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1 MR, IEVIT: “he mectlng will please come to order,
9 Thig le a regularly called meeting of the Lands Commission.

P N s e s N Rer
B Rl A S P s

3 The first item of business ls confirmation of the
4| minutes of the meeting of April BOhhg If there are no cor
ﬁ 5| rections or addibtions the minutes will be approved as sub- A
' 6| mitted. |
‘«'Vg 7 The next item is the special order of business
 &%7 8| relatlng to the boundary determination in the case of the
9

Long Beach tlde and submerged lands, pursuant to Chapter
10 2000 of the Statubtes of 1957. Is there anything that you
11 have to present in summary, Mr, Hortig?

12 | MR, HORTIG: Not from the sbtaff, Mr, Chairman. As

13 | reflected on page 1 of the calendar, this has been calendzred

14| as a special order of businass pursuant to the directive of

15| +the Commission at the last meeting, for further considerabio:

B d

16| at this time.

17 MR, LEVIT: A4ll right; I think I might pelnt ouk,
18 as you are all aware, that aﬁvthe last meeting the Commlig-~
19 sion received and filed a communication From therﬁttdrney

20 | General dated April the 24th, 1959, advising that legally

21 | the boundary studies had been conducted in connection with
22 | this boundary determinatlon matbter by the Attorney General
23 and through private counsel as well; and he concludeé that
24 letter by saying:

25 "Upon careful examination of the results of these

26 | studies, we have eoncluded that the 8State has
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"litigable »ighte againgt the Clty vf long

Beach and in the event you so direct us we

are ready to commence proceedings for the purw
pose of attempting to establish these rights.
We have concluded also that no actions relating
to this question should be commenced against
any other persons at this time,"

Now, about the same time or shortly after that, we

W ® I ® M o &

recelved another letter from the Attorney General in which

et
o

he discusses the questlon of the cxtent of discretion avail-
11| able to ﬁhe Lands Commigeion in connéction with this matter,
i2 He quotes Chapter 2000 of the Statutes of 1957 in point of
13 | that, which states that the State Lands Commissidﬁ Shall |

14 determine the boundary of the tide and submerged lands con-

15 veyed in trust, and so forth; and it says the Commissimn‘may .
18 | Dbring any actiong necessary to determine such bdundaries and
17 for that purpose may employ speclal counsel, He expresses
18 | the opiniOn in this letter that the Commissicn is reguired |
19 to bring any actions it deems to be necessary to determine
20 these boundaries; and he then says that an action is necesge
Bl 1 ary, as he deems 1t, for this purpose where there exists

22 | the pogsibility that such actlon would successfully estab-
23 lish that lands presently claimed to be uplande are in fact
24 1 tide and submerged lands subject to the trust.

@25 1 He states that the effect of the statute is to make
26

mandatory the determination by the Commission of the

45016 3.5% HOM BPO
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course, know algso ~- that the Commissisn has received from the

~advised and which I personally as a lawyer feel very strongly

boundarizs of the Long beach tidelands and where proceedlngs
are deemed necessary he saye the statubte does not appear to

vest any discrebion in the Commlsgsion as to whether or not

procaedings should be brought., However, the Commlsslon must

erevcise 1%s8 dlscretion in declding whebther or not proceed-
ings are necesgary for this Qurpose; that while the Commig-
sion does nobt have any mandate to bring an action which has
no reasonable prospect of Success, that doeg not apply in
the case where the Commission is advised or makeg a finding
that there ig a reasonable prospect of success.

Of course he then concludes by saying that where the
Commigsion finds proceedings to be necessary, the statute
does not take away Irom the Commission and the Attorney
General the normal discretion éo'follow legal tactics that
wbuld be most likely to preserve, or serve, the best inter
ests of the State; so that, of course, it is up bo the Com-
misgion bo détermine when the,aoﬁion should be filed and to
determine and emnsider related matters with respect to the
desirabilitydf filing litigabion at a particular time.

Now, I think that summarizes the sltuation as it has
been presented to the Commission up To this point., I might

repeat what I said at the last nmeeting «~ and which you, of

Attorney General and from privaﬁe coungel detailled briefs

and anazlyses of the boundaries problem -~ which we were

DIVISION OF ARMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFCRNIA
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1} are documents that sheould not be made publle szo long as
2 Livigation is g likelihood; and therefore these documents,
% on the suggestion of The Attorney General and by actlon of
; 4| +the Commigsion, have been placed in a secret file of the
A f{ ¢ B Commisgion pending conclusion of whatever litigacion might
. ‘%f 8 ensue, 1f any does ensue; and we have also met on, I think,
/; 7] two or possibly three occaslons in all with the Attorney
’%, 8| General and his staff -~ not in a formal mecting of the Com
: 9 misslon in any way, but mérely to dlscuss the various legal
29| preblems involved in an attorney~client relationship.
111 Yow, I think that focuses the problems that are
i2 facing us today and unless some member'df the Commission
13 | wishes to speak at this parbicular moment. I'll ask if any-
14| Dbody in the room‘wants ﬁo address the Commission on this
15 subject, Senator - Richards. | | |
16 | SENATOR RICHARDS: Mr; Chairman, members of the Com~
17 | mission, I am seeking the floor first before you get into
18 Lhe matter, if you do, of additional technical information ~+4
19 which is in more capable hands than my own and there are
20 those here who know this pilcture, as I believe does the Com-
21| mission, more thoroughly than do I; but I wanted to add what
22 1little weight I could to the consideration of the maﬁﬁer the
23 Commisgsion now has before it in regard to the LOhg Beach pic+
. 24 ture.
o 25 As you know, I am the senator from Los Angeles County
qlb 28 and Long Beach 1s an important portion of the constituency
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the public has an interest and the private persons have an

‘avoided if it can be -- which I think it can be. The burden

~commented upon by the Chairma, we have a guestion of boundary

I reprecent and also an important portion of the State,
particularly as far as the tldelands are concerned, beocause
the people of the State have a stake in thege tldelands of
their own, as does the State of Californla; and iﬁ i8 come—
pounded by‘public drilling, private deillirzg, repressuvizaw

tlon, and all the problems which surround these, in which

interest, and it is important that these interests be pursueqd
from an economlc point of view in an expeditious manner,

Tt seems to me litigation shmuld be and ought to be

of my presentation ig merely this -~ having worked for some
five years here, in which not a single month of that five
years has been without some problem of Long Beach and the
tidelands and the drilling situation there, --~ I know what
difficulty we have gone through as sach problem has almost
inevitably arisen. This is onelmore of those problems,

If I understand the Attorney General's opinion just

determination, Certainly i1t must be settled. He has poinbteqd
out the Commisslon must bring any necessary action to estab~
1ish boundaries. However, iltem one, the issué of time 1is
not settled entirely as to when the Commisgsion has To do so
and I think the word "necessary" is awfully ilmportant.

If litigation is not necessary, the Commission would

not go into litigation nor do I think the Attorney General

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCERURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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would advige they should, I belleve the bect way to pebtle

litigation is by negotiatlen between the parties. 1 think,

certalnly, we carnet overlook the necesgsity for prior nego-

> & W M

tiation, especially if we contemplate unitization, the avoids

b 2

,,,,, ance of further subsldence, the difficultlies which would in-
evitably cesult from the goverrmental entifilies and the local
entlitlies and the private entitles involved in these opergtions.

I would suggest respectfully if the matter can be

D o~ R

©o

delayed in regard to litigation, even if litigation seems

10 necegsary at this point, that delay should be achleved ~-

11 that delay should ke taken advantage of by the State and all
¢:ﬁ f ' ‘ 12 | parties invclved,thrOugh negotiations concentrated if need
e 13 | be in an effort to reach a negotiated settlement of the

14 _boundary dispute; and then to pack that %ettJément in ice

15 in any way shart of 11Ligatlop, Gnce that be done, even if
lé' a court then Le required to oonfirm the result of such a

17 | negotisted qettlement I believe such a result could be

18 | reached without a threat of the dlscontlnuance of the State‘g
19 advantages through the tidelands and the pru.vate ones - and
20 without danger of the private companies holding'béckj’as

21| some of them would feel they must, in the cooperation they
22 | have heretofore given and have given for some time and ave
23 continuing to de as a result of legislation a couple years
24| ago leading to a auc065°ful effort so far ta slow down and

25 prevent further loss of public and private property resul t--

=d ing from subsidence.
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Each of these factors lead to the emphasis belng

~f placéd upon ‘bhe favo%&ble pé@enﬁial thab can be gained
”‘through nego»xationm now, rather than l1ti&at&on now, and L
i.would hope the GommJ$31on Wlea nge Pvery cansideraﬁm»m tQ

L'the sugg@stien‘

MR, LEVIT: Thank you very mueh.,
ASSFM%EYM&N ﬁbLEN:"Gentlamen, ﬁésémblyman Allen,

On this boundary questlon Itd like to have abuut two minutes.
‘MR, IEVIT: Certainly. Take all the time you wish.
ASSEMBLYMAN ALLEN: .... bo male a ‘statement. As I

.| understand the boundary question in the Wilmingtdn 0il Field

area, there are 1ands in the areas of Iong Beach lnner'haraor

which are presently occupma@ by the City of Long Beach and by

various prlvate anersﬁ'lncladlng the Union Pacific Rallroad,

California Eéisdn,.and Ford Hotor, which in their natural

.*state of tidelands were not included in the orlglnal grant

and which have never been granted into prlvaxe ownership,

although they have been oacupiedkfor many years by these

parties, including the City,‘un&er,a'elaim of right.

As I understand the Supreme Court decisions of this
State, the State of California cannot lose title to tidelands
by adverse possession in the lapse of time and I would re-
quest thét the Laids Commission assert whatever title the
Stats has to tidelands, which in their naﬁural:state werev
tilidelands and have never been inclﬁded in these graﬁts; and

any question of technical defenses to these cases on thesge

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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. It i& axtramely valuable property. It is right o1 ﬁop of

“Gomm135¢on 13 the wat chdog over thls type af property and

| ‘has a duty to ass ot the State's title.

© O N e W s’ N

the Stat@*s 1nterests protected as far as the law permlhu

et
H .

| there is a determlnatlon on the part of the Commxssmon to

assert the State‘a,lnterest and protect 1%, either by~nego~

- ence on the part 0f the Commission to protect the Sﬁatéfs 

tidelands be left up-to the courts ﬁa;d@twrmine‘and not ba‘ ‘
a reason fov the Landa Commisaion o‘ref ain.from aﬁvewting

1%5 tlﬁle whiah apparently Lhe Sbaba has ﬁc ?his properﬁyw‘

tha r¢cnest oil fxeld 1n the Staﬁe, and I feel tﬁaﬁ tha Land$

11 th@ court ruics against the Lands Commlssion,'

that!s no fault of the . Ccmmlssxon, but I would llke to see

Lhe State*s Lnterests to be pronﬁcted‘
- Now, oertainly Y do not oppose any negotiation over

thls que°tion or amny @ther quesﬁlon, but think anless

tiating now or filing suit now, unless there is this insigt«|

interests, we are in a pretty weal poswtlon in nagctlating
with pomebody if %hey think we are nobt going ahead,

There certainly 1s a subsidence problem In the‘Long
Beach area. I actually have not heard of any of the e pri-
vate owners trying to blackjack, you might say, the Lands
Commission into refraining from taking action by non- |
participation in subsiaence‘problams.» It seéms‘to'me by
cooperation we could enter into subsidence problems in any

determination adverse to their title.
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That's the recommendation I'd like to submit to the
Camm&gﬂion for conslderation, | | | |
| MR. LEVIT: Thank you, Mr‘,ﬂllen. Aﬁyone'elée Wish 
to address &he COliB sion on this uﬂbj@cb? | |

MﬁYOR KﬂALER. My namc i Raymond G* Ke&ler} Major
of the City of Long Beach. -

From the commenta I Just heard from.Senatar Rmch&rdﬁ'

and tne Assemblyman from San Jose, Mr. Allen, we all: rea1¢ze'

that the ity of Long Beach is confronted wmth 2 very grave

problem and that is this problem of subuidence. I am

‘informéd more‘GOncretely this mornihgfthan~heretofbre‘that
- you have a legislative mandate to'go,through‘to the settle~
ment of the tldelands bounqarv, and t%e Attorney General o

| Would‘be the one to handle that affailr.

Well, the action that will be taken by this body

WillyhaVe_a‘dlrect effect.on:the City of Iong Beach\becau»a"

it has & problem that must be solved in order to survive, as
. I say, and that is the problem,of subsldenoe Whlch you haVe

»Just heard Tt is Wldespread throughout the Clty of Long

Beach ~-~ bowl~shaped, centered in the harbor area, with a

maxlmum concentration of twenty~six feet, to a lesser degree

in the downtown commercial area. We will lose our huge

Naval shipyard if we do not stop this subsidence. They can
stand to four more Ffeet of sinking and continue to operate;

and in that respect time 1s of the esgence that we do this.

- We are told that subsidence will ftake place if we do nothing

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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by thiS»reprasﬁuring Process. Unfortunately, the ccmpletion‘

~under the control of the City -- however the greater portion

© 0 = ® W s W e

- of the oil fiéld 1s under private ownership. It'is in the |

‘all the zones and that can be done by getting into all the

=
>

areas and cooperating of the units. This can be ha& by

o
U‘ -

 cooperation of the private producers.

'yOur legalvcounsel and your administrative staff to sit down

to remedy the matter, We also have been told by our experhs
that we aan'stop,ﬁhia by represauring the fleld. Thab @
pressuring l1s aaaompliﬁhed by flooding the oll zanas* In
faet, we have actually stopped sinkagaund&rvfiar &, which
i in the southeast portion of the develcped hideiands aréa,

of it - - that area of it, we could flood because it was

uplands undex private ownership, with some twenty or thirty
producers operating the area,

The one way to combabt this subsidence is to get into

By motion of the City. Council, I have been directed

with like officials of the Cibty of Tong Beach, with a view
to solving the problem of our tidelands boundary, of the
City's tidelands boundary between the tidelands and the up-
lands. We aré'preparedlto do éverything in our power to

find areas‘of mutual agre@mént 80 that that can be handled

and report back'to your body by,bhe time of your next meeting

in June,

If we are given this thirty-day respite, I think we

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFQRN]A v
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~ the Southern Pacific, the Union Pacific, Ford? Any of the

other private zroups down there?  (No response)  Apparently

can come up with a solution to it that will be agreeable

B0 all concerned, and that ig why I am here, gentlemen, to

ask for that thirty-day respite. ’Thank,yoa for your courtesy

MR, LEVIT: Thank you, Mayor Kealer. Does anybody
elge wish fo address the Commission on this? (No response)
What is the pleasure of the Commission? - |

GOV, ANDERSON: I'd like %To find out - - now, we
have heard from the Clby of Long Beach official, is there

anyone here representing the private landowners in the area -

not.
MR, LEVIT: I don't think so.
MR, CRANSTON: If*d like to inquire from the repre-

sentative of the Attorney General as to the sbatute of limi-|

tations and its effect on moving forward with us on the date

1f we put off any action ~~ if we do,

MR, FRIEDMAN: Yes. So far as she State itself is |
concerned, The problem is ¢ne of lands which may or may not
be a part of the tidelands trust held by the City of Long
Beach, The State!s entitlement is to a share of the oil
revenues 1f any of these properties are tideland trust
properties, which means that the State's interest i1s a money
interest ~- it's direct interest ~— and to the extent that
the State has money c¢laims, I think as tine moves alonz oil

revenues drop behind the statute of limibtations, assuming it

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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is a four-year perlod,

W O <N O O o BV -

M., CRANSTON: Is it a four-year perlod?

MR, FRIEDMAN: fThat ig the ﬁoat likely periﬁdp

MR, CRANSTON: What is the determining date?

MR, FRIEDMAN: The determining dabe would be the
filing of any lawsullt, so that a lawsuit today would include
revenues within the four years preceding today; the lawsuit
tomorrow would loge the reVenues of four years ago today.

MR. CRANSTON: I would like to express the view
that if we enter into a period of negotiation and if it is
the feeling of the Cdmmission that we should therefore not
file suit at this particular time pending negotlated sfforis)
That the moneys lost by’posﬁponing of the filing date should|
be téken intovconsidératiOﬁ in those negotiationg. I would
also ceae | |

MR. LEVIT: May I ask a qu@stion»there?, We have
only been asked for a thirty-day extension and it would seem
to me that in view of the time element that has already gone
by, that that«need not necessarily be taken into considera-
tion on a thirty-day extension if that were the deﬁerminatioﬁ
of the Commissgion., In other words, I would Think that for
such a short period we wouldn't want to throw that in to
further complicate the really basic matters that would be
involved,

MR, CRANSTON: It is my feeling it is a factor --

certainly not a major factor ~-~ and should not be discounted

DIVISION OF ADPMINISTRATIVE PROCERURE. 8TATE OF CALIFORNIA
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and the faelt we are under that stabtule of limitations should
be taken into consideration,

- MR, LEVIT: I don't disagree with you. The only
thought I had .~ 1 want to be regligtlc about this.‘zghéy

have asked for a thirty-day extension and I assume that the |

requegt for a “hirty~day extension is made in good faith
and not merely as the first insertion of a &@riés of exten-
sions, and that the thought is that in that thirby days
either a settlement can be reached or so much progreSS can
be made that wekpan gee a reasonable prospect of a very
early uetﬁlementﬂiand I wouldn'n want to complicate it by
adding this other factor if that is true. |

MR, CRANSTON: No, I certainly don't want to compli-
cate it, either. I think to bé'realistic we must realize

1T we extend the time thirty days we will not be quilte in

nt
L¥

£t

i

agreement and in a further exbtension we will be in agreementifr7

and it is certainly notb my feeling that we should be in any |

extended period of negotiation. These are all factors we
should take into consideration today,

GOV, ANDERSON: Do you want‘ﬁo hear from the Mayor
| MAYOR KEALER: Covernor, I think this request is
made in absolute good faith and if your legal talent are
directed to confer with our officials, they will sit down
and work diligently to that end; and at the time of the next

meeting we will come up with something that you can act onl

© DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STAYE OF CALIFORNIA
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Mit, CRANSTON: I'd like to express this thought e
that 1f by one means or anotheyr 1t 1o determined the title
to certain land belongs to the Stabe Whmre'othéré feel they
hold a title at this time, and if in consequence of thab
feeling they spend money for antimsubsidéﬁce purposgs,'it'is
my'feeling the;State should take that into account -~ and i
supposé this would take legislative action. It would be our
purpose tOWSge that they:are'reimbursed'fcr whatvbhey~éx~r
pended in the belief, th:ugh they may,not;own'this lénd,
that they ﬁhought they did own the land.

I am prepaved to go for the thirty-day extension if
the other members aré, | | | |

MR, HANSEN: N, Chairmen -and genﬁlemendfthe'
Commission .... | |

Mie, LEVIT: Your name escapes me,

MR. HANSEN: Hansen, |

MRQ IEVIT: That's right. You have addfessed the
Commission before; | |

MR. HQNSEN: As you gehblemen here'¥ ~‘may Iisit'
down?

MR, LEVIT: Certainly.

MR. HANSEN: As the Comhis&ion knows, x have made

what I believe to be a considerable study of the problems

involved in the détermination of the tideland boundary and
the very question which is before the Commission at the

present time, and I will agree wlth Senator Richards thatb

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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the problems invelyved 1w the tldelands are even more than
twice compounded, in that heretofore the concepts of @idem
lands and the oonaépﬂa of prlvate tltles has never been
regsolved, ia that they misgtate as to the idenﬁiby of the
tldelands. Subsequent Ho the development‘of the harbors,
that iz the approach out of the turning (2) basins and the
channels and the various dock bases dredged out of the tidé~
lands, and the material dredged out of the bases and the
Cerritos Channel; once that maberial was placed upon the
land That Was otherwlise overflowed, i1t became‘what appeared

to be on the surface upland or dry land and while the con-

fusion apparently held sway cerbain of the parties that con-

tend for the title -t the present time moved in upon the

ground without any apparent o?poﬁiﬁiOn,frdm]thoﬁe“thaﬁ actu~-

ally had the title in the first place by reason of the grants

of the tidelands, that 1s, the trusteeship‘was granted by

- prant extension.

Now, all of that has been confused and many of the
cases which were cited by theyAttdrney General in the demand
upon the City atﬁempted‘in Décember, a serles or a list of
those cases which were litigated, szpparently litigated,
almost inevitably reached certain conclusions that tThe titie
was indisbinguishable or indeterninate; ov, in any event,
the court was no® properly advised, and as a result almost

invariably the action, the resulting victory or judgment,

always ran against the Trugtee.

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFCRNIA
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Now, 1t 1s a well sebtled principle in Californis
that even though tldelands may have been filled by ipeason

of the operation of such wor., certalniy 1t does not change

the character of the title to ﬁhe‘land; and since the Sﬁéhe;.

of course, holds title to tildelands in this particular area
and the City of Long Beach and the City of Los Angeles
succeeded b0 the title in trust, neverbheless the constitu~

tional Inhibitlons are always bthere. There has been no

‘amendmenﬁ to the Constitution and taat, of course, is con-

‘trolling,

‘Now, as I sald, I promised at the last meeting that
I would tender to you gentlemen an opinilon of private
attdrneys. This-l was prepared to do but for the reason of

the factﬁtha_atﬁornéy‘said the Commission Would_bé advised

by the attorney deneral and the distinguished counsels,

lawyers, in the Commission here would certainly avail them-

selves of the case law and the decisions that have been

determined with respect to thevquestion of title ownership

“and the law on questions where the State was never a party;

and the factual asgpect of it ig that all those case~ referred
to in the AtTorney General?sdemand wherein there was an
abttempt ab distinguishihg the title ownership by such of
those ceéseg -- 1n fact, all the cases are what learned
counselors call migjoinders and the State not” hdving been a
party,'since the Stateyin 1ts sovereign capacity would have

had to give its consent or would have had to be present in

e
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) 1 order tto be bound by tThosge Judgments, Now, 1t is an lntepw
’;‘ 9 esting matter and I mighﬂ guote from a case which appears to
) 3| bé one of the leading cases in"Califbrﬁia cessnr
ff 4| MR. ﬂEVIT: Pardon ma,‘Mra Hansen. T don't want to |
“}; 51 in any'way prevent you frbm‘giving any informaﬁibn to the
?%; 8 Cémmiasion you wish, but”I doubt very seriouﬁlyuwheﬁher the
é; 7 . Commigsion is going to set itself up as a court of law and

; 8| attempt to determine legal questions, aﬁ‘least at thishv
9 point,
10 Now, we are, of course, being advised by the Attorney
11 | Géneral With‘respeot tqﬂﬁheﬁlaw. | | |
12| MR. HANSEN: Yes. |
- 13 MR. LEVIT: You told me yourself you were not a
j{ 14 ‘laWyer at the 1ast»maeting, therefore I would question in

2' 15 all sincerity your ability to advise the GommiSsion‘on:what"

% 16 the law is. That~Was why I asked you at the'last.meeting,

2; 17 whebher you had consulted attorneys and had received opin-

: 18| lons. You advised me you had and I asked you if you would

19| make those available to the Commission and you said you

20 would. You haventt done so. -

21 Now, I don't think any determination —- I‘doubtfif

22 | the determination of a legal question is going o be attempted

23 by the Commlsslon tdday and I repeat the suggeSﬁion'ﬁhat we

24 would be very happy to have for our information,any suoh

25 opinions -~ and we are not asking you to obtaln any, but you
“Ib\ 26 sald you already had them and would make fthem avallable -

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCERURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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“and I repeat the sugpgestlon, We would be vary'giad to have

- pertation on what you belleve the law to be.

14

them, but I think 1t would be a waste of the Commleslon's

time and of your time, slr, for you bo enter inbo any AL e

MR, HANSEN: Ves, Mpr. Chairman, thank you. That is

so. That is enbirely correct. I merely pointed out that
among the oases.cited in the opinions by the attorneys was
this one case,<which I,ahall‘be’very happy to refer tQ inv
a memorandum, in which there can be an excerpt from the
opinion of attorneys practicing law. Naturally, realize

of courge the praper'request would ha?e been g request.to‘ 
the attorneys. Now, if 1t please the Commission; I will be
glad to handle the‘matter’that.way.

I want to make one more point, Mr. Chsirman, and

£

that is with respect to this quesbion of the statute of limi

tations -- and it isn't necessary for me to be a lawyex.

This is something I think that everybody in the Stabe already

Knows.
Where the Stabe has rights in ibs constitutional

capacity and when the State asserts its rights and does so

through its duly constituted body of adminigtrative officers)

the sbtatute of limitations cannot operate against the Stabe
and there is nothing in this matter of the title determina-
tion of the tidelands, in the grants in Long Beach, which

would call forbth any situabion where the rights of the Stabe

can be compromised by an lmposition of any rulesg of the courd

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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whether 1t 1s by sbave declsls, the sbatute of limlbations,
or the cape which I mentioned involving thesge lands before

or wheie it brings forth the doctrine of res judlcaba by

prior determlnation. There is nothing to preclude the State

from discharging its duty in constitutlonal capaclty; and 1L

“the City of Long,B@aoh, as has been erpresgsed here this

morning ~= if by fagtual determination upon documents and

competent documents this boundary can be determined, I am

reasonably sure that once the high tide line has been duly

established -- and it can ohly‘be established in accordance

‘with the law and facts -~ and when that has been done, then

I dare say that the task of the Attorney General will be a

imple one becaﬁse where the State holds these tidelands in
the constituﬁional capacity'aﬁd where it requires that no
private parties cén receive a title,'it will be imposgible
tor assert rights. And this I would commend to the gentlemen
who are concerned in bthe operating of the tidelands in the
Long Beach area. |

GOV. ANDERSON: I would like to make a mobion ...

MR, LEVIT: Yes, | |

(OV. ANDERSON: ,.. that in accordance with the objec-

tives of Chapter 2000 and in concurrence with the remarks of

our Senator and #Assemblyman represented here today and the

wishes of the City of Long Beach as represented by the Mayowr,

and in concurrence with the recommendation of our Ahtorney

General, that we recognize the urgent necessity of

19

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, 2TATE OF CALIFORNIA




P~
i

|

T
W ™ O

T T - ~ I~
B8R EV B S ©o 0 = o o

o¥0T1E 3.X) SOM SPQ

o O N O U W W M '

‘; facilibabing’tha arréSt 0f5aub sidence ih the Long B@ach
‘.araa and deaire if pos ibxe to avold 1itiga?ion whieh;mighb i“
,f fJeopardize tho pragr@ss af the amhﬁ subsidenc@ prg&ram, thatV"
’:the Commission‘direct ita sﬁaff dnd requesb ﬁhe Aﬁﬁorney

1 ‘General to immedidtely enter inta negotiatian with the Oitv j

.of Lang Beaeh for The purpose ef'arrlvznw ah a naﬁually

'rmx*eanAe determination aﬂ to the status of tha boundaries

of these trusﬁ 1and and, seccnaly, to oonsider ab 1@3 :
June 25th meeulngkthe result of such nego»matlons.

MR, CRANSTON: Saeond'the motion.

MR, LEVIT: .You\havc heaﬁd,the-mbﬁimn. ,Is'theré”"

' dis¢ussion? If not, all in favor say "ﬁyé.” (Unanimously

carried) The motion is carried by unanimous consenﬁ of -

‘ the COMMlSS*OH and we Will plan to malte a fmnal d4u9051t10n

of this matter at the next meetlng of the Commlss¢on1

MﬁYOR KFA&ER. Mr. Chalrman, may I have a Word9

on behalﬁ of the Clty of Long Beaah.may I expr33$ our appre-

olation of your consideration of our pfoblem and your will~
ingress to go along with us.  May we be exoused?
GOV, ANDERSON: I would like to make one comment on

this before he 3@aves, so he will know why T am down there

and My, Zweiback is down there. We are personally intercsted

in this problem. We are interested in this imminent sub-
sidence unless we move very fast in Long Beach, so I am

going vo make 1t a personal project myself in the next few

| days To be down there as much as I can, and I an asking Nr,

!

3
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"certaiﬂly.

=
o

. zw@iback to puﬁ special ﬁime ﬁawﬁ there, 8o when he i$ |
g doﬁﬁfbhér@g' wculd like to asv ycu to caogermﬁe wiﬁh hmm
;Efa much as you cam, : o | |
| | MﬁYOR,KEﬁLEH. ,T am sayanm this,;&ovarnow e we ;¢  ”
'  cordially inVLﬁe you to »ema down and we will give vou i

 every fanillty available and will g&Ve ynu every GQOperatiﬁﬁ
"we ean in order to solve this problem, and my office 15 au

;.Lclose as the LOLephoneq

MR. LEVIT: Any of you who wish to leave, may do so,

(Balance of calendaﬁ

| contlnued baginnlng

ext page}
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MR, LEVIT: Item 3 on our agenda relates to the

grante of permi%a,aaasemenﬁseand rightﬁwofwway‘withmut fee,
. pursuant to‘statUte; There are four items in this cabegory:
~one for Sagrameﬁto &dunty, iﬁVélVing a life-of-gbructure

pexmih for foermnine yéarb for a bridge righﬁ«of«way across|

the summerged lands of the Amarican R¢ver in Sacramenta
County =~ do you wish to further discuss that?

MR, HORTIG: It is a'stand&rd form of‘applieatiOn

with public jurdsdiction and no fees are required under the |

Code, and it ig recommended.

MR, IEVIT: (b) ~- the City of Imperial Beach —-
a forty-nine yearsﬁrﬁcture parmit for a rock mound groin,
tide:and submerged, lands'in»ﬁhe;Paoific Ocean at San Diego

County, and the staflf recommends the granting Qf,this?

MR. HORTIG: This easement is needed critically for
protection of the waterfroﬁt~aﬁ;1mperialBeach;»

MR, LEVITA If there ir any diseussion of any of

these ltems as we go along, speak ﬁp, Uhless I hear someone

make a comment or ask a question, I Wlll assume there are.
none.

‘Ttem (¢) ~- Freedom County Sanitation District --
forty-nine year permit for sewer outfall on tide and sub-
merged 1ands, Mon+erey Bay.

Ttem (d) - United States Geological Survey -- a
forty-nine year permit to install dolphins and cable in the

bed of the Sacramento River upstream from the Eye Streeb

EYVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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Bridge at Sacramento for Operaﬁion.df ultrasonle flow mebers)
4 motion to approve these four permits under Item 3 |
would be in order. | |
MR. CRANSTON: I so move.
GOV. ANDERSON: Second. |
MR, LEVIT: If there 1s no cbjectionlthaﬁ will be
the order of the Commission by unanimous consent. |
| Item #‘relateﬁ to permits;reasements, léases; and
rights#éfMWay to be issﬁed pﬁréuaﬁﬁ bo’séatutejénd the estab-
lished rental policies of the Commission.

The first applicant, iftem (a)‘is Chandler Lléyd;

. Trusﬁee, and this involves the termination of a lease and

issuance of a fifteen~year replacement leage for eight-plus |

acres,of tide:and‘submerged lands in Contra Césta Ccunty;for‘

2 dock site, at an annuai rental of $1300-0dd dollars.

Second item ~ ~ia11of'these, of course, we will
assume abé the recommendétion of the staff unless we hear to
the‘contfary. |

- MR, HORTIG: That!s correct and there are no obje¢~ :
tions theretd on behalf of the applicaﬂts. |
MR, LEVIT: There have been no objections filed with

- the State?®

MR, HOBTIG: That 1ls correct,
MR, IEVIT: Item (b) Luke and Peterson ~- a five-year

lease of tidelands in the San Jeoaquiln River near Andrus

Island, Sacramento Counby, for a boat harbor and Struetures

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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term of three years and six monbhs; Yo replace a prior lesse

at an annual rental of $200,
Item (c) -= to the executor of the estate of Joseph

Belluomlnl, issuance of new grazing lease for the unexpired |

in San Bernardino County, at an annual renbal of $108,14.
What was the occasion of the new leage if there is no change
in the term? | o

MR. HORTIG: Portion of the area. formerly included
under thé lease was sold as vacant school land. Thereupoﬁ,
the present lesseé, underp presentvstaﬁutes, is entitled at
hisfoption to a new 1éa$e for the‘remaining portion if‘he S0
desires ~= and in ﬁhis case he so degires,

MR, LEVlT: Item (d) =~ Jens Solem, in behalf of
ScouﬁvTroup 4og, This is approval of previous lease by the
Commission in Los Angeies County, Fish Canyon, to the Azusa
Chapter Civitén iﬂternationai. ,Civitan 1s asking to turn it
over to the Boy Scouts? |

MR, HORTIG: It is to be assigned to Civitan Infer-
national on application of the Boy Scouﬁs,

MR, LEVIT: What is this for?

MR. HORTiGr Recreatianalvlease. Fish Canyon, sbovea
Duairte, is a canyon in the ﬁngélus Natlonal Forest, primarily
occupled by recreatlonal lease sites. |

MR. LEVIT# Let the record show that Mr. Cranston
left the meeting temporarily at this point,

Item (d) —- Dr. James Montague ~~ approval of

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA




R R T T R I I R S S R R R S R
0 R 8 ¥ B & © ® W 6 o d W NP = O

. o :
B5QLE 388 HOM 5FO

o
m

for deferment to January 1, 1960 of drilling and operating

0 O W O U o BN M

requirements on their lease in Orange County. What is the

- disproved and,.as a matter of fact, have been quitclaimed to|

eternal hope that from possible further evaluation of whab-

‘as correlation with their own drilling and recently com-

pleted (recent in terms of the last two years) seismic ex-

asslgmment of & lease 1n Flsgh Canyon, Los Anpgoeles Count:yka to
Messrs. Lloyd Clingman and others. |
Item (f)_«~ My, Lowell Tharp applles to asslgn a
lease pﬁeviouély lgsued by the Gommission‘ﬁd John Dillon
and Louise Dillon., These are all in the;g&me area?
MR. HORTIG: All recreational lease éiﬁasu

MR, LEVIT: (g) -~ Signal 01l and Gas Company asking

nature of that?

MR, HORTIG: The lease was lssued in 1955 pursuant té
competltive public hidding. It was lssued to the high
hildders, Who still‘hold the lease. Adjoining lands have beey

the State. The lessee on this parcel of property has been

unable to establish commercial préduction but still has the

ever data can be come by in terms of new exploration, as well

ploration offshore, that they may yet be able to esgtablish
production, e |

S0, while they have béen unable to comply with the
terms of the lease to continue drilling one well after the
othef in stated periods because they haven't had any pﬁoduc~

tion to complete any well, they do desire to hold this lease

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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- in Orange County, and they have asgked for a few months to

at least untll January 1, 1960, to determine whebther or not
they should go ahead or determine whether they, toc, will
quitclainm like their nelghbors,

MR, LEVIT: The record wlll éhnw that Mr, Cranston
has returned.

Item (h) -- Monterey 01l Gompany lease, Seal Beach

October 15, 1959 on drilling requlrements.
MR, HORTIG: The similarity here to,the previous
item is only in the fact that there iz a request for defer-

ment, The grounds are distinetly different, in that

Monterey's request is in connectlon with an actilve produclng

lease, which has been diligently developed; bub in the course¢

of development, in a small area only seventy-five feet in |

diameter, they find themselves in a positimn where ?roduoﬂ

tion would be enmhanced by certain remedial operations, whiclh

would be impossilble during drilling operations; They cant't
take care of remedial operations at the time they are oper~
atihg because the equipment would be standing on top}of each
other. |

So they have asked for thls deferment to October, so
they can go into remedial Operations;

MR, LEVIT: Item (i) -- approval of modification of

the State's participating percentage under royalty agreement

for the period March lst, 1959 to Marech 1st, 1960, from

5.06% to 5:02/.

L
L.
@
S
| ‘
|
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DIVISIGN OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA



T N T =
T I ST T

VW 0 N W W R R
¥ 8 8 8 8 R 8 © © =9 @& o

3

i 980Ute A-58 SOM 5PO

w0 N 6 U P2 A W ™

MR, HORTIG: - The State, through zgreement lssued
by the Commlssion, participates in {the production from the
Kirby Lll gas fleld by reason of the faot that the fleld
ig interlaced by sone of the navigable arms of Sulsun Bay.

There are no wells undey the Stabe lands, The area ig

‘narrow and torturous and wouldn't provide for a reasonable

development program., However, the operators of the field
have agreed to pay to the State a royalty percentage basa@
on the proportion of State acreage ﬁo production acreage in
any year, this percentage to come out of the tobal productio:
of gas -~ some of which, when,iﬁ is produced, is actually
drained from State lands; and by contract it is agreed that

this percentage will be determined on Mgreh flrst, depending

 on the production conditions and depending on how many‘prow'

ductive areas there are against the amount of State’lan&s
included in the productive £ield, |
MR, LEVIT: How many years has this been determined?

MR, HORTIG: Every year since the conbtract has run,

sir, and I have here only the royalty data back through 1955]

It has averaged about $5,000 a year to the State.
MR, IEVIT: I know, but what has happened to the
percentages? | | | |
MR, HORTIG: It has fluctuated -~ it has gone up and
gone down according to conditions. |
| MR, LEVIT: Can you give us any idea what it has

gone up and down to?

F=
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MR, HORTIG: 1t has not been many polnts away from
599 since the lnception of the contract. |

MR, IEVIT: I am not clear as to what you base the
speclfle percentages on.

MR. HORTIG: On the amount of area which has been
determined as of the date of evaluation to be the total
productive area of the field, Then, having determined the
total productive area of the fleld, the State s proportion
of State~owned lands within the productive limits is deter-

mined and this, in this case, 1s this 5.02% as of March 1,

1950,

MR, LEVIT: Wé are only talking - - if we are going
to debermine this percentiage évery year, we are only talk-
ing about §5,000 as SW.' Then the change you are making here
is a very small amount of money 1ndeed

MR, HORTIG: That's corvect, |

GOV, ANDERSON: Why would the State's shave of the
land keep changing? | |

MRs HORTIG: Because the size of the Fleld changes,
depending on whether new wells are drilled or extended ——

although in the 1atter part of the deal land is going off

production, so the exterior limits of the field are shrink-

ing ard the total area of the field doesntt shrink uniformly

as to the State lands ~~ which are in thé center of the
field. '
MR, LEVIT: We are only talking about $40, 1is that

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEGURE. STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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of quitclaims on. e;ght mineral prospecﬁing nermibm aecauue

- the m¢nerals are not pregent in suf¢1clent conoentratlon ﬁa

- don't go out and collect the rental?

MR. HORTIG: Thatts right.

MR, LEVIT: O. K. Signal Cil and Gas Company -
approval of pilot water injection program in specified sands
of the Jones Zone of bhe Huntingbon Beach bidelands oil field
within the area of one of our leases In Orange County. This
1s at the expense of the lessee?

MR, HORTIG: This is at the expense ol the lessee,
It is the largest single laase‘bhat has had the largest pro-

duction of any sxngle lease Tor the Statbe, and,the operator

feels and the stalf concurs that from a production SUandpoinﬁ\"

the time ig here to evaluate the bases Ffor secondary recovery
projects in order to ultimabely achieve the maximum produc-
tion from this lease, |

MR, LEVIT: Sunray Mid~Continent 0Ll wems acceptance‘

Justify minings That is purely formal?
MR. HORTIG: Yes,
MR, LEVIT: Hanley Iumber Campany ~- cancellabion

of a leage due to fallure of the lessme to pay rental. We

MR. HORTIG: Yes. In these instances we bring beforé‘

the Commission, fortunately we always have sibuations where

the first and last year's rental was pald in advance and,

therefore, we are down to the last year in this particular

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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inﬁb&ncé and the motlon of the Commigsion will include the
authorlty to apply the lagt yearts wvental which 1o on
deposlt,

MR, LEVIT: How much rental is lnvolved here?

MR, HORTIG: $100, I believe. | |

MB. LEVIT- 0. K. ZItem (m) -~ approVal of eighteen
abandaned4lea$es‘in Fishiﬁanyon and approval of application
to the Board of Control for discharse of accountabllity.

Prokably if we make that applicatien we have a good ohancef

of getbting 1t Lhrough because we have a majority of the

Board of Control here,
MR, HORTIG: I am glad to hear that. I have had the
reverse happen -- the Lands Commission approve‘an_item and

the Board of Control turn 1t down.

MR, LEVIT: OF course you do sometxmes get a dmfxerm‘

ent Qutlook,when you put on a different hat. ,
MR. HORTIG: I might point out that the abandomment

of these Fisgh Canyon leases was due to a severe forest fire,

- which occurred last year, which sﬁfipped the cabins and was

followed by flood -~ and which has rendered the sites un-

useable and, of course,the lessees wish To abandon the leaseg

and in all equity we feel this opportunity to abandon should

not be denled in view of the circumstance of the catasbrophe

which befell the area.

MR, LEVIT: All right —-— We have For approval ,...

MR, CRANSTON: I move approval.

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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GOV, ANDERSON: Second,

MR, LEVIT: That will be the order. |

‘Ibem 5 -~ Ciby of Long EBeach projects, First, (a)
Roads ana ﬁhraets ~= approval of estimated expendi@ure by
Long ﬂeaeh Harbor Eepartmenb of &22,700 for ﬁubsidence
remedilal work; iten (b) uubaxdenoc Mwintemanee»wm eat¢mat@&

eypendﬂture by the Harbor Department of @8,000 for the sams

- gort of thing. Now, thoge are the only two items on our

-calendar for Long Baach*

MR, HORTIG. see requirin& Commlssion approval at

‘thls time.

MR, OR&NSWON* 1 move approval.
GOV, ANDERSON: Second.

MR, LEVIP: That will be the order of the Commission)

Item 6 -- sales of vacant State school lands., We

| have appllcations - - 1etfs see «n‘abou+ eigh@ or nLne of

@ham'
Willlam Clyde PBooth and Loulse Booth, bid of $800;

(in each case the bid and the appraisal are the same figure)

item (b) ~ The Oscar Rudnick Trust - $623; item (c¢) Hanschild

$1,200; item (d) Wilson - $310; item (e) the A & K Holding

Co. - $23,872; item (f) Hbstermanvé $5900; item (g) Richard |

Mednick - $9600; item (h) Halverson - $1280; item (1) English
and Douglas - $1200. |
May I ask, Mpr, Hortlg, what is the status of the

matter on which Senator Shaw came before us at the last

DIVISION OF ADMINISTEA’!‘IVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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meeting, or had & repregentative here?

MR, HORTIG: Yes gir. In general -~ I can give 1

to you more speclflically if you deslre -~ bubt in general,

Senator Shaw subsequently and within the time of the addi-

tlonal extension granted by the Commigsion deposited addi-

tilonal funds to meet the appraised value of thé majority of

- the remaining parcels in the application -~ for which he

had originally made application ~- and these have been
advertised for bid and .... |

MR. LEVIT: In obher words ...

MR, HORTIG: ... processed in the normal procedure.
The remaining ﬁnes have been cancelled in acccrdahoe with
thé direetive of the Commission and tb the satisfaction of
Senator Shaw.

MR. LEVIT: All right. Motion to approve items (a)

- through (i) of Item 62

MR, ORANSTON: ‘So move,
GOV, ANDERSON: Second.

MR, LEVIT: That will be the order of the Commission}

Item 7 -~ Approval of selection of vacant Federal

lands and sale of these lands 1n accordance with rules and

regulatliong of the Commission -~ one hundred sixty acres in

Humboldt County.

MR, HORTIG: In the course of processing an applica-

tion on behall of Mr. Frank E. Donahue, after the applicatio:

had gsne far enough that the Federal government had indicated

dresiay

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE FROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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they would trangfer the desdred lands to the State, Nr.
Donshue withdrew hig applicalion. The lands are of such
clags that the sbaff feels 1t would he desirable for the
Commission to proceed With the gelectlon, accomplish the
transfer of the lands from the Federal government foxr the
benefit of the Commigglon and the State; upon recelpt of
These lands to place them on the vacant land list to be sold
pursuant to competitive public bidding, Just as all other

vacant State 1ands are.

MR. LEVIT: There is no discussion or question? Could

we have a motion?

GOV, ANDERSON: Move, ‘

MR, CRANSTON: Second,

MR, LEVIT;‘ Moved and seconded that the item be
approved,

ItemVS is for the approval of certain maps: (a)
grant to the‘City of Sausalibo; (b) survéy of the ordinary
high water mark and mean high tidé line at Laguna Point in
Ventura County; and (¢) a map of a grant to Bolinas Hawbor
Disgtrict, pursuant to Chapter 800 of the Statutes of 157,
What are these, Mr, Hortig? |

MR, HORTIG: I should like to amplify for the
Ccmmiésion, and partlcularly with respect to item (a) =~
as the type in specific reference, referred to by Senator

Dolwig at the last Commission meebting,

This map was made pursuant to Statutes of 1957

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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which required that the grant be gurveyed by the Commlsolon
at the cogt of the grantee.

&z the Commlssion will recall, Senator Dolwlp ralsed
queations at Jhe last meeting as to the suffiai@ney bf the
type of operablon of this chayacter that the Commission had

conducted herebolore. Az a result, between Commlssion meet

i

inge, we took the results of the work on this particular map
we are asking approval on (of the grant to the City of
Sausalito) to Senator Dolwig and reviewed>with him the natur
quality and quanéity of this type of work; and he stated he
was in complete agreement that this type of operation was
accomplishing the purpose he sought at the last meeting.

Pursuant to that discussion ana only yesterday in
committee, Senator Dolwig amended a bill which he had in
relating to surveys of tidelands grants, which would now
make applicable to all tidelands grants in the fubture that
all of them be procesgsed éxactly in the manner that the Com-
mission has been processing them heretofore, including the
same type of survey and maps you have here before you today,

MR. CRANSTON: So move.

GOV, ANDERSON: Second.

MR. LEVIT: Item will be approved, Your next item
is report on the status of major litigabion, and final item
is report on the summaxry of legislation,

MR, HORTIG: That is correct. I might point out on

page 40 in the case of People vs. City of Long Beach relatide -

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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to tiv"e debermination of the Alamitos Ray avea, with the
trial date get for June 10, we recolved notice yesberday
that there will be a deferment In that date hecause of 1l1l-
ness of an opposing counsel. |

On page 41, I should 1like to call the_Commigsibn“a 

attention to the fact that all of the bills that were intro-

‘duced puwrsuant to authorization by the S$tate Lands Commissio

~all save one to dabte have either been signed by the Governor

or are:on the chernor's‘desk -« the gole one belng Senate
Bill 575, In view of the fact that it involved matters of
financing and disposition of fees 1o bhe Lands Commiss.lon,
we requested the cooperation of the Departm@nt of Finaunce to
handle that 1n connectlon with tne general fiscal program,
so that bill was tied up in that serlies -- although it is
golng forward, Iﬁ id not one that the staff processed
directly, |
1 MR, LEVIT: ‘Well, it had to go to Ways and Means,

didn't it?

MR, HORTIG: Yes., It is in Ways and Means today
Or TOmMOrIOW,

MR, LEVIT: Are there any questions? (No msponse)
That leaves us only the matter of‘fixing a date for our next
neeting and the stafl has suggested that the next meeting
be held abt nine a.m. on Thursday, June the 25th, in Los
Angeles.

GOV, ANDERSON: So move.

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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MR. CRANSTON: Sccond.

MR, TEVIT: Where do you hold this mectling, Mp,
Hoytlg? |

MR, HORTIG: In the auditorium on the ground floor
of the S8tate Bullding. | o

MR. LEVIT: In the Stabe Bullding. A1l right. The

motion is to so hold the meeting and it has been seconded.

‘There © :lng no objection that will be The order of the

Commlisslon,
- The meeting stands adjourned ~~ unless there is
anything further to come before it. If net, the meeting

is adjourned.
ADJOURNED 10:15 a.m.
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CERTIFICATE OF REPORTLR

I, LOUIBE H, LILLICO, repoprter for the Divislion of

Adninlstrative Procedure, hereby certily that the Toregoing

thirty-six pages contaln a full, brue and corrvect transcript

off the shorthand notes taken by me at the mecting of the
STATE LANDS COMMISSION held in  Sacramente, Californila, on
May 28, 1959,

DATED: Sacramento, California, June 1, 1959.
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