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37. STATUS OF MAJOR LITIGATION -Ms 2716, 1839.200  503.461, 
503.4811  503.521, 503.510, 47210  AND 5030527. 

The attached Calendar Item 36 was presented to the Commission 
tion only, no Commission action being required. 
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36. 

STATUS OF MAtTOR TLITIGATION - W.0. a 2716, 1839.20, 503.461, 2875.15, 503.481, 
503.521, 563.5,10, 4721, AND 503.527. 

The fa:  Lowing information,  is current as of %Tammy 15, 1968; 

1. Case No, 747562 (now complidated with Case No. 619146) 
People vs. City of Long teach, et al. 
Los Aneles, County,  Superior Court 
(Zong: Beach BhnidarY DeterMination, Chapter 200W57) 

o change;. 1.0.1  The City is bang contacted by the Attorney 
,Generar s °face to urge them to obtain the necesSar7 informer 
tion so that %is matter 1141/ be loved along more vicklY than 
in the pazt 

2. ,Case No. 59173, 	foe go. 5 Qo) 
'People vs., :Monterey Sand` 
SontOre5rta4tY SglIAAPi*-qouit 

(ActiontorAeciaratory re ief, dar ages, for- trespaos, quiet 
:title, accounting, Ord, iNunctiOn., lt,is alleged that the 
Ifonterey Pend Cetpany1:8-tre8p,assintupon tide and stibmerged 
lands owned by the State, and is'reMoVing vaImble sand 
deposits tkOM said lands without paging. ,any  royaliy to the 
State.) 

Plaintiffs have filed- peraurter to and is 	to Strike portions 
betendant8I •Virst Amended Answer, 

3. Case Rio.. 30417 
City of Morro Ito)41- vs. County a San WS 'Obispo and 

State of Citlifor4a 
Sark Inis Obispo CoUnty Superior court 

(By Chapter 10760  Stets. of 1947, certain tide and submerged, 
lands in the vicinity of Morro Bay . were granted to the County 
of Pan Luis Obispo. On July 1.7, 1964, the City of Morro Day 
was incur orated so as to include the area of the granted tide-
lands.' The "purpose  of the ,present action is to determine 
Vacither or not the City of Morro Bay acquired title to these 
tide and submerged lands as successor to the County and whether 
the City must take immediate title to such lands or may postpone 
taking title to some futtr'e date.) 

No change; 	The map problem still has not been resolved. 
peter 'Carden, City Attorney for Morro Bay, failed to keep thtt, 
appointment on November 21. A new appointment was made for 
December 8,„ I967. Mr.11:arete13. called on December 7, stating 
that he al So would not be able to keep this appointment. Re 
still has 'Mt  delivered, the material. reqvc,:lted to substantiate 
his map changes, and he staff Is vnitim for him to furnitt, 
these data. 
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4. Case No. 107490 
People vs. Pacific Fluorite 
San Bernardino County Superior Court 

(Action (1) to eject Pacific Fluorite Co. of California (a 
California corporation) from Section 16, T. 17 N., R. 13 E., 
S.M., San Be.rnardine County; and (2) to viet the Statet a 
title; and (3), to obtain an accounting for rents and profits — 
mineral trespass.) 

Defendants have posted site  .site elearance bond, pursuant to Jud 

Case No. 21:081 
Thomas P.'114ley vs. State Of California 
Zoo County ,Superior t.trjuigt, 

W.O. 503.481 

(Suit to ,quiet title tO land ,adjacent to the Sacramento River,) 

,ITo,.change;-  i«e Appraisal data has been exchanged, and settle, 
:neat conference will be held., 

%Se 	90;M4- 
Standard, 	',COmpany V. City 	Carpinietie, et al. 
Los Angeles County Superior 'Court 

Ohallenge by Standard, of the appraiSed value set by the 
State Lando ComMistion on the .ptete tt interest in tide and 
submerged .lands proposed to be annexed by the City of 
Carpinteria.) 

o change; i.e., Det 	.4 overruled. aesPondentS ,Ifen 
leave to answer. 

7. Case No. 892295 
Miller ifs. City' of Santa Monica, 
Los Angeles County Superior Cour 

(An action by private upland owners involving title to 
tidelands that have artificially accreted. Both the State 
Lands Co !mission and. the Division of Beaches and Parks 
have interests to protect.) 

No change; i.e., The CIty and the State have not filed any 
Demurrer or Answer as yet. limever, the City and the State 
have entered into a Stipulation with the Plaintiffs in lieu 
o/ a preliminary injunction. The- Stilalation restrains tho 
Plaintiffs from building in the disputed area, and restrains 
""P City and the State from removing any improvements 

11.0. 2875.15 

w, o. 	.,}2.I. 

ILO. 503.510 
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8. Case No. 5 Original in the United States Supreme Court 	ILO. 4721 
United States vs. State of California 

(Relating to tl,e location of the offshore boundaries between 
lands under the paramount jurisdiction of, the United States 
and lands mined, by the State,for iuch Purposes,  as minerals. 
A Supplemental Decree-Was entered in this (nee*  _settling the 
principal controversies between the,  State and the United 
'States;  but reserving jurisdiction in the United States 
SupteMe-Uourt to settle any remaining controveraids.) 

',,o change; i.a.4  As preViously,reported,. correspondence 
between, the OffiCe-of the Attorney General and the Solicitor 
General of the United States indicates the possiality that 
further proceedingslmay be necessary to resella legal141-We- 
tions -relating to the ownership pf pubMerOad IOU 41 the 
vicinity-0 8Einta,Rarbara andAnOapa. .hands and other sub-
merged lands'offlying'Carpinteria$ California. The Solicitor 
ter the Dtpartment of the Interior- Us been contacted ,in an 
effort to evOlvean interiMLUtrhing agreement relating to 
Controverted areas off CarPnterie  pe s g  A ,o3 , Aup.O.tcatton, 

Case vo., 57239 
Vhite vs4 State of California 
Sonema ,County Superior. Court 

'Nutpt title action Against the State to deterOine a property 
boundary along. the FetalutaRier4 Sonoma ColutY4 

change; 1:te., State has answered Interrogatories submitted 
by Plaintiff. 
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