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19.

STATUS OF MAJOR LITIGATION - W.0.s 2716, 1839.16, 503.461, 2875.15, 503.481,
503.513, 503.52L, 503.510, W72l, AND 503,527,

The following information is curvent as of August 7, 1967:

1. Case No. Tu7562 {now consolidated with Case No. 64OUEG) V.0, 2716
People vs. City of Long Beach, et al.
~ Los Angeleg County Superior Court
{Long Beach Boundary Determination, Chapter 2000/57)

No change; l.g2., Continued pmgress is being made towards t’ae prspara-

tion of & Decveés thét should settle most of the substantisl title
nvc‘b’lﬁtns ‘1}( -tkn Lcnre Henenrdy - 1o Mxn'&am m"*”lu b . ﬁmrn-gam" it o process i

. Dl Lk W BT

proving somewhat time~consummg in light of the comp}.e:nties of ‘the
problems and ‘the large number of pamels involved. -

Case No. 55800 g L W.m 169,16
‘People vs. Monterey SamdCo., &t a}.. : - S B
Monterey botmﬁy Supemo* Court

(Retzon for declara cry rel ief, demiages for mspass " quie'h title,
aceounting, and injunction. It is alleged that the Monterey Sand
Company is tre&passin@ upon tide and subiterged lends owned by the -
S%tate, and is removing valueble sand deposits from- saia 19.&1&51 rthou'b
_paying aay royalty ‘1o the State.) .

Tnspection and Copying of Certain Dccuments, mrsuam; ta Qrder to Pro&tzce s
scheduled for Augusﬁ 15 through 18, 3,96“{ .

3. Case No. 30417 ‘ ’ ' C W.D. 503.461
City of Morro Bay vs. County of San Iais Obispo and
State of Jalifornia
- San Luis Obispe County Superior Court

(By Chapter 1076, Stais. of 1947, certain tide and submerged lands in
the vicinity of Morro Bay were granted to the County of Ssu Luis .
Obispo. On July 17, 196k, the City of Morro Bay was incorporsted s

as to include the mrea of the grented tidelands. The purpose of t.he
present action is to determine vhether or not the City of Morro Bay
acquired title to these tide and submerged lands as suceessor o the
County end whether the City must teke immediabe title to such }.and:s ‘
or may postpone teking title to some future date.)

Yo change; i.e., The atkorney for the City of Morro Bey has raised
edditionsl questions concernihg the correctness of the deseription that
wes used in the Agreement. This deseription was based upon o map pPro-
vided by ‘the City of Morro Bay. The checking of this dsseripiloa was
supposed to have been completed on June 2, 1967. However, the State
Iands Division has not vet recelved a corrected description,
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h-o Case No. 107‘!{‘90 Wc*o. 2875015
People vs. Pacific Fluorite ’
San Bernardine County Superior Court

(Action (1) to eject Pacific Fluorite Co. of Colifornia (=
Galifornia corporstion) from Section 16, T, 1T N., R. 13 B., 8.B.M.,
Ssn Bernardino County; end (2) to guie’c the States title; and

(3) tc); obtain dn acesunting for rents and profits <- minersl tres-
Pass. “

Pursuant to' suthorization given by the State Lands Cammssion on July 27, 1967,
the Attorney General’s Office will be filing S’c:xpulamons for Entry of
,Judgment with the Cquri; ,

5. Case No. 21087 - : | o W.0. 503.481

Thomes P. Baley vs. State oi? Califemia
Yolo f‘mm‘t'v -\ujnnﬁ an i“@w-i' .

(Suit o guiet title to land, e.d,yacem 6 the ﬁacranento River‘)

No change; 1.e. » iz;gpxaisals are: be'tng mde., and gettlement cenfer~
ex:xces are ccntinuing. ‘ \

Case No, 832790 . oo TE T o, 503515

Uity of Los Angeles vsm City Of Lﬁng Bnach, ‘et al.
Los Angelea : ‘m“by Superior Court :

) (An action by the ity of Los \Angeles agains’c the clties of Lorsg
Beach and OakKlénd, alleging thed the said cities have violated the
provisions of the State's grents of lands, in trust, wi‘thin their
harbor}&isﬁm 58 by en“cermg into 83 leged &iscmmna. tary agree-

- ments. ‘

The State ooneurren‘bly f:led an Answer and & Demurrer to the First Amenaea
Compleint for Declaratory Relief. The Demurrer will be heard by the Court o
August 29 ’ 1867 : “together with ‘bhe Demux*rers of the ovher Defendsnts.

Case No. CO3TLL | o W.0. 503.521
Stendard 011 Cumpeny v. City of Carpinterie, et al. C
Log Asgetep County Superiox Court.

(Cﬁalle\mge b:?\ Standard of the appraised value set by the State
Tands Cormizsion on the State’s iuterest in tide and submerged
lends proposed to be annexed by the City of Carpinteris.)

No change; i.e., Demurrers overruled. Respondenits given lenve to.
BRSWET

Case No. 892295 o W.0. 503.510
Miller vs. City of Sen®s Monica, et al.
Los Angeles County St}p,er;i.or Couxt

{An action by privets uplend owners involving title to tidelends
that have artificislly acersted. Both the State Lapds Commission
- and “ne Divisicm of 3&&@&&9 and P&:ﬂkv have interes’cs to. protect.)

}V"A\ .

ix /
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Case No. 890295 (combd.)

No change; i.e. 2 The City and the State nave not filed any Demurrer
or Answer as yet. However, the City and the State have entered into
a Stipulation with the Plaintiffs in liew of a preliminery injunc-
tion. The Stipulation restrains the Plaintiffs from bullding in

the disputed area, and restrains the City and the State from removing
any improvements thereon.

Case No. 5 Originsl in ‘the United States Supreme Court W.0, k721
United S*ates vs. State ef California

(Relating to the loce.tmn of the offshore boundaries between
lands under the paramount jurisdiction of the United States and
1ands owned by the State, for such purposes as minersls. A Supple-
mentsl Decrée was entered in this case, settling the yxrinexpal
" gopbroversies betwsen the Strie and the United © Stobes, bt reserv-
' ing Jurisdiction in the United States Supreme Court to set‘ole any
' rémaining controversies. )

No change; i.e., As previously reported, correspondence be‘hween the
Office of the Abtorney General and the Solicitor General of the . .
. United States jndicates the possibility thak further proceedings .-

- may Ye necessary to resolve legal 'guestiong relating to the ownership
of submerged lands ir the vicinity of Santa Barbara and Anscaps . v
Tsiands and other submerged lands off-lying Cerpinteris, Californis. .
The Solicitor for the Department of the Interim has beeh contacted
in an effort to evolve an interim working asgreement relating to
contmverte,d areas off Gaxpim\eria penaa.ng a Court adjud.matmm

0. fese Fo. 57239 | SRR o | 7.0, 503,527
- White vs. State of California o
Sonoma County Superior Court

(Quiet title action against the State to det»xmme a property .
boundary elong the Pe‘calma River, Sonoma Goxmty.) ‘ ‘

Statets answer filed. Meeting for settlement pending.






