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4 prejudice .nvolved in the thing. 

MR. HORTIO: This was the reason for t it ing the 

answers in the item, which I believe now constitute s-  firm 

declaration that the question of establishing a precedent and 

as to committing the Commission and as to affecting the right 

of the applicant have all been resolved -- so there should be 

o further question. This is the basis, at least, on which Ni 

Joseph would defend legally if any further questions in this 

area were raised. 

Gmy. ANDERSON: Anything further? 

MR. CRANSTON: No.  

GOV. ANDERSON: Senator egar o you wish to  

address the Commission at this time 

SENATOR REGAN: Mro  Chairman, members of the Commis 

sion„ as you know 4 am coure-6.1 for the applicant. In summary 

f course, it h teen argued very fully at the last meeting, 

but in summary I would say that I am ply in accord with the 

opinion of the Attorney General that there is no policy fixed 

on the part of the State here. This merely gives tbe applic 

s right to make his appeal to Washington 	that's the effe 

f it; and what you do later on, assuming the appeal is suc- 

cessful in Washington, it is right back in your lap. You may 

reject it or yogthay approve it. As a matter of fact, if you 

want some further information, I have gathered considerable 

information since then. 

GOY. ANDMISON: It is not necessary. Does anyone 

manor; or nomourritATWIC PIROCIKOURICI 41ITATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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Po make 	omment on the item? 

w Stokes Department of ish and Game 

wish to haveth6 information that we gathered present 

V. ANDERSON: YOU can submitit to the staff, We 

on T;*d it for the public record Jupt give it to Mr 

Hortig. 

CRANSTON: If and when this matter returns to 

rorn Washington, we will be very interested in your informa 

ion, but not at this time as far as our action is concerned. 

GOV ANDERSON: Any further co menu? Will you stat 

your name? 

0 

MR. 	INATO: John Reginato representing the Shas 

Cascade Wonderland Association. I am here at the request of 

my president. I certainly feel this Commission should allow 

the Department of Fish and Game to make available, for public 

is `oxen 	the information that they have gathered together 

to pre pent to this Commission. I know that there aro people 

who are interested greatly in the entire survey that the Depa 

ment of Fish and 'Game has developed. 

also feel that Mr. Jimmie Smith, who is here rept 

senting the Fish and Game Commission and also ti .lo Wi1114" 

Conservation ̀Board, should be heard.  
On behalf Qtr myself and the Association, I want to 

say this very explicitly 	that we are greatly concerned abo 

the availability for the hunter and fisherman of utilization 

of our natural resources in California, We may say that the 
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State of California 

can quite cone 
	

the Trinity 	d ofSuper_,  

visor: and ric:nator Rogan, who is counsel,for our ssociation 

involved are just a minute part 

bit 	public lands, 	would, like to prsent a 

in regards to that The eramento and San oaquin 

fifty years ago has 3,000  es of spamning area* tod 

we have less than 250 miles of, spawning area, Also or the 

Sacramento River, which is one of the finest anadromoUs stre 

which supports not only sport fishing but the commercial fish 

erman, the individual fisherman (and l -am speaking basically 

f Shasta and Tehama County) does not have the opportunity to 

fish from the shoreline. 

The Trinity Rive as a. resul 	an expenditure of 

$250,000,000 by the Federa Government, is going to become on 

13 of the favorite and one of the finest steelhead and salmon 

14 streams in the State of California. Now, these fifty .eight 

15 acres involved seem very insignifioant, but l a quite cert 

16 that the information gathered together by the DepartivInt or 

17 Fish and Game will point out that. one of the important con 

18 siderations is that public access to these streams ,s not 

19 available, either because no roads go into the area or beca',4 

there is conflict with private access. The land in que 1;iou 

which is six acres of flat land, is being currently used by. a 

lot of people from southern. California for camping and t Idle 

This fift fight acres Is very important to the people of the 

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. STATIC OF CALAFCRNIA 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

23 

M 'PO 



nd ror Mr, Gilt:can. that it is important that the tax base b 

strIngtir 1 in Trlaity Comnty. ItIntever,, *a have to consider 

the b4st interests to *11 the people in the State 

of CaliZoz.nia, Trinitq County Ta l get i $11are from touris 

nd 1;rav 1, tiotoover, we *should J.nalet that the.aver ap itiz 

f the State or Callfortala4  with our exp oding popu atizn, 

givol. an opportunity to enjoy the outdoor ro3ources, 

I certain1T witad In pipit that this Cummisoion would 

allow the Department of Fish and ()ame to make a public re- 

bentation of the informatlon they have gutherod 	that other 

State agencies have had an opportunity to tie heard. 

t. CHkMPION: The p  hL w. ere is one that this i 

not a matter that is before us 	slre is  nothIng to keep an 

State agency from taking a publi 	tlan ,.nd 	how it 

feels on this matter, but wo are not 0.1ttinp„ on the matter the 

morning. It doesn't 30em o me it iz the propert orum. There 

is no reason loc the Department of 'fish and Game canAot make 

public its information b t zInce we are t it Ming on the 

case I don t thins: i  t in appropriate for is to discuss 

matter. 

MR. CRANSTON; If nd when 	matter eomes back 

from Ma hington and we Rre acting on th merits, then we vu 

wish to hear from every agency and private individual. 

R. .Ec s. .MTQ 	Iunderztand, Mr, Cg7uitis inner, tai; 

meeting here this morninz is bast a_ly to determine policy. 

MR. CRANSTON: No. The meeting 	o transmJ. 
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without any determination of policy, to the applicant mho has 

applied the legal opportunity to move his application forward 

but if it goes through here this morning and goes ta 1444hing- 

ton and is approved, it comes back here and at that time we 

deteraie whether it is in the public interest. At that time 

we would like to hear from you, F13b and Games  Senator Regan, 

and everyone who is interested 	and would allow full time 

for that p ose, 

GOV. ANDERSON: The question we are discussing here 

today is that our approving this today does not affect our 

policy when it gets back. 

MR. •CHAMPION: It is possible that we will never 

act on this if the Federal Government rejects this appeal. 

MR. REGINATO: Oentlemen, I think the discussion 

will be in the last analysis whether this is ,recreational 1 

16 it is my understanding that the Bureau of Land lagement„ 

17 which is in the process of classifying a.1 public lands in 

13 their jurisdiction, have classified this particular parcel 

19 recreational land -- which is in the public interest. C r- 

20 tainly, would anything be gained, other than proving to the 

21 Commission whether the appeal would be accepted? 1e in turn 

22: will have to come backend re-do this whole situation again. 

23 In other words,the Bureau of Land Management to my unde,stan 

24 ing has classified this as recreat''onal land. 

25 
	 NR CRANSTON: It is the feeling of the Commission 

26 our feeling Is based upon advice from our staff and the 
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Attorney General 	that we should make eueh a de :termination 

that we are required to keep it as a, matt of public iiiteres 

),3 in public hands litten it comes back; aid I thiAk when it cox 

as back, if it does, wea wily' have the meeting in Sacrament° so 

5 you people mutt have to cone down, here, 

e 	 MR, MMPION: Its present posture is the •Yederal 

1 overnment has recommended.against selling this to Mr.. Oilze 

14:f they are upheld in Washington, this 'matter never appears 

9 before this body 	it is rejected. 

10, 	 MR. MINATO: Well, gentlemen, it has cost us a 

11 com.iderable amount of money to come from Redding to Los  

12 Angeles and certainly I feel 1:; would have been prudent for 

13 your staff to have advised our office particularly if this 

34 matter was not going to be fully discussed, that the matter 

1 • was g lag to be aent to  Washington for appeal. We should hay 

18 teen advised, I have no further remarks. I appreciate the 

17, opportunity of being heard. Thank you. 

1S 	 GOV. =EASON: Any further comments on the item? 

19 State your name and who you represent. 

201 	 MR, SMITH; Honorable members of the State Lands 

21 Commission and ladies and gentlemen, I am Jimmie Smith. I am  

22 President of the California State Fish ard Game Commission; 

23 I am Chair ma ' the Wildlife Conservation. Board. I had in.  

24 tended to speak with regard t retaining this land in questio 

25 in public management this axing. Owingto the fact that my 

26 name waa mentioned by a vveviouz man who adzes ed you, 
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up at this mike to oppose any comment regarding this until 

comes out, as Mr. Cranston indicated it would, when it caste' 

tip a showdown meeting as to uhether this landr sins in publl 

ownOrship or should go to au indivitival. Thank you for your 

courtesy, 

MR. VILE: Mr. Chairman;  members of the Cot/Mission, 

my name is Robert Vile. / um Vice President of e aliforni 

Wildlife Itederation. In our convention which was held on 

July 1st and 2nd, we passed a resolution in opposition to this 

10 appeal you intend to make to the Federal Government. I had 

111 the belief at this time„ with them, that the appeal would mak 

12 the decision of whether ..or not this man was going %;c4 take fro 

.13 public ownership to private use, and. the intent of the resolu 

14 tion was to attempt to stop this move under this appeal. 

15 F om,what I have heard here today, I dongt believe any fUrthe 

16 t4stimony is necessary as far to our organization is coneerne 

17 inregards to ighy this should remain 14 public ownership.* 

is However;  we woad like to( be on record in stating we are def 

19 ttely opposed to removing this rtom public uses and turnIng i.  

over to private enterprise. 	you very much. 

21 	am AMMON: Any further comment? • 

22 	 =WM REGAN; Mr. Chairman, just for the -record 

23 I'd like to.say this: I don't intend to disowns the merits 

24 of it because there Is only a legal problem involved that mil 

25 eventually comae back for discussion; but in case arbor gets 

26 I the idea that my client and his colAnsel is not interested in 
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Idlif0 	gou hca Mrs nealnAo atitto I Ala the attorner o 

his orgenizettono I e' juSt as terefste4 	eowlervatioft:or 

wildlife a5 4ohn and aubody else, !boy coy t kftw the, fictS 

in this ca c 	thoy aro getting ahead of themiselves 	$0 

1 tt 	th appeal back on th' 3 and then a policy deter" 

.,,on can be made. 

REGINA TO: May I new one fur her comment- Int 

all dui roapect to iSenato.. 'Began, who Jot our cowasel„ Mrw ate  

has a la  r from the president or t1,,Le As 	car.00n 

copy, which statec4 th in view ‹±/• the fact he was reprosentl 

client Waich was not la intere t with the Association that 

this particular lastance ;':,enat.or Regan, liho ban devoted 

legal couasel to our Association without any f e, will of ac 

in our behalf in this particular .4. xztancet 

SENATOR REGAN: Well, thzt,  usderstood. 

OW* 'NDERSON* ir there ...15 no furher eousment, 

has been moved and seuonded the staff mcommo.ndation b 

pproved. If there is 40 objeation, 't is carrled unanimousl 

U•o.ung on v,';;11 the calendt 	Item Classifieation 6: 

A-thorization for Evtoutive Officer to execute preferential 

ineral extraction leases to Calif rnia Mtaeral Oorporation 

for -nitial term of 20 :mar ;i6ith pve..erential viist to reneq 

3 for addit onal term of to 

24 alb a 

25 tho; prospecting permit an 

exceed 10 years, each lease to b 

t to a ruyalty payab e In accordance with rata specific 

to an aavance annual ren.;c1 

26 $1,00 per acre, coverinG foil,  wing ar4ast (,) Prospecting 

011/1111,7N 	NIIIITMATICX 	OCIK.A4MV., STAT1K Of° 4:441.11r**INIA 
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Permit'P*R.C. 24B842 . 120 acrez in preguo and an Doti 0 

c°unties; (b) Prospeattng Perm•it P,R.C, 2489,2 	100 acres in 

ITesno and San Benito counties; 0) Prospecting erml.t 

2k90.2 - x60 acres in Prefino County* 

MR. CROW 	move approval, 

GOV ANDERSOm*• It has been• moved.... 

MR. CHAMPION: Seconds 

	

OV, ANDERSON: v.* and eeconded 	no objectlions0  

carried unanimously. 

Item 7 is authorization for Executive Of.fioer to 

approve cancellation of sublease bet en Crescent City Harbor 

District and Fay Beall, and to Approve isavance of new subleas 

s Crescent City Harbo District to Tidewater Oil COmpany for' 

a 10-year period, 

MR* C1.ANSTON: Move approval. 

MR, CHAMPION: Second* 

AMMON: Moved and seconded no objections 

carried unanimously* 

Item 8 	Proposed annexations: (a) is the Santa 

Barbara A rport Annexation 	authorization to_ Executive 

Officer 14 notify Council of City of Santa Barbara that presen 

valne of tide and siabmerged lands proposed to be annexed 

0280000* Mr* Hortig* 

MR*  HORTIG: Mr. Chairman0  In amplif oation0  the 

Comm ion will recall that at the meeting of eptember 140  1 

the Commi sion authorized the Executive Officer to inform the  

DIVISiON OF ADMilltiVIRANIVIlt FPOCeOrlin. STAta OF -W.11cO4NIn 
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0o4nc41 or the City o 3arte. Barbara that t; 	ei xto  

41 tests the prOpeaed 1:aexetion of the ti da trad 	m cd Iamb 

=less the proyiDsed•annxation is modified t ,.„nc,,ludo only the  

41 sUrtact:ot 0 land 04. the ocean floor inate:W oA. 500 feet 

1)elowthe surtace le the ocean floor*  and_ i.;;;le staff 	ulsb 

advised to take iihatever legal action rteesEary, 1.-,L any, to 

prOtect the interests at theStatee 

Pumiiiant to these.diretvions these ql,.*%ations were 

referred to the Office of i;he Attorney General and in conj.= 

tionvith the 0 Ice of the AttorAey General the Executive 

Officer did appear and present to the ,.,ty Council of .arta 

Barbara tho recommendations of the Commission, -which resulted 

in adoption h  the Cit,-  Counc0. oaf Santa Barbara of an ordin-

ance agreeing to amend the description T the annexed terri,  

tozy fo. pwposez of the an 	ordinance to excludefrom 

'he terrtto* tc be annexed all property beneath the sur 

of the land of the tteean floor within thy': tide and submerged 

landa 	the State of California, 

i9 z 	 , ol  .s staff natter3  the staff apprai4a1 bar ben. 

complete. and 1mi the value or the surtace of the State t1 

and subinerged lands pr posed to 	sexed at 23.E  000. 

view or the coupe ation by the City Council 

2z5 I  the City
. (if Sante Barbara and 'compliance with the request to 

obtain a reanlution in accoi*dan e with the recommendattons of 

the Lands Conni=kon, it i5 reommeaded that the State Lands 

Omml6sion author, o the Lxccutivt, Off is r to Liotify he 

Alt 1/02M. 	AtYMINISTRATIVL: PltoCKGLEitic, arrATit or CALA Fa-R.N.; 1 
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Council of the CA\ty of Santa narbara that pursuant to the 

provisions of Section 35313*1 or the Government code the 
Stcte Lands dowatasion has determined the present value of 

the turfece l of the tide and submerged lands propOs ed to 

annexed is 0280000* 

Additionally, as to the legal questions referred 

the Office of the Attorney General, Deputy Attorney Gene 

Hilton Is here this morning to report to the Commission on 

those; 	as I am sure you are already aware, the ity 

Attorney.;  the Honorable Stanley Tomlinson, is belle represea 

ing the City of Santa Barbara In connecticel 'with this item* 

10V, AMMON: Any further comment? 

=3 HI TON: The Attorney General has provided the 

staff with a report on the legal aspects of this probleem. 

are concerned with the annexation of an ocean s ►rip* Annex* 
tion by strip is well recognized in. 'California*  This will be 

the first time that has been a strip of ocean. It will not 

be 	first time that there has been a strip annexation br 

tidelands, That has been done in San Diego. 

The second matter that was of concern to us was the 

fact that this was an annexation of 300 feet only o the 

surface;, 500 feet down beneath the ocean floor of the Santa 

liarbara airpoyt- The original annexatlen had that descriptio 

for the tidelands area. Now that the present resolution or 

the city of Santa Barbara is revised=  the description take 

only the. surface area, that will taacke care of the probleme 
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Our advice is this: This Ls alive, an extension; 

%awn in the field or law. Timms iU nothing wobleh 

413- there is iothing which prohibits i 	aannot,  

ay, r retell, what & ctourt of law Would do to it if It tatVe 

questioned in a court of law. As far as the Attorney General 

that is our statement and we feel It its a natter which-has to 

be determined by the State Lands Commission A4 a matter of 

policy by the members of that Cemmission, 

WV, ANDERSON: Now,. at the last meet 	I underw. 

stood the representative of the Attorney General to say it w 

not our jurisaction that the anneta ion problem vestion 

determining whether it is proper to go out in the ocean, magt 

problem to be decided by the Board or Supervisors and this 

was' not our problem to decide. Are :you changing this ymitiol 

NIBS HILTON: No, it is always the Board of Svper- 

viors which detemmiaes where they will go in an annexatIon. 

It is a policy decision for the state Lands Commie ion to 

determine thether or not it wishes to protest and question 

the legality o4, this annexation. 

UV. ANDERSON: You mean to question the method .b 

going out in the ocean? 

MISS HILI'ON: Yes, it you wi h to vest on the 

method of going out in tho ocean or if you wish to question 

the fact that this is an annexation which just noes to the 

DIVISION OF AMAINISTRATIVS Procicoutsta STAYS coA. VoirtHIA 
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surface 	the land. '0 ually, in annexation procedures, wher 

there 	been an annaxatiotl thety t&<e 	eutirt tex itory)  

tvellumably to the center of the ea 	and the juriadict1.-on 

4=1 the entireYar0a4s4 taked ,over v the 4ty* At 

thiS pointy the city viota.4.bi just talky z L urrap 

county would still barie the :jurisdictibn :))eneath the uri!a0e0 

It is purely jurisdiet anal, not a legal ltiatter. 

Gat' ANDEBSQN: 1010 you .think we hive the jurisdict 

. 9, f just the land because they are not gob* to the center of 

-10 tve earth)  or do ,you thin' the procedure of" going out into the 

ocean and annexing this strip 	d you feel we ha:t...theA i 

to consider this? 

MISS HILTON We feel the Lanes Gozmission has the 

	

ight o consider ocean 	anuex tion, )alethea, you consbrir 

thepos4ibirty that Is 	1,1nu;m?.1 a pro o41':.: n that you wiz; 

opeetion.it x the co'arts la a pol 	deterutaatl n to b 

nade b the Commission* Actual 4y IX we were representing 

1011 	Atka matter****•• 

GM* ANIZEZON: At 	Nee 	xtalow144, this 

point because X di et fe,3I we 4321d v 	vith this kind of 

annexationa, ana I g info:mtd this was of the jurtzdiction 

of the nat Lentiz Comilasion; th:e,,s 14as a qu0st ion that had t 

be deteemlned b the Beard of Supe,vi 	letto were e annex 

11g ow...r; andI thou 	we ,Selould de4ide whether this should 

be annexed or not 
	

ly, whether we }giant to be a part of 

the flity of °a to Barbara or mt. 
14.0.4.•mow018...40•11.01 1,1ft. 
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4 State Lands Commis ion 4hould 4litermlne Haat ocean strip 

anneaation was inimical to the State Lands Commission in its 

0 jurisdiction overitdelands presumably then the State Lends 

7 Concussion would go to the legislature and ask for special 

8 legislation in that regard. 

GOV. ANDERSON: This was the step they told us abou 

last time -- that if we 41dnit like ocean strip annexatio 

1 we should o to the Legislature,/  but under the present law we 

12 dltraft hake any right to object on those grounds because that 

3 is the lam today* 

14: 	M 	HILTON:ell, me presume this is the law. 

15 Act‘ lly;; 	we have not had the question of ocean 

16 strip amtaxa _on t a ad in the courts. The proble2 would be 

17 this : Usuall'or mhen a. city annexes territory, strip annexatio 

18 it iv ymsumad that munla al benefits are going to be given 

19 to that 5trip, Wat bener to the City of. Santa Barbara could 

20 give to a 300-root Strip of ocean several miles out is proble 

214 atical; but in California we have never stressed the benefits 

2 to b given to the territory, The court hat presumed those 

23 benefits wLl1 be there and will be extended to the area, so w 

24 are dealing with rather an unusual situation. If we were 

taking this matter to z'ourt we would state that there were 

few benefits, but actually we do not feel that what we have 1 

47  

RISS arotalt Actually, 1 do not mean the Linde 

2 Commission is In a position to determine they donit want to be 

a, part of Wile ett of Santa Barbara at this time* If the 
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a vital 	und of protest. We feel it is a legal point that 

can be 	but probably it is better taken cares a by tea 

Le islature _Fa/tker than -a (mixt action in regard to this 

4 Ba 	annexation4 

MR. CAMPI00: That las ay understanding frost our 

previous discussion 	that ve acted insofar as ve felt vas 

necessary to protect our interets; that we had no further 

interest as such; and that if there vas some point where thi 

vas in conflict with the law that that would be s matter for 

10 the Attorney General to determine -- if he wanted to contest 

11 it, that would be really a finding for hist; that we mere con:. 

12 cerned with protecting our own interests and beyond that we 

,1S 

 

played no part in it and that was the basis of our decision, 

14 What you state tf is morning doesn't alter it. 

15 	 GOV. ANDERSON: I thought it did because T 

18 sonaUk opposed to ocean fa sn4nZations, but I didn't 

17 we were taking that position. Now, if we are to determin 

18 Policy on something like that, I think we ought to look into 

19 it a little deeper. 

20 	 MISS HILTON: I would not say, Mr. Anderson, that 

21 It ,s the recommendation of the Attorney General that a tiro- 

22 test be made to qnestion ocean strip annexation at this time 

23 We say that it I s unusual, but there, is no feeling that in 

24 this particular *Atte, now that,* the Council has revibed its 

25 resolution and its description, ve do not feel .a  the Attorn 

General is not advising you to file x protest. 

\\. 
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A.11DIRSON s 	i :et eri commit, Frank 

igArr reeammen XR, EMIL : No sir, BacV: to 104,  

GO,. AAVARSON: MP, Tomlia oW/ 

M. TOMLINSON: Chalrmar, members of tive Co 

13 

14 

1$ 

7.7 

18 

19 

20 
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sion, 1 appreciate the op ortualty to be here agai.in and disc 

this; matter. I have made a very careful 14vestliW;in of 4he 

applicable law and 1 believe that my fitto0Ags 	tbos, 

f the Attorney General* s Office, namely that while this 16-4 

unique and unusual type of annexation there i nothing prolub 

tory in h. lam.  respe4ting it; and the mere et that it is 

ufliqge aid =wine. is 	.t4 that perhaps Lntivae mill be 

ddressed to the. Legislature* 

do xi h to make 'ads clear, however and Very 

clear, e stal clear 	that the City of Santa Barbara is mak 

this annexation of necessity, 4baoltate nese, v,ity, because of. 

the fltet,0 the unusual and unique fact, that some $800,00f 

assessed valuation lies 4-)0 feet below the surfa e Laaware 

of tom-  errttory that oan never be susceptible to municipal 

benefits, municipal control, or other appliation if you ui h; 

the fact that the three parcels of property being annexed --

namely, the tie.eland under the jurisdiction of this body; th9.  

University of California, I believe a total of eight acres; 

932 acres owned by the City or Santa Barbara o4. 

wiled land that under the circumstances of there being no 

s.11;stantial private ounership 111 the airport tAdrritory; t 4 

*gala t.fq *OH SPO 

fact that this private 800,000 f assessed valuation lying 
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nature of that protest moans that th*Ve oan never be in, l- 

time an annexation of thin municipally-oWaed rt• 

est this under these circumstances and the facts that 
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beneath the surface is determined to protest if the anneZatio 

is carried in the uaual form to the center of the earth, The 

14. 

15 

18 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

The City or Santa Barbara.tels verb strongly o the 

necessity, the dosirability, of exertiaing its olon munia 

control over its own airport in respect to land use and the 

general exercise of police power over thsa== nice, 

I take it that the factual situatim gentlemen, i 

as unusual as the legal form of anhaxation that has been unde 

taken. here, It is quite true that I have made a national sear 

to determine Whether anything of this character has ever been 

done before, My findings have been in the negative, but I 

not help but town and rweer this Commission, or any lawyer 

who seen fit to question the unique and unusual character of 

such an annexatiori, that in 1906 here in Los Angeles the .city 

authorities of this city undertook a strip annexation of sixt 

miles long, one-half mile wide, to accommodate the annexation 

of two communities, San Pedro and Wilmington, I am convinced 

from reading the case in the Supreme Court testing that annex 

tion that the city authorities nor State authorities at that 

time,  had any precedent whatsoever tor that type of annexation. 

I ay we have a comparable situation now. 

We have a situation created by modern conditions, 

perhaps, that couldn't possibly have existed at that time:. bu 
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ectalking ouii  the uniform or 

2 
	ownership 44 the territory being annexed, is no more 

Is no re ahooking than that situation that exist 

as 	les in 1906;'and: that has never been altered 

a 
	.0 	The finding$ of the' Supreme Court have never been 

B . longed In any of the subsequent decisions dealing with freak 

7 or unusual or unique annexations, 

a 	 I believe the Lands Comaission has fully performed 

9 its function here in ascertaining and determining the value 

10 which will be considered by the City Courwil. Tho City is 

11 happy to cooperate with the Lands Commission and the staff ia 

12 adoption of the resolution that when the order of annexation 

13 is prepared and introduced it will modify the description, t:  

14 exc4usiOnary portion of the description insofar aa the tide 

16 there are concerned, to the surface of the territory being 

le annexed only and eliminating therefrom and leaving under' co 

17 jurisdiction all of the territory lying beneath the surface. 

18 The City has done that and is willing to do it, and that will 

19 be carried.' forward pursuant to the resolution adopted at the 

20 Council meeting about a month ago, 

211 	 Thank you. 

22 	 MR, CRANSTON: Mr Chairman, the motion before us i 

23 a motion which does not take a policy position on the matter 

24 of this annexation, We did take a policy position to an exte t 1  

25 in our last meeting when we suggested that the City revise th 

26 form of their annexation so they would not be dipping beneat 
/1•11•061161.011111111010•1011P01... 	 
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the surface of the bottom of the sea, raw luote done what 

uggested and that is before us now 	a motion fix1ne t 

valuation of the area we are dieemasing and I woyuld)adve wept .  

approVe the evaluation. 

MR. CHAMPION: I would second that with an added 

observation and that is there should be no implied general 

approval of ocean floor annexation or strip annexation; that, 

at least in ny  mind, in those eases that come before the Lands 

Commission of this kind because one of these has been granted 

doesn't mean we approve this In other words, zwe approve onl 

in terme of tie airevmstances,'!'en any given case. In this cas 

there being no other objection, we raise no protests, but ich 

there are obj eetians I don't believe it should be thou t 

will approve ocean strip annexatiors because we approved this 

one*  I eeeond it, 

GOV. ANDERSON: It has been, moved and seconded, and 

under discussion, because there seems to be .a little ambiguit 

18 in the law 	and this 1. don't intend to raise in great oppos 

19 Lion to this, because I know what we are doing primarily here 

20 is establishing the value of the land and because we find the 

21 will be no specific detriment that will accrue to our State 

22 tidelands -- but I do wish to be recorded as voting 

23 this motion because I feel this ocean strip method of annexe.- 
/ 

24 tion is something that sbould be looked into and I Intend to 

25 see that somehow we can get Boma legislation introduced and 

26 possibly study the law; and for that mason I would just as 

INVIRION OF' AMAINISTRATIVIt PROCSOURI. WATS OF CALIFORNIA 
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sport not have myself on record as votin tor some °ea= strly 

exation' here, because, as the tVorney Goa ral here **7 

they say that we are la a sense developing an es gablished, 

procedure by ....doing this 	we set a precedent, and for that 

reason I ish to be recorded as voting ' " on this partte 

motion. 

So if there isn't any further objection, then, the 

item will appear with tit aye4  votes and one 0 
ef# 

It 
	

City of Oxnard annexation 	authoriza- 
Owe" 

tion for Executive Officer to notify Council of City of 

that the present value of tide and submerged lands proposed 

be annexed under Annexation No. 61 10_ is $1,471 goo. Mr. 

Hortig? 

MR. HORTIG; Mr. Chairm.P.A, as outlined 

your agenda, purtsivant to retuest from the City of Oxnard for 

is evaluation of area of tide and subierged lands proposed to be 

17 annexed together with some adjoining upland pzOperties, as 

18 shown on the map following page 57 ofyour agenda, the staff  

19 appraisal has been completed; that the lands proposed to be 

20 annexed have a present value of 0,474800 for the 7,359 acre 

21 of'̀ tide and submerged lands. 

22 	 This proposed annexation is what has been heretofo 

23 the standard format of proposrl annexation, to include all th 

24 tide and submerged lands to the exterior' city limits and down 

25 to the center of the earth. The proposed annexation would 

28 embrace an ez1 ting State oil and gas lease and one Which is 
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uader present bid otter. The unique feature of that pies n• 

biaoffe. i s that this is the only one that has ever -been 

tXtored - by the State Lande'COmeisSion i*aere the. adjoining cit 

joined and recommended that the State Lando, Cowiss,f,on actur 

prooeed with the bid of or 	which is the record of the 

City of Oxnard, 

Now, patently, this annexation, by includi, all 

depths to the center of the earth, might not minimize he 

Commissionts administrative problems there should be as 

/0 against in the case of the proposed Santa Barbara strip 

114 stratified annexation just discussed, Except for that dif- 

12 ference in apps oath, the staff has been unable to determine 

13 any basis for protest or objection to the annexation.  Also, 

we have not been informed of any protest on the part of any 

f the upland owners within the proposed annexation area. 

There are some representatives of upland areas in 

the audience today and the Chairman might wish to call for 

amplification on that subject from them, as well as from the 

City Attorney of Oxnard, Cit Attorney Hodges, it ho 	with u 

here this morning. 

However, on the basis of the facts presented to and 

av&ilable to the staff, and as it is here outlined, it is 

recommended that the Commission authorize the Executive Offic 

to notify the City' Council of the City of Oxnard ,hat, pursue 

the provisions of the Government Code, the State Lands Cc m 

2S mission has determined the present value of tide and suhn rge. 
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lands proposed to be annexed under City of Ox ard• Annexation 

Number 61 10A to be *1,471 800* 

MR. CHAMPION: I'd ike,  to ask Mr* Ho tig a questio 

here, as a fairly new Member of tha Lands Comaission* "What 

difference in our approach to the problems the State Lands V 

mica ion will have with anything Ve want to do with these tLd 

lands .- what differenoe in control or in dealings with the 

0 City would there be in this annexation? You say nmight not 

be minimized" and that isn't clear. 

M. HORTIG: The reason;  it isn't clear, Mr* Champio 

is simply we do not have a clear f4krecast of the future and 

lo the nature of the operation, the degree of the operation, th 

1 extent of oil and gas operations and additional ones over and 

above those that we now have on the books, of course, g..4vert 

the problem of the ;vela Jonship of city control, city tax 

16 as essments* 

17
1 
	 MR* CHAMPION: What legal controls would annexat on 

18 gtve the Cit 

19 	 R. HORTIG: Only taxation and nominal police powe 

20 We have had no problems with the exercise of municipal police 

21 powers as against State Lands C mmission authorized operations 

22 aon the tide and submerged lands after they have once been 

3 authorized:  but, as you can see, It is literally impossible t 

4 f.wecast what impact future city taxes might have on a pros 

25 p ctive lease which is yet to be offered for bid in terms of 

26 decreasing the amount f the b d the State of California migh 
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