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(In accordanc® WLtH Cdlendar Summary)
2 . ITEM ON PAGE OFF PAGE OF
ITEM CLASSIFICATION GAMQNMR CALENDAR TRANSCRIPT
51
' 1 Coniirmation of minultes
4 meeting January 22, 1962 1
512  PERITS, BASEMENTS, AND
RIGOTE~CP-WAY, NO FEE
o 8
N (a) Estero Municipal
| 7 | Improvement Dist. 30 1
8 (b) City of Stockton & L 3
9! 3  PERMITS, EASEMENTS, RIGHTS-
OF-WAY, LEASES -~ FEE
10 ‘
() R. W. Cypher 2227 522 8
11
(b} Pacific Gas & Elec.Co., 10 23 9
12
| (¢) Pacific Gas & Elec.Co. 20 24 g (off cai*d
13
| (d4) H.K.Porter, Inc.
~€E§ 14 Thermold Division 12 26 15
’ 15 () Robinet Logglog Co. 17 28 15
18 (£} Southwest Explor.Co. 11 20 16
17 (g) Tidewater €1l Co. 13 30 16
P 18 (n) Mobil Cil Co. 4 31 16
19 (1} Mobil Cil Co. 2 33 17
20 (3} Texaco Ine, 6 34 17
21 {MOTION ON LEQVE ITEM3S IN CLASSIF,3
WITH THE KXCEPTION OF (c)) ~~~~~~~ v e e e e e 5200
<2 (k) Standawd OLY Co, of .
25 Calif, ,West.Op. s Inec. 2 35 17
24 (MOPXCN O (k) ONLY) =mwcmomn- e -~ 28
5 (1) san Dlego ftas & Elee. 3 36 29
28 (m) Standard 011 Co.of Calif, .
and shell 0Ll Company 2l 29
. (MOPLON ON CLAGOIR. G EXCRET (e) md (1) )mmme 20

OFFIGE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCADURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA



i e
N g = O

14

N
e

1L

INDEX |
{in accoriance WLIFTE Calendar Summary)
centinusd
ITEN QN PAGE OF DPAGE OF
CALENDAR CALENDAR TRANSCRIPT

ITEM CLASSINICATION

G B R N e

© o N o

3 CITY OF LCNG BEACH FROJECTS

{a) Town Lot 13 38

o
ot

Zb} Piar A, Diversion

Dike Remedial 40

Lh

(¢} Pier A, Diversion
Dike Eemedlial

Lo
fud

{d) Pier A, Berths 3.7

P e

[e} Pourth Agreement suppl.
. Grilling and operalting
contract 3/12/47 Parcel
4 - Long Beach and
Richfield 0411 29

5. HAND TTEMS
{a) Bale Vacant School Land
(1) Henry L.Miller,Jr 1 i a5
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GOV. ANDERGON: The meeting of thé Btate Lands
Commission will come %o order. The Pirst item 18 confirmabic
of minutes of meeting of Janwary 22, 1962,

NR. aﬁaxﬁw@ﬁ: L move approval.

GOV, ANDERSON: Seconded, and carried unanimously .
For the record, we might note that Controller Cranston and
Lleutenasnt Governcr Anverson are present and cunstitute a
quoTLT,

MR. CRANSTON: Glenn, the Director of Fimance 1s
unavoldably absent because of pudget problems up in 3Sacrament

GOV. ANDERSON: Item 2 is permits, =asements, and
rights-of~-way to be granted to public and wther agenclies at
no fee, pursuant to statube. The congideration is the publie
tonefit,

First applicant is the Esterc Muniecipal Improvenent
Listrict ~- a permit to dredge State sovereign lands in Bel-
mont dilough, San Mateo County, and deposit spoils on aéjacenﬁ
State lands; a 49-year life of structure permit for sanitary |
and recreablonal facilities, all in connecbicn with develop-
ment of a publlie park, MNr. Horble?

MR. HORTIG: Mr. Chairman, in addition to this
specliflc appllcarvion Lor a limited apea project, I bellieve (4
would be of inberest o Phe Commisslion o know that this Lo
one ol the elemento in a large scalo development of an area ‘
gnowa as Prewer Iloland, whleh will be {illed gubstantially by

means of 111 material obtalned {rom the dredging of San Bruy

QEFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEGURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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i

shoals, for whilch purpose a legase hayg hevetofore be\n issued

14

2 ‘@§ the Lands Commissien pursuzat to competitive public biddingl
% 1 bo thalsamﬁ applicant here involved. In terms of the larger
a.;pﬁcgeat there will be royalty revenues to the State of Caliw
@  fornia for the fllled project. There are no royalty revenues
8 | in conmnectlon with the application on file bere thic morning
7 jand the material will gimply be relocated, not removaed from the
8 | general area, and the area fllled will be operated as a public
9 | pAPK.

G GOV. ANDERSOM: What city is this adjacent to?

11 HORTIG: Nearest to San Bruno and San Mabteo on
12' the Bay shore.

15‘ GOV, ANDERSCON: Now, I am not objecting to this

14 | particular applicavion but I'd like to get a iivtle laformallan
15 | as to the over-all picture., fQulite often when I am in the Bay
16 | area people asxk me "Is there an over-all plan for development
17 | in the Bay avea?" and I am at a lcss to be able to explain,

18 | because I understand there is not an over-all plan -- wWe are
19 | doing this on a plecemeal basis. Now, has the State Lands Con-
oo | mission ever attempted to compe up with any kind of guide cor
21 { plan, or are we golng to do this on the came basis in the

-

o2 | future?

%}' 23 MR. HORTIG: Mr, Chalrman, the poliecy elements are, .

g4 | starting with the £lrst essentlal that you have already com-

¥

w5 { mented on, that there is not now an over-all plan fop devolop

2g ¢ ment of lands in San Franclsco Bay. There are a muldtlpilelty

,)v 4_ OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCKDURE, STATE QF SALIFORNIA
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of plans repregentling the degires and programs primarily of
the clty and county planning commisslong, which citles and

countles front on San Franclsco Bay. There are several reglon
counclls who mee’s and diliscubs Lhelr common problems; bub, insos
far as the application of a plan to a particular arez, this o
date is stlll in accordance with the wishes of the local con-

munities and local planning sgencies, and so forth,

The dlfficulty of State Lands coming up with 2 co-
ordinated plan for the San Franclsco Bay area stems primarily
from the fact that extensive areas of tide and submerged lands
were sold by the State Llnto private cwnershilp many years a&ago,
particularly circa 1870. Additicnally, many of the municil-
palities, and certsinly all of the leading municlipalities,
fronting on San Franclsceo Bay have received grants in trust of
thelr tide and submerged lands within thelr c¢ity limits cn
San Francliseo Bay; &0 these lands are no longer under the

Jurisdlction of the 3tate Lands Copmilosion, Again, then,

each municipallty that has such a tideland trust grant 1s prod

ceeding currently for the most part on plans whlch are con-
sidered deslrable for that particulsar municipallity.

GOV, ANDERSCN: New, have we ever taken these plans
ag the clty and county plannling agencles have lined them out
have we cver taken thom and put them in an over-all prospectu
30 wWe can sec wheore they are gelag?

MFt, HORPIG: No sir, we have not, The Ltate Office

of Flanning of the Depariment of Ploance hos made o tentative

al

rog

E]

R¥2
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1} analysls of that, which we have reviewsd and cormented on
‘
2 | insofar as lands under the Jurlsdiction of the Siabe Lands Coij-
9 | misslion; but vy far the grester percentage of the area that ié
,1 4 ; under conglderation for current development in San Francisco |
fg & Bay 1s involved 1ln or within the scope of one of these indi-
fﬁ' 8 | vidualized plans by & partlcular locality tor their own means
ij 7 | end wlthout coordination.
; iiy 8 (0V. ANDERSCN: About a year or sc ago when we werﬁ?
’ ,E? 9§ locking for a site for the university, remember, tThere was
b kgn 10 | scme comment or suggestion of f£illing in some of the low lands
. ) 11 | in the south end of the Bay bvecause thls 1s State property. k
i i; 12 | The suggestion of this and the publicity recelved made me atb
f‘?ﬁ 13 1 lesast evolve a lot of questlons: Do you have a Stave program?y

14 | What does the State own? What is the plan? What dogs the

. 15 | city and county own? Do you have any over-all plan for the

i 16 | Bay area®

h 17 Maybe this is not a4 subject for State Lands, bub 1t
T 18 | scems to me we are Invelved in this and if we aren't the cnes|
N 19 | to put this together in some sort of a planned progran, maybe

20 | it's the Deparbtment of Finance or mayhe 1t 1% a regional
=1 | ageney, Lf it 1s not set up yeb. It seems Ho me there should

22 | be some answeyr when people ask "What 1s your ultimate cbjec-

RY

23 | L ive? Are you polng te £ill ia these lands -- what ls your
24 | ultimate objective?" and we have to gay "There is no plan.”
25 MR. HORTIG: Mr. Chalrman, after my negatlve repord

26 | I am happy to report on at lesst twoe arfirmative factors in

BIEOE V4% AR KPQ
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Qomnv@&aan with what you have Just commented on,

T S ¥

| several yeare age the Lands Division did prepare & complels m&&

tgrants in the San Franclsce RBay area; and I bellove for your

{ that of the desirahle lands -- Chose desirable from the stand-
| peint of development purposes other than navigation -- the

majority are lands which are no longer under the Jurisdiction |

I Division or Commlssion should take leadershin in trying to

g

First, as a cesult of an lnguiry by the Legislature
showing jurlsdiction, general title distrlibubion, lcsation of |

records currently we should probably send to you another copy

of that report to bhe &@gislmtureg which highlights the fact

-

n.

of the Svate Lands Commizsion.
However, even with a minority under the Jjurisdicticn
of the Inandg Commission, the staff has been aware of the needg
for and the desirability of Joeint operations, with the result
that with every regional councll, coordinating plan or ylanning
group who nave sxpressed any interest in the possibliiby of
developing a coordinatsd plan for Ban Prancisco Bay we are Qn‘

record with those ormanlzatlons s wishing to cocoperate, Lo
cntribute the records and the experience of the Commission Lo
thelr deliberations in developing & coordinated plan. However,
no ¢oordinated plan has yet been developed.

GOV, ANDERSON: Do you Think that the State lLands
bring about a cogrdinataed plan;: or do you think scmeone else
s responsible, some other agency?

MR, HORTIG: ke, Chalrman, milgbht I sugpest that 4

OFFICE OF ADMINISTEATIVE PROCIDURE, BTATE OF CALIKCRNIA




directive to the staff fto analyze Just thiz guestion and re-

N

port to the Commisslon I belleve would be desirable. We have,

¢f course, approached it wup to now from the standpoint that

e JZ?QW :’;::"4-_‘ ‘
(&

4 { the Lands Commlssilon, having the mincerlity interest. was not
4§V 5 | necessarily the agency to take the iead In this progranm. H@Wf
*3 8 | ever, this does not absoclutely have to be the case znd we are'
) %2 7 | not aware of sny study that has been undertaken heretolore to
;ﬁé 8 | determine who 1in State goverr.int might properly take the lead.

g1 If the stafl were to undertake the study of this guestion and!
10 | report to the Commission, some significant factors might be

11 | developed and at least it ccouid be determined whether or not
12 | the Commission should go forward or continue “o cooperate wi h
13 | whoever wishes {0 be coorerated with in the Jan Franclsco B&yf

14 | area.

15 GOV. ANDERSON: I think this should be done. T sif
; lai'cn a courle of ofther beards that have responslblillty in the
w 17 | Bay area -- for example, the Toll Bridge Autherity -- and jus$
‘%5 18 | net too long back we had quite a2 diseu splon there on the
v 19‘ bridges we were bullding because it didn't add to the esthetis
i; so | value of the San Franclsco Bay area. The guestlon arcse:
;, 21 1 "Is there any standard {or esthetics 1ln the areat®" Again,
zg‘ whose respoasibllity iIs thils? Is 14 the Department of Fublile
;% os | Works!, the State Lands Commissloni®s, or the agencles!t tnvolved
«; ggi in the Pay area® L think theres shouid be sueh o obtudy.
V 25 Woudd 1t be all right i Lt werv understood a moblop

og | were pecued Lo have our staflf analyze this and report 1§ back

QFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PRUOCEQURE, 8TATE OF £AL) REYY
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to wo?

2

: ;
MR. CRANSTON: It certainly would. You will r@&@ll
this lc somethlng we discussed, Frank, some time g0 andsxpu
jdid prepare some report. '
MR. HORTIG: AT the time, for the benefit of the
Chalrman, there was a posslble propvosed specifile plan fcr the
entire HBay that was being reviewed, wnich plan has sincy,

practically speaking, been shelved and therefore thers s no

o 0 ~ 6 4 s B’ D

baglis for further consideradtlion because of the cobjections that

were developed by bodies having authorit,, notably the Army

' 2
=
o

11 | Cerps of Englneers, with respect to navigation interests and

12 | 89 forth.

é : 13 I do concur this can well be the take-off point for
y 1@;a.curr@nt study of the current situaticn. We do know there are
Z 15 other aew studies over and above those previously consifered

j{ 16 underway right now and the status of these ......
iy 17 GOV. ANDERSON: By whom? |
{ ‘§ 18} MR. HORTIG: University of California and U. 3. Army
m 19 | Corpe of Engineers are two that come to mind immediately. How
n op | these would coordinate and how comprehensive they are &n@ how
f% py | they would coordinase with a plan ia which the Lands CQmmissiqn
T 20 could take a lead, This repori would cover.
- . GOV. ANDERGON: I am aware of The uaiversity ohe
o4 | because I am a member of that. The discusslon on that wis pro-
25 bectlon, pebalining the beauty of the Bay, ang entlrely differ-

26 gn' Lrom the thingt we are votling on here.
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MR. CRANSTON: ILet's have such a staff report and

study .

GOV. ANDERSUHN: It has been moved and seconded, unani-

mously carried, that our stalf make a study and analysis of
this and report back to us at a subsequent meeting; and I am
not maklng any questicn of thir item (a).

We will move on to item (b). Item (b) -~ City of
Stockton, 4G-year life-of-structure permit, 0.01l7 acre sub-
merged land in San Joagquln River, San Jeaguin County, for
tide recording gauge.

MBR. CRANSTON: I move approval of Item Classlificatid

GOV, ANDERSON: It has been meoved and seconded,
carried unanimously.

Item 3 is permlits, easements, leases, and rights-of-

way issued pursuznt to statutes and established rental policies
of the Commission. The first appliicant i1s R. W. Cypher -- six

two-year prospecting permits, each for one hundred sixbty acres

proprietary land in Imperisl County, for geothermal stean,

mlneral waters and all minerals obther than oll and hydrocarbon

gases, atl standard royalty rates.

MR. HORTIG: Mr. Chairman, I might amplify on the
standard royalby rates because there are sixn prospecting per-
mibo o the same type already in exlotence and held by the
same applicant, The standard reyalty rote hereln referred tO

sodoy Lo that the royalsy rate in connecbion with Che

1n

OFFICE OF ADMIRIRTRAYIVE PROCROV I, BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
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development and utilization of geothermal steam would be the
same rate as that whlich the Commisslon has approved previously
for the other pre-existing prospecting permlts,

The permlts sought here today are part of a large
scale regional exploration and development program to deter-

mi.w the ultimate poscibilities of developing for southeprn

' California a new source of energy, geothermal steam, which is

known academically to exist in the Salton Sea area ~- the

W @ a1 ® O & RN

southeastern Salton Sea area in Imperial County -- but which

Ll ol

s d

e e A o A R S s R e s D i
i T R o S R R S RO R e

. 3

has never heretofore been put to practical commerclal utilizas

T
-
- O

tion.

it
o

GOV. ANDERSON: Applicant (b) is Pacific Gas and

' Electric Company -- a U4Q-year right-of;way easement on half

-
A

an acre of submerged land of 0ld River, San Joaquin and Contrg

S, Wgﬂwﬁsﬁ N R Sy et
e X G R “ :
ek
k)
A ngl

15 | Costa counties, for overhead pole line, total rental $463.98.
18 Is applicant (c) off calendar?
® Ofi 17 MR. HORTIG: Mr. Chalrman, in view of the receipt by
%‘ 18 | staff of a request for deferment of consideration of item {e)]
| 19 | Pacific Gas and Electric Company application for a lb-year
20 | easement cover submerged lands of the southerly arm of San
21 | Francisco Bay, pending further planning review, Lt 1s recom-
20 | mended that the Commission defer action of this ltem at this
23 | time. Also, Mr., Chalrman, Mr. Tandy representing Pacific Gas
24 | and Electric Compény deslres to be heard 1ln connection with
o5 | this request Lor deferment of conslideration.
2l GOV. ANDELSON: Mr. Toandy, Paclfle Gas and dlectric

" x’ 9 P &
@ L | Company®
g
> OFFICE QF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, 8TATE OF CALIFORNIA
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I would like to respectiully reqguest that if at all possible

- bpeauty and trying o see whether there aren't possibilities

MRa»TANEK: My name L8 Gordon Tanﬁy,r@praﬁanﬁlng
Pacific Gas and Elecetric Company. Gentlemen, 1if is becoming
Increasingly ilmportant that we bring additional service into
the San Francisco Bey area and particularly the Penlnsula and ”
San Franclsco area. We are attempbing to deo thils through |
transmission lines, which acowally is item {¢), which would
crose the San Franclscs Bay and then go into a substatlon in
the Peninsula area.

GOV. ANDER3ON: Is this at the Dumbartoca Bridge?

MR. TANDY: Yes sir. %We have had several delays ang

consideration be glven to fthis. However, if you cannot or
feel you shouldn't, may I ask why 1t is being deferred abt this
time as we are anxious to go ahead with the service,

GOV. ANDERSON: My, Slerciy.

MR, SIEROTY: %Yesa, I requested the delay in con-

W

gidering this matter for these reasons: There 1s conslderabls
attention being given today, I believe, in California as to

the desiracillty of trying to preserve our snvironmental

of pubttlng utility lines underground, under water, or in some
othey way to see whether we cannot accomplish both the utility
function and also the beauty funetion.

Now, as we develop the 3San Francisco Bay area, we
continue to put transmlssion llines acroess the Bay, we sre

going to have a serles of power lines. We don't kunow what youp

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEIUNE, BTATE OF CALIFQRNIA



company's plans are, We'd like to know that {or the {uture.

i
gl Weld like to see Lf there 18 any possibility of tylng these
z | lines int¢ the bridge; we'd like %o find out what the possi-
4 1 bilitles ave @f'putting this line on tiwe bottom of the Bay;
; 5| weld like to know what the chances are of running this line,
| g | instead of across the Bay, down to the south end of the Bay;
71 weld like to know abou% the advisabllity of moving the pro-
g | posed line tc the south of the bridge an additional mile or s9¢,
5 | because we have found in the design of the new San Mateo-
10 | Hayward bridge that the power lines present addltional problﬁﬁs
11 | in the deSign cf the bridge. Some day we are going to have |
12 | to redesign the Dumbarton bridge, although there are no plans
13 | at this vime for this, and we wanit at that time To have no é
| 14 | interfrrence from the transmissicn lines. |
15 These are things we want to study. ¥We want your
é’ | 16 éoaperation in doing it. That's why the matter was asksd to
| 17 | be put off valendar today.
18 | MR. TANDY: Will we recelve a request from the State
19 | Lands Ccmmisslon to answer these guestions? ......
26 MR. SIEROTY: I think we could....
01 | MR, TANDY: ... to work wlth you on these questionsp

o5 | L might comment on a couple of them. As you may be aware, we
oz | went through public hearings with San Mateo County In obtain-
ing the land use permits for the construecticn of these lines
o5 | in the county. We studicd the site and we actually studlied

og | slternate sites Lnitlaliy suggested by tha San Mateo planning

ORFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE FPROCEDUNE. RTATE OF CALIFGRNIA
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stalff. However, in the sedbnd hearing thils regquost was with-
drawn, partly due %o thelr continued studies and also our
angwers o Thelr questions.

We had initlally propesed on this line to locate it
south of the Dumbarton bridge. IHowever, 1t would be interfer-
ing with or in conflict with the Dumbarton bridge, sc we have

moved it and proposed to construect it jJust north of the bridge.

0 =N » A o WP

I might add that this is bundle conductor construc-
g | tion. In effect, what this is, i{ is one line on your bundle
10 | conductor, It would take two ordinary lines to carry the volll-
11 | age that would be carried over the one bundle conductor line.
121 In effect, what you are doing -- you are doubling up your lings.
13 | This probably would be the flirst bundle conductor line or

14 | facility constructed in our system.

15 ¥We dontt anticipate at the time extending any more
16 { lines across. We feel this should serve from The east bay

17 | directlion, should serve atout the ultimate and possible fuburs
i8 | source of supply.

19 GOV, ANDERSON: 1a this in addition to the lines

20 | that are already there?

21 MBR. TANDY: Ye&s sir,
29 GOV, ANDERSON: Using the same towers and things?
23 MR. TANDY: Therz are no lines now just adjacent to

24 | the Dumbarton brldge. We have transmisslon lines by the San
o5 | Mateo-Hayward bridge, but none by the Dumbarton bridge. We

2¢ | intended or proposed to construct a substaticon on Ravenswood

OFFIZE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCKDURIE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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1 ?oint, which ialthe West end of Dumbarton bridga,
2 GOV, ANDERSCON: Would thls be something similar alonk
z | the San M&ﬁéé«H&yw&rﬂ bridge..... | b
4 MR, TaNDY: Yes sir.
GOV, ANDERSOHN: .... going aloug the Eumbarban bridgei

T8

MR, TANDY: VYes sir. As far as underground, we have

8

7 | made extenslve studles on underground and 1t i3 extremely dLLffl-
g | cult due to our heat factor; and as far as running tc the

g | southerly edge of the Bay, golng around the south end of the

10 | Bay and back ap, that area is quite heavlly developed. We have
11 | Moffat Field and it would be almost Impossible %o bring a line
12 | up from the south end of the RBay to get into the substation.
13 GOV. ANDERSON: How much more difficult is 1t ©op run
14 | under %the water?

15 | MR, TANDY: With this type of line 1t would be re-
quired that the line be placed in a pipe that is filled with &
17 high grede insulating oil under pressure, with the conductors
to be placad in this pipe. I can't honestly say whether it

would be possible $o cross the Bay. This I don't know. I Xnow

ap | from underground, this would be required for this type of

?5 facility. ©Now, I have discussed this a little bit with our

21
% oo | engineers as far as the Bay, and they say they honestly don't |
i%: nz | know at this time.
g“ 04 GOV. ANDERSON: These are the kind of questions thali
§* zg | Bome of ug are concerned with, because we Just came ouf of thé
: og | San Mateo-Hayward development on the Tol. Bridge Authority and

#
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| into conglideration. Why would we pul many millions more into

wWe féﬁnd there was a great dé&l of conceﬁn in the Bay area ovdg
the looks of what sort of atructure we were bullding. We had(
aimost gone ahead with one construction and found the people
were unhappy; and when we came back, a’ a result of a lot of
testlmony, we declded that in additlion to the utility value

something of the looks of the thing would have to be taken

building a certain kind of constrwition and then have these
lines? We are talking now about putiling anciher set of power
lines élong another bridge that we know in the not too distant
future we are going to have To build again, o take care of
the increassed traffic.

I think these are things we have to know. If the
cost on the job is something that can't be overcome., we will

be reasonable; but at least we should know what we are talking

R )

about and the alternabtives there are, and what consideration
has been given by the companies to these problems.

MR. TANDY: As far as different locatlons across
the Bay, we did study a number and 1t appears agaln this is

nearly the shorteat route. We are paralleling existing

Y73

faclllties acrosg the Bay instead of hitting a brand new roul
where there 1s nothing now; we are paralleling existing
facillties,

GOV. ANDERSUN: Could this kind of line be con-
structed on the bridge itself or under it -~ somefhing of

that sort?

QEFICK OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCRDUAK, STALYE OF CALIFORNIA
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1 MR. TANDY: This I don't know.
2 GOV. ANDERSON: Tihls 1s the kind of questlon we want
N 3 @ L answers to. | k
& 4 MR. TANDY: I might add -- as far as the hearings we
1-j:f S [ went through in San Mateo County, the two public hearings,
53§} 8 | there were no objections from the audience whatsovever, nor waq
; gﬁ 711t aprealed to the Board of Supervisors.
;’;; 8 ] .oV, ANDERSON: There were no objections to the bridge
y;'> 9 | we were starting to bulld until we started to build it and
1“%% 18 | then there were, so we stopped and looked at a new design. I
é © 11| Son't think it will hurt too much to take this off calendar.
2 12 | MR, TANDY: May I ask -- the soonest we get Ghis
;f%:/ 13 | directive and letter, we will appreciate it.
7§€;? 14 | GOV, ANDERSON: You could get this letter to hinm,
| g%f 15| Frank? (Turning to Mr. Cranston), You have no objection?
f - 18 | MR. CRANSTON: I am all for 1t.
! 17 MR. TANDY: Thank you.
»M %’ 18 GOV. ANDERSON: Proceeding on to item (d) -~ H. K,

{ B 13 | Porter, Inc., Thermoid Division -- a ten-year renewal of Leacg
.;{ 20 | P,R.C. 245.1, effective 8/22/61, for 2.1 acres tide and sub-
{5$K 21 | merged lands of New York Slough, Contira Costa County, at annual

22 | rental of $793.80. Used for water intake and dlschar, lines
23 | and generai atorage area.
24 Appllcant \e), Roblnet Logglng Company -~ accepbancg
25; of qultclaim deeds for P.R.C.'s 1629.1 and 1wO4.1, Klamath

q’b 23; Riter, Humboldt County. Leases csncclled because logping

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROGEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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opergtions h&Yeibaan completed. Mr. Horbtlg? '
MR, HORTIG: Mr. Chaiman, in addltion to the agendg

. quitclaim deeds, though authorized for aaﬁeptance by the

bonds be released until there has been a site clearance in-

11 |
leases now?
1 State Lands Division.

| 011 and Gas Lease P.R.C. 1344.1, Huntington Beach Field,

- Orange County.

item appearing on page 28, I wish to call the attention of the
: : I

Commission to the facl that %hera are performence bonds g6ill

on file to guarantee performance under these leases; and the

Commission today, will not in fact be accepted nor will the

spection at the site to debtermine that the property has in -

fact been restored to the condition in which 1t existed at thé
time of the lease.

GOV. ANDERSON: Is that precaution in most ¢f our
MK, HORTIG: Yes, it is standard practice with the

GOV. ANDERSOK: Applicant (£) is Southwest Explora-

tion Company -- assignment te Signal 0il and Gas Company of

Applicant {g) is Tidewater OLl Company -- fifteen-
year lease with provision for renewal for two ten-year terms,
1.16 acres submerged lands in Carquinez S8tralt at Port fCosta,
Contra Costa County, annual rental $198.60; occupied by oil
unloading whaprf.

Applicant (h) 1s the Mobll 0ll Company -- six-month

permlt to conduct submarine geophysical exploration operations

QFFICE OF ADMINIRTRATIVE SROCEDUAX, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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1 du?img period 4/1/62 ﬁhrémgh‘9/30/%2,’t1de‘and submerged lanﬁé
2 | of San Luls Oblzpo, Santa Barbara, Ventura, Los Angeles, Ozange,
% | and San Disge counbles.
@{' (1) is Mgbil 01 Company -~ six-month geclogical
5 'surV@y permié for period 4/1/62 through 9,/30/62, tide and sub{
e | merged lands of San Luls Obispo, Santa Rarbara, Ventura, Loo |
7 | Angeles, Orange, and San Diego countles.
8:} (3} is Texneon Inc. ~- six-month geological survey
o | permit for period 4/1/62 through 9/30/62, tide and submerged
10 { lands of San Luils Obispo, Montersy, Santa Cruz, San Mateo, Sa%
11 | Francisco, Marin, Sonoma, Mendocino, Humboldt, and Del Norte
12 | counties. That would just about cover the State,
15 MR. HORTIG: (In answer to guestion by mr. Cranston!
14' not audible %o reparter} IL geoes on to the next item because
15 | of the difference between geological and georhysical.
18 GOV. ANDERSON: Applicant (k) ~- Standard Oil Company
17 | of California, Western Operaticns, Inec. -- six-month permit
18 | to conduct submarine geophysical operations for periocd i/2/62
i9 | through 10/1/62, tide and submerged lards of Santa Barbara,
oo | San Luls Oblspe, Monterey, Santa Cruz, San Matec, San Franclsgo,
ny | Marin, Sonoma, Mendocino, Humboldt, and Del Norte counties,
o0 ME. CRANSTON: You do have some objections on thisp
23 MR. MORTIG: Yes. Mr. Chairman, with respect to the
24 application by Standard Cil CGompany, two telegrams of protest
o5 | were received -~ one {rum Marin County Board of Supervisors
28 reading:
aﬂﬁ

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PRUCEDUNE, STATE OF CALIFGRIUA

S+ 000 20M BFY




"Marin County Boerd of Supervisors strongly

.
) 5 opposed 1o appiiaatipn of Standard 011 Cowpany
u g of Califlornla for permlt ailowing @ampan& to
w 4 conducth suﬁmarine gxplopration Qyératiﬁms on
g coast line of county and particularly so in
8 view of pending creation of Pt. Reyes Nafionsl
7 Seashore Area ard recreabional use of all waler-
8 front which wowld be Jeopardized 1In event such
gJ explorabion should prove successy
10 (signed) George H. Gnoss, (lerk
11 * J . Marin County Board of Supervisors" |
12 We also recelived a telegram addressed to the State

13 | Lends Commission:

14 "Please be advised that yepresentabives from
5 15 the County of Santa Cruz will e present atv
Ljig‘ 18 the hearing oun March 2G.

r zp 17» (signed) Frapcis Sllliman, Chairman
| T.f 18 | Santa CGruz County Board of Superviscrs®
’ 19 In this connecticn, the staff wlzhes to report |
f‘j%( 20 | concern over the existence of these objections because the

% n] | countles have, as a matter of standard practlce by the State
y ‘%‘ oo | Lands Commission, always been Informed of the pendency of
s” g‘ | o5 | applications for geophyslcal exploratlion permits and Iin the

o4 | case of six prior permits, which also involve the offshore 1n )

o5 | Marin County, and al least six In Saanta Crus County, the

el
| . 26 | respective countles have heretofore indicated nonobjectlon To
\ CFMIGE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, ATATE DF CALIFORNIA
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{the Commlsslion in connectlon with the lLssuance of permits ;
{ ¥hilch were identical in cgntant, control and purpose '  ther

for whlch application 1s made here todsy. In addition .....

 was recelved as of four thirty-seven p.m, yesterday evenling
| addressed to the State Lands Commission from Mr, H, ¢. Vespar,

| President, Standard Ol1l Company of California Western Opera-

GOV. ANDERSON: Ave all these counbies notified in
ample tlme? How much time do they have?
Mﬁ, BORTLG: Normslly never léa& than {ifteen days

and many times up to forty-five days. In additimn, a telegranm

tions, fnc,.:
"wor your information, the following 1is a statement |
which has been given to the press, boards of super- |
vigors and county planning directors in all coastal
counties from Santa Cruz to Del Norte:

Thers secems %o be an unforiunabe lack of
undera%anding concerning our application to the
California State Lands Commission for a permit o
conduct siishore expleration activities noxrth of
?oinﬁ Conception. We have merely asked permission
to condvet roubtine selsmographic and other ex-
ploratlion programy to obtain data for use in
possible hldding on Federal offshore leases 1f
and when these lands become available. This
does not involve any drilling opersticns elther

ongsheore or offashore,
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" We are only one of a number of campani%s
whieh have filed for simllar permits. Operaﬁimns
of this kind have already been conducted byfcther
companles in thils general area. j

We have no plans to drill any oil welﬁ off
the coast in this area., Leases, of ccourse, must
be secured before any such plang can be ccngidered.
These Federal lands lie beyond the three-mile
State Jurisdiction. The State is involved only
because it administers these lands for the lederal
goevernment .

There 1s no basis in fact for the rumors that we
are av present consldering drilling operations at
or near Sanbta Cruz, Pt. Reyes or anywhere @iﬁe
along he lJalifornia coast north of Point anception
OQur company has conducted exploration aperatgons
off the Pacific Coast for many years under the
complete supervision of the appropriate Sﬁaﬁ@ and
local government authorities and with the acéept-
ance of local fish and wlldlife organizations.

It has been proved many times over that such
activities are not harmful to the scenic and Wildu
life resources of the areas iﬁvolved.

The princlpal tool of offshore explorat$on
ls the selsmographic curve, which records the

results of a carefully planned and executed seples
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"of harmless underwater detonations te obtaln a

'profile of the eartht!s cruat below, Our geologlsts

then review this technlcal information to defermine

whether further investigation ls warranted.

We have always consldervred fuliy the interest
of the public in planning and carrying forward our
oil exploration, and we will certainly continue to
do so in this area.”

MR. HORTIG (continuing): Additionally, for the
record, Mr. Chairman,‘and in resﬁonse to Mr. Cranstonfs ques-
{ion, while the telegrams of protest relate only to the appli-
cation for geophysical exploration permit in the area specirfig
this follows logically because only on geophysical exploratilor
operabions which involve the use of explosives has the Lands
Commigéion notified the onshore counties heretofore.

Geological explorations,wnlich are conducted without
the use of explosives, consisting of taking bottom samples or
drilling shallow holes oflfshore from floating equipment which
from onghore has all the appearance of an anchored fishing
vessel, has never been objected to by anylcounty or by any
municipality and has never therefore been a source of a regu-
lar notificailon program for consilderation.

The genesis of the Commission's authorization or
direciive that counties be notified was restricted to geo~
physical exploration permits in oxdei that countles where

explusives would be aget off offshore would be nctifled in

d,

]
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advance; and, as I sald earlier, with respect to the two
protestant counties, Santa Cruz and Marin, there have been at
least six exploratlion permlts in the past operated under
identical condltlons as those propogsed here, wlithout objectlony
on behalf of those protesting countles.

GOV, ANDERSONs Are there people here from Santa
Cruz County?

Mﬁ. SANBROOK: My name is John Sanbrook, represent-
ing Santa Cruz County-

GOV. ANDERSO&: You are representing the County?

MR. SANBROOK: Yes, ‘

GOV. ANDERSON: In what capacity?

MR. SANBROCK: I am Assistant ﬂeﬁhty Counsel, Mr,

Chalirman. For the record, I would like to indicate fhat

Santa Cruzts position here is not one of protest, but primarily

one oif concern., This teiegram was sent last night and is
actually not a protest. The County Board of Supervizors con-
sidered this matter at thelr regular meeting on March 26th
and were somewhat favorably incliined. They had some deep
reservations primarily from the standpoint that possibly ex-
plosives would be used and the effect explosives coudd have oo
the wildlife in the area, This ls primarily the conceru the
County Board of Supervisors had. It is notb acbually one of
protest; actually, it is favorable.

GOV. ANDERSON: Have you had these other exploratlion

before?

OFFICK OF AIMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

i3




23

1 ME, SANBROOK: Possibly we have. I have never hear&

o 1t.

Fie)

GOV, ANDERSON: Has it hurt the wildliife?
MR, SANPROOK: We had a report that apparently iv

3

4

g | bad no effect on wildiife.

8 MR, SIEROTY: Is it nol true that these Sests are

?

£l

7 1 8upervise
a wR, HORTIG: Concurrent permits from the Department |
g i of Fish and Game, with & reglonal inspector at all ﬁimes

10| present. Additionally, there is an inspectocr of the Stute

11! Lands Commlission sboard the boab.

12 ME. CBANSTOW: What are the effects on [ish and
13 | wildlife? |
14 MR, HORTIG: In 19560, the Department of Fish and

15 | Game,aflter extensive studies ang cooperative determination of

z 16 | control conditions with the State Lands Commission as to the

17 | type and size of explosive charges; debtermined that such operg-

e | 18 | tions could be conducted when convroulled by the Lands Commis-
S0 19| sion and Fish and Geme Commission withoubt any detrimental

og | effect on the marine life; and 1t is only under these control
i 21 | concilbions that there has been any geophysical exploratlion
22 | off the California coast since 1950, includlng six prilor per-
g 1 oalbs undsy the same conbrol conditlons which wepe effective
24 | ror Santa Cruz County before.

258 ME. CRANSTON: On a reliated point, L heard the fear

ad been expressed in Santa Cruz that there might be unslghtly
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oll derricks cropping up oflshore,

1

® 5 MR. SANBROOK: This Ls true.
“{;fz‘#, z MH. CRANSTON: The wire we have received from
éﬁ,ff - 4 | Standard OLl Company states they would like to do this work
:% ii‘ 5 | unly to give them data that would be helpful to vhem ir there
;f;% + g | 18 a posalblllity of bldding on Federal offshore areas which
4% fE?' 7 | are beyond three mlles out, and the actuval fact is the State
. Q%j g | is without authority and is forbidden to permit any drilling
‘?4ﬁ%, g | without the three-mlle limit under the Federal authority, so
k i%; : 10 | there actually is no danger. In vlew of what has been sald
e ﬁ§' 11 ( here, do you think there is any objecvion by Santa Cruz?
';i‘éj» 12 MR. SANBROQK: Not that I can see. They Just Qanted
: fé 13 to see that appropriaﬁe restricticons would be piaaed in effec?

14 | 1f necessary.

h éi 15 | MR. CRANSTON: The restrictions are already in
5':%M 16 | effeet. |
= MR. SIEROTY: On this matter of the oll derricks,
;;E: J 18 | Mr. Hortig, do you think it would be helpful to polmt out the
f_v;%;:, 19 | new methods 1n use?

;Mv; 20 MR. CRANSTON: Bub there Ls ro drilling anticipated

e ' his 1 .
J 21 | @t this time

I MR. HORTIG: Except possibly we might stats in con-
; oz | nectlion with Mr. Cranston®s discussion, the State Lands Com-

o4 | misslon could not under present State law conslder any area

y 2o

ng | offghore of Santa Cruz County for oll and gas lease unless an

Ll

og | until 1€ were nccessary to offer such laands to offset dralnag:

o OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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of adjolning lands; so untll Santa Cruz 1ltself and through
its planning commisslons authorizes the establishment of a
threat on the upland derricks, of necesslty under present law
this would arise flirst on the uplands rather than on the tlde-
lands.

MR. CRANSTON: Frank, Iet me ask a guestion that

ariges out of that. Suppose the Federal goverument authorized

® N B U o W’ N

drilling seaward from the present holdings and we feel we are
9 | being drained; does the present law authorize us to zonsider

10 | offering leases?

11 MRE. HORTIG: I belleve it would sir, to protect thatf.
12 GOV. ENDERSON: Any further comments?
13 MR. LOCATELLI: My name is Locatelli, member of the

14 | Board of Super?isors.'

15 GOV. ANDERSON: What county?
16 MR. LDGﬁTELLI: Santa Cruz. I am on the Board

17 | there and 1 understand you are on the Board of Regents. The

18 | Board was split there in granting this permit. They feel thlg

—r

oy

19 | way: If a permit is granted, then a company comes 1in and thej
20 | go ahead and get the lease for drilling; of course the Planninmg
Commission informed us that would be a kind of hard decal be-

20 | cause four things came up in Monterey Bay. First, the Unl-

By ot NI - s U o g i
D S TR S A,
tay)
i

23 | versity of Californla is coming In; second, you are spending

three million dollars for a new hacht harbor whlch yau are noy

oY)
S

1

\e\_f/ 3 J RV T

25 | developling, and the people sald they dont't want any derrlchk

out there or anything else to ruln the scene of the bay and

OFFICE OF ADMINIBSTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA



20

they don't want no oll operation out on the bay in Santa Cruz

Bay, because we have a lot of people on the beaches and {ishlng.

Two of the Board members tried to gat me to reverse

N S

my vote., I was trying to vote for this exploring. They didn’t
like to see any dynamite or explosive of any kind. The Fish
and Game don't like it either, but they say they are‘conbroiled
by the State Lands Commlssion, whatever you want to say.

I want to say this very brlef - - we are only down

O O =N & O

here to get information; thatls what we are here more for,
10 | but we recelved a right to explain this morning. That's all
11| E want’to say.

12 One of the things I want to go on record: Il a

1% | permit 1ls being granted for drilling, then the Board of Super4

14 | visors 1s going to file a protest.
15 MR. CRANSTON: Do you concur with your County Counsgl
18 | that you would have no objecﬁi&n in view of what was saild?
17 MR. LOCATELLI: Thatts right. Two Board memberé
18 | were agalnst 1t. |

19 GOV. ANDERSON: Is there a representative from Marin
oo | County here?  (No response)

21 zsxthére any 1nfo§mation3 Mr. Hortig, when the Stabe
2o | Lands Conmission does allow one of these companies €o do one
9z | of these exploraticn jobs and they go out there that the Fish
o4 | and Game feels reluctant to protest? Do they feel they are
o5 | obligated Lo some othor policy setl ﬁp by scme other Stale

£

26 | agencey? Or Lo thls a wrong impresslion?

LN A3 1 QCM IR0
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MR. HORDIG: I would say it 1ls definitely an incor-

rect impression, Governor Anderson, because the permlt confrol

| and condlitions that are in the concurrent permlt required from

the Department of Fish and Game are determined by the State
Fish and CGame Commission and apre administered Ly the State
Department of Fish and Game, completely independently but

happily cooperatively with the operations that are conducted,

adminlstrated and inspected by the State Lands Commigsion.

As a matter of fact, actually the tendency has been that in
connection with the use of explosives and their potential
effect on marine life, the State Lands Commission has leaned
heavily on the technlcal advise of the State Department of
Fish and CGame ag to what would be accepitable in that area and
has modified State Lands Commlssion concurrent permits in crde
to require exactly that and not permit any more than a Flsh
and Game permit auvthorizes in terms of explosives used, which
explosive use has been determined by the Flsh and Game Conmls-
sion to be such that 1t will not be detrimental to marine life

MER. STZROTY: Mr. Hortig, the purpose of these ex-
plorations is to gather information, and this ilnformation
becomes part of the records available tc this Commisslon, 1s
that not true?

M ESman.

MR. HORTIG: Upon regquest these data under these

permits must be made available to the Lands Commlssion as

confidentlal information.

GOV. ANDERSON: DBut strletly in confldence.

W
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MR. CRANSTCN: Mr. Chalrman, I think 1t would be
approprinte to ack the representative of Standard 0Ll LL they
would agree ~~ as they have agreed upiler similar circumstances
In the past, or other compsnles have in the past ~- to defer
the application insofar as Marlin is concerned, so we wlll have
an opportunity to explain to thoem the factes that have been ox-
plained to the people from Santa Cruz. I am prebty conflident
that thelr objections would be ended once the staff and
Standard Q11 have explalned the sltuation to them, and this
could he taken up at the next meeting in Sacrsmento, where
they could ve present if they wish to be; bub as far as I am
concerned the balance of the application would be approved.

GOV. ANDERSCON: Is there any representative of the
Standard 011 Company, Western Operations?

MR. ARMSTRONG: My name is R. ﬁg Armstrong, repre-
senting the Standard 01l Company of California. We would have‘
no objection to deferring the granting of the geophysical per-
nit as to Marin Counby. We would like to commence coperations
elsewnere and Lf you wish to defer it o the next meeting
that wlll be satisfactory to us,

MR. CRANSTON: In respect to this iltem, I move that

| 1t be apprecved with the excepbtion of Marin and that that go

over to the next meeting, and that Standard and the Lands Com~

mission staff be instructed to discusg this wlithh the Marin
people prior to the nezt meeting.

GOV, ANDERSON: Seconded and carried unanimously.
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:ba the other two memb&ra the actlon taken here? I think their

wbjeatibns would be cancelled aliso.

(1) -~ Zzn Diego Gas and Blectric Company -- deferment for lea

i year ended 3/4/62 of operating requirements spedified in Sec-

additicnal construction anticlpated. :

} 10/13/62, offshore Santa Barbars County. Time needed to com-

plete evaluation of ezploratory prospects.

MR. CRANBTQON: OSupcrvisoer Locatelli, will you explal

GOV, ANDERSOK: PFrocesding with the calendar, item

tion 10 of Mineral Extraction Lease P.R.C. 2094.1. DPredging

operations temporarily completed, but further extraction for

Applicant {m) -~ Standard 01l Cfompany of Califocrnia
and Shell 0il Company -~ deferment of drilling requiremencs

under 0il and Gas Lease P.R.C. 2198.1 from 4/14/62 through

HR. CRANSTON: I move approval of all ltems under
Item Classiflcation 3, with the exception of (¢}, which was
removed from todayt!s calendar, and (k) which we have already
acted upon. )

GLY. ANDERSON: I am goling Lo second 1t. Before we
wvobe on it, I would like to get a llittle further explanation
of why the deferment of the drilling requirements on that
lease.,

MR. HORTIG: Yes, Mp. Chairman. The lease for the

subJect parcel was lssued pursuant Lo competitive bldding on

October 14, 1058, which provided a requirement for initlation

of drllling cperations within three yecars, which would have

1

H
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beeh‘actab@r 1, 1961, In fact the lesgees advanced thab
drilling schedule and dld not take advantage or disadvantage
of all the time they had to commence drilling, and actually
drilled and abandoned because they were unproductive four
wells on the lease, which have been drllled at a cost of
approximately one mlillion, five hundred thousand dellars --
which is the cost to the lessee in addition to the cash bonus
which was p-oid for the lssuance of the lease.

In connection with other lease offers of the Coumis-
sion recently, there have been further geophysical exploratior
of fshore in the same general Santa Barbara County area where
this lease is locabed and it is fel* by the lessees, and con-
c urred in by the stafl, that it would ﬁe desirable from an
effective and efficient operating standpoint to have a period
of time within which to evaluate and coordinate ail currently

availlable exploration data and the geologle results obtalned

from these four unsuccessful wells before the companies decidg

whether thelr program is going to be t£o quitclaim the lezse
back to the State or proceed with further exploratory drilling
| Therefore, 1t is recommended that the leassees he

granted a six-month deferment period in order to undertake
and hopefully complete such studies.

MR. CRANSTON: What was the date when this particuld
lease wiay made?

MR. HORTIG: This wes a late one, Dctober 11, 1058,

later than the other four parcels Lssued Ln '58, because therd
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