisa.
The Solicitor for the Department of the Intericr has ween contacted
in an effort %o evolve an interim working sgrésment relabing to
conbroverbed aregs off Carpinteris pending a Court adjudicabion,

Case No. 57239 | W.0. 503.527
white vs. Shate of Californis

*  Sonome County Superior Court
(Guiet title action sgeinst the State to determine a propar%y
boundery along the Petuluma River, Sonoma County.)

State's answer filed. Meeting for setilement pending.




