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Mr. Jen Stevens, Assistant Attornéy General, raported on the
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following Litigation: , | . W 503.882
Theé highawater~issue‘msifiﬁahiy in the Appellate Gount.

In Fogarty v. State of California, the Attorney Genetal's

‘Qﬁﬁycé'has &ibédlﬁppappeél'ﬁer‘ah'@rdex for injungtiofn
that was issued with respect o Lake: Tahiow, . : 522400

In the litigation conceyning Anderson Marsh in Clearlake,
The 'County OE'Lake“has‘dﬁgained’pérmﬂssioﬁ;ftgm:the court
£o withdraw as a co-defendant oh the gide of the State
and: To re-enter the cade as a plaintiff arguing a low=walter
,boud&ary‘fa;ﬁér'&héd&aiﬁﬁghfwater boundary. Mr. Stevens
advised the Stagteh d pointed out this was inconsistent
with itheit¢ duties as trusgee for the Statz of California
of the bed of Clearlake, but the judge. felt he should
allow them to intervene &nd would dec¢ide thelr trustee
duties later in another pfépéedingh‘Mr.nGpry*aékedmwhat
the Attotney Geneval's. Office felt th¢~90mmﬁ§§iph should
-do ‘with & trusbee that is moving incénsisteént with the
Erust. Mr. Stevers advised he had spokén to the Commission's.
Staff roncerning inititating a staff investigation arid
a report to. the Gommissiom, and the holding of hedrings
'to ascettaﬁn“whgther*ﬂhe~grgnt should be revoked, Mr.
Cory dskéd Mr. Stévéns to confer with Attorney Gerniexal
Evelle Younger cpncgrningThis position of this subject,
HE stated it might be well in the: administration of public
lands to méet this pféblem’with,a«unibed front,
) ‘ ‘ ‘ W 8670
The navigability of prnner Lake for gitle purposes is
befgre the Supétior Ggurt in Nevada County on the State's
motion for summary judgment.

. | W 503.799
with rvespect to the Berkeley waterfront, khe State has
asked the Supreme Court to hear the Murphy decision.




