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,.Cgmmlssion, Whlch has a regulatory reSpansibility and not a
 ‘pm1icy re&pous;blllty in terms of farmulating State pmlicy,?
‘_ &nd it is hoped Lhat this p081tion aould aiso be used to |

“‘prov1de a focal pomnt for that interest.

‘Gtherwise, 1 don t think tnere is anything further new in

| thg hudget Frank is there?

© © =2 05“201‘4!#,"'(-71 Nl-‘ *

*mandation’and the review and recommendations of the Departmer

~of $25 OGO atd what will that entail? | | :
MR, HLREIG' This would be a one-item reproduction

bt et

af‘the basmc land title records that must by statute beroﬁ
 sarutiny, relative to land titles -- which are becoming

in usabla,form\for perpetuity. As far as;land title records

- Those two points are 1nvolvcd 1n4that pcsition.
MR, HQRTIG‘ No, 31r. There are-n@'substantive
changes in the proposal here before the Commission farrrécomw

Qf Flnunce

GOV« ﬁNﬂERaON. The ”Bocument Repraductlon ‘Ltﬁm

frayed and obllterated and must be reprcduued in order to be -

are concerned, this is a replacement of rernords that the
Lands Commission is required to keep. .

| GOV. ANDERSON: Those ére records we keep in |
Sacramento? | | | |
v MR%4H0RTIG: ‘o replace records that are‘wearing'
out and‘whicﬁJare‘nn file here in Sacramento,

MR, CHAMPION: Any questions on the hudget?'

‘file with the State Lands Commission and available for publid

© OFFICE OF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCEDBURE, BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
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1 GOV. ANDERSON: 1I'Ll move it.
21 MR C‘RANSTGH: Second. |
5 | | MR. GHAE«EP!:GN* 1t wil 1 styamd 'apprwed ;;aﬁd record,
ﬁj4 plnase, that I am nat votingu“ = |
: 5:5 = MR CH&MPIGN {continuing) The ofhér~itemvto come
E ¢J4 @ k before us thiﬂ~mcrning is the approval of the drxllmng and
 ‘7f  operating contract, Long Beach Harbor Department tldﬁl&ndS,
' § ,»more commonly knﬁwm as the “replaaement“ contract.
9y | | ‘1 have a wire Whl“h 1'd like to read and I think
‘(;0 we should hear some further expert opinion. It is addressed%
111 ¢o me as Chairman of the Commission. It reads:
) 12 ”Approval of the Long Beach Hirbor Department
Y ;5 : Replacemant contract which includes the trespassers areg
x;iiér under exmstlng and pending unltlzatlan agreements not
18] only could render the concract invalid but may actually |
;16 operate as a constructive fraud upon the State of Ca1i~~‘
~1? ',fornia'respectlng thekznallenabla,sovereign title held
f‘lgk by the State pursuant to Article 15 Section 3 of the
19, Constitution of this State, 1t is thevefore requested 1
a0 that you not take action pending full investigatian in
e the premisesw' Suhh,nanvaction~wm11 not result in
a9 . mandatory closing of the field as alleged by the agents A
35' . of the trustee City of Long Beach 1nasmu¢h.as the Harboy |
=4 Department can 1aga11y continue opervation during an N
‘25 interim pariad. (Signed) ergil 0 ‘Sullivan, State Senator™
26
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'read that it came to all of us, not: Just to you, because I

know I got cnes

'all/membersg There was no such 1nd1catlon here@

" sent and when it was veceived,

it says ”ﬁeliver deme? ' without any time stamp on 1t’ but it

| we&.mn'my ‘morning mail when I arrived this morning at nine

GGVQ ﬁHBERSQN“' 1 think,the cammunication Should

MR, cwmwm, ALL right, It has been received by

MR GOLBIN; Yrs Champion, I respeatfﬁliy suggest

that you, for the #eccrd;‘indicate when the communique was

MR CHAMPION:v*WEll' it was recelved by'me -

o’elock. o |
| GQV@;ANDERSGN:' The Sameay ghen»canvwa ask some
éuestionﬁ abéut'ié - later on or now?

'A MR, QHAM?IGN: 1¥d like toéay~sdme£hings in
general about this, without special reference;to this wire,Qv
but just about the‘general situation; ansl theﬁ go to the
particulax questiens in the telegram itseif, |

Some of the. things that I wanted to say, and 11l
say them as briefly as pqssxblg, were statements made before
the -joint committee hearings the other daykhut 1 think they'
bear repeating at this time. |

One is that we are here dealing only with the

replacement contract. We are dealing with the replacement of

r

the present opervating contramt whinch is different in several

respects in content from any contract proposal before us with

QEFILE OF ADMINIBTRATIVE BROGEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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respect to the new Wilmingtou‘Fiald == which is, of ceursé; S¢

”new'Wilmlngton,Fleld dally,

_,General who 15 the off1c1a1 1ega1 agviser for thls Commzﬁs;am

w 0 N o G & 1’ ™

.ﬂleglslatlve request” meaning any duly authorized committee

18

o

muchylarget@ The xelative,yieldskare under forty thousand
barrels ﬂnder'thé‘replacement centract; potential yiejds'are A

estxmat&d at one.hundred sixty thousand ba: rels upward in thL

At all stages of the discus@mon of the replaCEment

:(\.

contract we have acted on.the ba31s of’adv1ce of the ﬁttorney

as well as for the State of Calsfornla, that Lhe.doeuments
are sufficient; that_they are legal; that they do not iﬂvgblvei
anyfof.the various legal complications which have been rﬁ&séd
by those opposed to ox questioning the contfactm' f

There has not been, nor is not now befors us, ~any

1eglslative request that we not approve thlS contract -

of the Leglsla*ure, ‘In one committee a proposal was madé
that we be asked tcrdelay and it was disapproved by-somethlng
like a vote of eight to four, seven to three, something of
ﬁhatcharactérq Chairman Thomas of the Gegera1 Audits Com~ ||
mittee made it perfectly clear that his request for us to |
appear was in no way intended as a reguest that we delay the
contraatg He made that very clear and his committee made
no request for us to do £0. |
Every indication that we have had from our staff,

as well as from the agents of the City of Long Beach, has

been that there are either legal or practical obstacles to

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROQELURE, BTATE OF GALIFORNIA
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~any other solution in‘maintaining the £iald, NOW, there may

'\beylegal*wayskto dd it that are nct pract1ca1 and Lhere,nmw«:v

- no legal and praﬁtmcal ways that Chis field can be kept in

" operation if this contract is mot fulﬁllledm

'staff also informs us that this is a substantial improvemerns

© M W e o o N H

over the form that was arrived at formerly have resulteé in

" done under that 1awo

‘have been cited in the past as to profits undexr the ¢ld con~

it now has; that it has had no authority under any legislatdy

be practlcal ways to do it which are not legal, but thele any

I might,alse say, lest all of this séem,to be casg: |

in responsive terms to criticisms that were made, that the

on the present contract; that the affirmative efforts of the
Lands Commission to improve the terms and the affirmative

éfforts‘of the City‘of Long Beach to improVe the cantract

very’smbstantial improvements in this cnntract, and all of ¢
procedures in this ha»eﬁbgen.as dictated by the Legislature
in the‘past:and~we have no new'legislative instrﬁctions. W t

have a law under which to operate and all of this has been
I might say with resPect,to some ei the figures ﬁ%@*

tract, that this has never been withim the province of the

State Lands Commission; that this is entirely a matter arvivep

at before the Lands Commission was given the.jurisdiction ﬁﬁ%}

tc deal with ﬁhé'tarms of the contract arrived at before it
jtself assumed its present responsibilities with respect to

this field.

g ?
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‘;1'* There ma.y be m:hen poa.ntes ox questlcns; vlargely |
2 1ega1 in character, that are posed by thls, but this is the -
-3 preJent situatmon which the Ccmm18810n has before it in.dea1;
4 1ng'with the prepcsed replacement contract, ‘and I think now
5  Wnuld be the time, first for questisns by the Cemm1831on 0f |
6 >Mx§ Goldln and Mr. Hortig and then, if there are others whov;’
o | ’7.'w@uld like to testify or speak to the points raised either in
‘ 35,35  8 | the wire or in the coﬁtract, why we would be glad to hear from
ﬁ;41 , o | you. | \ | ‘
;;!E!f 10 | MR, CRANSTGN#. 1'd like to ask Mr. Goldin to commeng
- 11| on the content of the Senator's wire,
12 | MR, GOLDIN: Mr, Hortig, may I have it please?
13 | I am not certain thaf I perceive pxecisely the lent or'paln 3
14  which Senatcr Q’Sullivan’s telegram.seems to make, but I will
15‘ attempt tc answer What I think the telegram meaqs@ |
18 First, I wuuld like to point out that the area
8 17 covered by the contract does not incluég-any srea that is not
18 | clearly owned by the City'of Long;Beach@ vThe épntract does |
’j.,' 19 | include a disputed nine-well areaa"ﬁagever, this area is
iﬁff, 20| clearly owned by the City -- the only question is in what
ﬂ fF;' 21 ’capacity, as a general municipality or as a tideland trustee;
?5\232 22 ‘but, in whichaver capacity the City owns this umine-well area,
23| in our opinion it does not affect the validity of the contract.
24 Inaidentally, the same nine-well area was always
25 | subjeect to the existent L.B,0.D, contract and its inclusion
26 nevarvwas considered as having affe¢ted’the validitcy of the f

OFFICE O ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCEPURE, BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
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“1‘ existent acntramta Sa‘that, axceptlfor theninémﬁe11 area; .
‘=2g?thL instant reglaﬁament contract has noﬁhlng to do with ﬁisg‘
3 ‘puted areaw in the Harbor Blstrlﬁts | | "
4l | i | GOV, ANDERSON: mhe nlnamweli area you are referxinﬁ"
fﬁ 5V$to ~:w is thatwwhat he talks abou when he ﬁaiks about the :
g’ 6"tresga3ser area? |
?1 7‘,‘ . MRe Géﬁﬁlﬁt I believe it is the portion -~ the cﬂtw
| BVVpQrtlan of what Senatar O‘Sullzvan calls the tresPaSS area,
o 9 | which is embraaed Wlthln the replacement contract, R
- & 1w GOV, ﬁﬂﬁhRﬁGﬂ* When we think of the trespass area,
' > 11' we are thinking of the nine wells? N
f  - 12 | MR, GQ@BIN* WIthln,the-meanlng of this contract, o
DR 13 'yes Governor. ' | B | |
‘i- i 14 | | MRw uHAM?IPﬁo An& it is on;that‘po*nt vhat he lS
;j",‘ - 18 rals;ng the que&tion of a constructive fraud so that beinv
?‘ ,v | lﬁ';ﬁhe case there is, ln yaur opinion, no constructive ﬁraud?
f   l?gl - MR, GGL&4 > EBu, in my opinion, Mr. Chalrmanq
- 553: | 18 Next, the telegté&,ai&udes to existing'amé éemding unitization
. 19 | agreements, In this comnection, I would like to comment that
20 | the appraval;df this replacement agreement does not ccnStitute
21 GbmmisSiﬁn action or approval as to any futura'unit,agreeméntg"?
22 | Such apgrmval will have to be done as a'rQSult of independent
23 | action by the State Lands commissinnm u
24 . Now, most of the so~called trespass area or disputed
25 | area is in Fault Block IV. The Legmglature already has allowdgd
268 | for the extension of contracts la even disputed aveas in Fault |

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCERDURE, STATE OF CAMPORNIA
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'arriV1ng here this morﬁinga I thlnk Whis legislation is

,exten51on of thess aﬁntracts wmthnut competitive bldding, aﬂﬂ‘
,by express provxsion in this statute, such exten31ons do not

‘affect the status of aﬂy boundary disputeg'

0 @ | @ O s w4fks

y agreement,by specific provision in Public Resources Code secm?

;Blﬂﬁk v by specific 1ﬁ3151at10ﬂ~ Now, I am trusting to my ;

frecollectlcn, since h was not aware of this telegfam.before

Chapter 1551 o£ the Statutes af 1959, whlch allows for the

S*m@larly, even in the case of approval of 4 unit

tion 6879 the Commission's a provel of a unit agreement does |
, P | “ |

not affect the location of the uplands and the tidelands

v,boundary in the Harbor District,

The last pnxnt that 1 would llke to cammant wmth |

 'respect to the telegram is a reference to a constltutianal v
| pfonlbxtlon agatn&t alienationﬁ' In this cemnectlon, I resPecﬁ'
' ifully direct the Ccmmxssxon.s attentxon to the speciflc langun'fﬁ
of the replacementAcontract, Section 3, and>more particularly

'x\that portlon which is on page 15 of the ccntractgy“éfter the

parties aaknowledge that they have entered into the comtract

“with ful; knowledge of the statutory trust provisions, the

contractrprnvﬁﬂes,land I gquote in parts

"lt is not the intention of the City to nor dues
the City grann, cunvey, give, ox a11en te or vest in the
contractor for any purpose whatsoever amy title, 1nterast Lo} o

estate in or to any lauds whatsoever or any title, interest

ORFICE OF ARMINTETRATIVE FROCEDURE, YS‘(‘ATE Ol‘ CALIFORNIA
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and/or other minerals undarlylng any lands whatsoever or any

‘title, 1nterest or estate,ln or to sald 011 when removed from

any 1ands until solds”  The contraatual provision then -

o

Q\Qﬁt Lﬂues e

COnsequently, in my OplnLGn T do not believa there

is a valid.criflclsm,based upon a violation of a constitutlena'

prehlbitlon agdinst allenatnon»

In recapitulation then, gentlemen, as far as I can

see the contract -=- that is, the replacement contract == does |
not affect in any way the trust character of any lands in the

Harbor Districts We fail to see how the approval of this con=

side the boundariesfaf therraplacement contract* and as'I said

a mnment before, the apprcval of the contract is not the

| approval of any unit agreement; but even.in,apprnving unlt
agreements, ir is'expressly provmded by statute that the-ﬁomﬁg'

‘m1831on aetxon in SO approving does not affect baundary

laeatlonsa | | |
MR, CHAMPION: Are there any further questions of
Mra. Goldin? (No respomse) I%d like to ask one other thing

that's raised in the telegram, although I did feel this is not

wholly germane -- but just to deal with the question. That
is the matter raised that non~action would not result in
mandatory closing of the‘ﬁiéld because thé ﬁarbor Depar tment
could legally continue operation there, I think it is agreed

that they could legally, is it not, Mr, Gbldin «= that they

N
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could legally continﬁe‘OPEratiah‘there? L mean«théy~cou1d

of Eong Beach c@uxd lagally take over the Qgerﬂtlon, as set

 forth in Senator G“Sullivan 5 telegram”

a RN I« SR S C R I

- take over operations theres the Harbor Eepartment of the City

| MR, GOLDIN: That is correcta
MR; GHK&?IGN, But tbe questlon is whethe1 thmﬁ 15
practicala Would you speak to that, Mr. Hortlg? |
MP HORiEG' The practlcablllty, I he11éve, would
turn on rhe abllity e and desy1te excellent staffmng 1n,the
Harbor D&partment —m 0 suddenly generate staffing of the

oxder of mavnmtude and the capabillty of the.present contractd

who is Qperating in the field5 so that they could be availablg

| to continue the operation as of‘mldnight March ?Orh when the |

present contract eﬂplres.;’ o ‘o | R

In view of the fact tnat Hazber Department repxesent
tives, and paxticularly techniaal»xapreSentatives,rare here
today, I think their comments op what sort of a problem théy"

feel they would be faced with if this project were thrown upor

MR, CHAMPION: In view of the extended nature Qﬁ

this controvensy, I'd Like to settle even the irrelevant ques~

tions. Would tha'Lcng-Beach Harbor District have a repre=
ﬁentative to speak to this qua&tmonz

MR, SPENCE: Yes, sir. For the record, my name is
John Spema’, Assistant City Attorney, and with me is Mr.

William Smith, Petroleum Engineer. I¥11 speak only of the

o
5
.

T,

ez

g3
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don't have an oil purchaser. 4n oil contract requires

| the same procedure as an operator contracty so that is the

@ o e O R WD M

ot
b

| idea of the City takingfover operation =~ the City does have

ol

 visiQn'and,eﬁg£ﬁeering for the field, However, there”is a

H‘
Q‘

=
© o

the practical engineering aSPEtha

The bmg hurdle in this case, of caurse, is what we |

would do with some forty thousand barrels of 0il a daya We |

have to dlspose of 1tn We can't shut the field dﬁwn* we have

to cperate, and with farty thousand barrels 0f 011 a day we

main practical hurdle there -= no way of disposing of this

oil.

MR, EMITH: I am W. A. Smith from the Port of Long |

Beach, Some additional practical reasons for condemning this

a technical staff and we do pfbvidertha‘majorityof the super-

large staff of*enginaers'and particularly~fiél&’emgloyees

which are presently emp10yed by the existing contractor and

Wh:ch'W1115 we assume, be employed by the contractor under thq

new.contract¢ On such short notice, it wculd be v1rtua11y Lm-

possible for the City to acquire sufficient field staff to

conduct these operations and we have no assurance, of course,

that the presént employees would even be available for a posiA

tion with the City under civil service,
Onea side aspect is that we would have to establish
these jobs under civil sexvice, and this is a time-consuming

procedure,

37

‘ sowcalled legal aspects ef thls M1 o Smlth w111 speak abaut
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' Lhe rastrictlans whxch the Clty has to operate -- that 15,
, ¢¢mPetit1va blddxng«~~ would be almost 1nsunm0untable. ﬁs

- you have been told befmre, there atre thnusands of diffat&nti

on an emergenﬁy basis in some instances, and far the Clty to

«;attempt ta acquire tnasa, even down to the 1nexpen§mve items, |

w 0 N e @ B N

by acmpetitive bidding weuld be a complete handicap on the

Bt
SIS

| about that L.B.0.D, has?

b
L&

\There are represencatlvaa of L, EaG#BW here and I can probably

et
Q

f=d
©

oy
®

- question before the Commission is not whethexr it can ox

In addltion tc th1$ tha problem af acquiring

materxals and services for the operation of the field under '

items whlch are requitﬁd on a daily'basis, on short notice,

operation, as we see it now. o
MR»VGHAMPKQN:V Thank you. ﬁny further questlonSV
GOV. ANDERSON: How many ewplayees are we t&lking

%R,'SMETH' There are in excess aﬁ two hundred.

get that answer,, e | ; |
VOICE="Apprdximately‘three hundred. |
MR¢ SMITH: Approximately three hundred, |
MR. CHAMPION: Any further questimns? (No reSponseé
is there anyone preseut who wauld care to make any further
statement or comment on thms'matter? (No response) Well,
that being the case, I WGuld assume that we are prepared to
consider it. I would 1mka to again say vhat I said before,

before we considered this last matter ~- that the fundamental

should be delayed, but whether or not it is a good contract

OFFIGE OF ARMINIGTRATIVE PROQGDURE, 8TATE OF CALITORNLY
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on the basis of the analysxs and the advice offered ue by our|
‘;ktechnlcal staff and our legal staff, Gentlamen¢ what is your“

! pleasure?

GOV. ANDERSON: I'd just like to ASR'mra Hortig:

‘The nlnetywone per cent that has been offered =~ This is a

pretty high bid, iwn t 1t as far as any State lease or any
other lease that we are aware of? 1I'd like to have you estab
lish just where this stands in-céﬁpérisoﬁ.ta any other high
leases that we know of, |

MR, HORTIG: Governor, the State Lands Division's

_economic analysis of the potentials of this operation confirm
kthat the bid offer of ninety-one per cent of the net profits

to the‘Cityﬁof'Lang_Beach>Underrthe'proposed contract‘is'a‘

good,_sufficieﬁt:and eqnitable bid offer. I must stress

‘this is for a service contract, not for an oil and gas lease.

These are two entirely different methods of providing for

petroleum dévelopmeﬁta

The State Lauds Commission under the;Publlc Resourck

- Code has a range of choices with respect to speclflcs in oil-

and gas lzases which they‘may offer for State-owned lands.

The State Lands Commission does not have statutory authoriza=|

tion to consider a service contract of the type here proposed|

by the City of Long Beach, |
GOV. ANDERSON: My question on that is have there
been even service conmtracts where the percentage has been

higher? Isn't this the highest?

QEFICE G ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, BTATE OF CALIFORNIA
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even a little higher than that experienced, under the service

~ parties concerned, There are areas of State lands where, if
- the Lands Commission had similar authority to have a similar

'cnmt%agt the staff would mot recommend that *uahfa contrack

f‘produced one drop of oll. Had a service contract or a straig

MR, HQRTIG:“ From the‘standéaint of the service

contract, without having the experience under the new contract
to compare with the existing contract, the net results of the|

total are @r@bably equal to that @hich-ﬁay be experienced, or|

contract held by Richfield 0il Carporatlon for another Long

Beach Harbor parcel,

The point I wanted to stress was that for continuing

development of an 0il field, this prop@sal to the Long Beach

Harbor Commission 13 demanstrably the best apprﬂach for all

be utilized because of their potentialitie5u There are areas'

on which we receive cash bonus bxds, which areas have never

royalty bid been recelved on those areas, the State would not|

have received one dollar on those lands,

&0 the situation is, as to type of lease or contracy,

this is something that has to be designed to £it the economicp

of the situation where you wanrt to apply itse As a service
aantra@ts we feel that the bid offer and the terms and condi=
tions for this particular operation are exg&lieaﬁ‘cr we would
not have recommended ita |

MRe CHAMPION: Do you also £ee1 » = T think you

| 523
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'ralsed the qu@stxnn by what you S&ld o that the service canm,
‘,tract is what you feel is the appraprzate cantract h@r@ in
T*thiw gaxtlcular situarﬂon? | |

| in the approval as reccmmcnded by the staff here today is alsw

sion September 30, 1963, and I quote, TThe City and tbe Board

© O W e a s 6 W

agre@mentsa

been entitled “Collateral Agreement Between‘Stata Lands Com=

o
0

MR, HQRIXQ »@YOS, sire I would ampley before the

_c@mmlssiou tak@s actlon, Mr, Chairman, if I maya‘that 1mylic1t_;

the subject which'was brought to the antent;on of the Cemmxsw

(or either) and the State will enter imto agreements requirxng,

consultatlum on major aperatlanal and pollcy'matters wiLh the

Commmssxoﬁg, The contract proposed authorizee guch City-State|

In acanrﬁanc@ witch thxs, a‘form of agr@em@nt has B

mission and Lcng Beach Board of Harbox CammlsSxonera,” Whlch |

is at&a&h@d to youw &ganda.itam as Exhiblt D and.Which has

been accepted in principle by the poard of Harbor Ccmm§331oner5fn
- and since the specifxc language has not heen before the B@axd; j‘

of ﬁar ot Commissioners, the staff ﬁecamm@ndatLQn for apprmva&,

of th@ bdsic eantra@t today ig that the approval also be subw\

jeet to acceptance by the Lmng Beach Baard of Harbar Commi g~

sionars of the collateral agxeemwmt atiaahed hereto as Exhibil

D and by refarenae made a part hemaafa 8o the motion
3h0u1d, in approvmng the contract, appamv& this condition.
GOV, ANDERSQM* 1'11 move the approval of the

drilling and opex mting gontract as remammendad by the staff.|
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MR CRAHSTOH' 1 seaan@ the,matimna I'd like to

' make a few bri&f comments in so dOiﬂga' FirSt 'Qpefa&ing'as
. we must un&er the laws wmltten>by the.Legislature, I b@lleve
‘amd it is evident to the cgmmission at least that we have a

 .good cantraat' that we gct a good bid under that contract

and, further, that,no funther time is neededs We have been

~working under a deadline imposed by the expiration of the

piresent contract =~ but, nevertheless, under present circum-

stances without regar& to that deadline and ﬁith no real
pressure from it, we are ready to act, I think with full
confidence that we afe acting saundl?u, I think all »f us
are grateful to the City of Lang Beach for their part in
working out this contract that has led to a successful bid.

I wauld also,like to say'that as far as I am conw~

‘cerned, and I think as far as the Commission is concerned,

in our approéal of this contract no precedeant is set here,

ne indicatiom is made h@r@ of what action will be taken by

us sooner'cr later on the laxger East‘Wmlmingtan Field.

MRy CHAMPION: The approval with the amendment
noted by,Mx; ﬂaﬁtig”haé ba&u»meved and seconded, and it |
stands unanimousky approved,

. GOV, ANDERSON: I'd like to again rextata&e'my
pravicﬁs pasiti@njtn the staff == that they would somehow
get legislationlchamgaﬁ, so that we can get in the position
aﬁhalping draw these contracts at their start rather than

be faced with them at the very end, after being dvawn by

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE BROGEUVAR, BTATE QF GALIFORNIA
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 that thz,B@afd of Long Beach ﬁarbor Commissianers have ale
| ready appreved the co}.lat&ral agreament == have already

‘,_authocizad tha apprmml of the same; and 1”@ like to thank

© 0 = o o poa 0

- the next ﬁeet’iﬁga “Teﬁéativelyg we wiil look to January 30th,

jeud
i

e
® =

samaane elses .

MR, SPENCE. M@@bers of the Commission, may I
N e

make a statament?
MR. cnawyzgno Yes. | = |
wa SPENQE. z‘d like to have the rec@rﬁ shaw

yolile

MR, CHAMPION: We have ome other matter before us =

(Some ﬁiscussim betwem Gommi %mners inaudible to reporter)

”~ el

The meeting stands adj oumeﬂa

ADJOURNED 12 NOON

N ol e N e e Kol ol o}
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| CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

I, LOUISE H. LILLICO, reporter for the Office of

forty-three pages centalm a full, true and nofreet transcrift

-of the shorthand notes taken by'me in the meeting of the‘

STATE LANDS CGMMIBSION held at Sacmamento, California, on
Decembar 20, 1963 ‘

Dated Los Angeles, Gallforﬁxa, December 30 1963.“

Administrative Procedure, hereby certify that the foragnlmg,',,
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