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JULY 20, 1965 - 2:45 P.M.

GOV, ANDERSON: The meeting of the State Lands
Commission will come to order. |

The secretary will make note that all the members
are present; Mr. Champion is representedfby his Deputy. ’

In deference to the fact that I understand a large
number of the people»in‘the,auéience are here on the supple-|
mental item, numbex 13, pgrtaining to*the bridge over the
American River, if there is no objection we wiil take that
item up first, i ‘

The first item, thén, will be Supplementzl Item
Number 13, to authorize right-of-entry permit for the con-
struction, maintenance, and use of a haul-roadAbridge over
the American River, Sacramento County..

ir. Hortig, how do you want to handle that? Are
there people on both sides who wish to testify?

MR. HORTIG: There are people from both sides
present; Mr. Chairman, and if ther> are questions raised I
am sure both would want to testify. If I might suggest, I
believe a rapid reading of the agen&a item which you have
before you, which outlines chéfphysicai and legal factors
involved, would set the stage so that everyone could be
discussing the same pointﬂfrom both‘sidés of view.

Natomas Company, a California corporation, is the

holder of fee title to lands located on both sides of the
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1| American River in Sacramento County lying adjacent to and
2| westerly of the Fair Oaks Bridge on Sunrise Avenue;in Failr
3 : Oaks. The State and the Natomas Company have conflicting
4| claims as to the title tc the bed of the American River in
5 this area. -
8 ) There are extensive gravel deposits on the north
7 side of the river (the remmants of placer mining cperations)
8 | which the Natomas Company and Pacific Cement aad Aggregates,
9 | Incorporated, wish to transport to a crushing and washing
10| plant on the south side of the river -~ the location of
11| which is shown on a site map in your ¢alendar,vmr. Chairman
12| and Commissioners. This plant has been in operation since
13| 1914 and the contract for extraction of gravel from Natomas
14 lands by the predecesééf to Pacific Cement and Aggregates
151 has been in effect since 1929,
16 The Natomas Company, apparently unaware of the
17| State’s title claim,had proceeded with plans thirough a con-
18 tract with Pacific Cemant and Aggregaies to reconstruct a
19 bridge which was constructed originally in 1956 over the
20 American River to facilita?e the transport ;f the gravel
1 from its property on the north bank to its property on the
o | scuth bank. With the exception of the bridge croc3ing of
23 approximately one hundred fifty feet of State land, the
24 entire operation ‘on both sides of the river would be con-
25 fined to lands owned by the Natomas Company, whq, paren-
28 thetically, are under a contract for operation to Pacific
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Cement and Aggregates.

' There would ke no tranSport of —aterials from the
operation over any dedicated street, county road ¢r public
highway.

At the time of writing this agenda item, 1t was |
approximately thirty property owners, but it looks like thisj|-
number may have increased - - but approximately thirty
property owners on the north side of the river have regis-
tered a protest with the Sacramento Colinty Board of Super-
visors and the County Planning Department, citing the nui-
sance of noise, dust, and fumes. The protestants reside in
single-family dwellings set back on a 175-foot bluff which
overlooks the prcposed operation and located a minimum of
700 feét from the haulage road.

This group has stated that é crossing would be
more acceptable 1,500 feet downstream from the existent )
bridge support location. The relocation route suggested by
;he'opponents would cross land vnder opticn tc the Sacra-
mento County Park and Recreation Departmeat, which depart-
ment would oppose such a relocated route.

The Natomas Company and its lzssee dé not favor a
downstream location becausé it would entail about $63,000
additional cos:. This would be in addition tonan already
incurred constructionﬁpena1t§ by the Nat::.as lessee, Pacific
Aggregates, of $4,000 because 6f delay ir obtaining the

éasement from the State,

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURT. STYATE OF CALIFORNIA
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The appiicant has stated that all reassﬁ:ble
control -- and this is the applicant for right-cf-entry
permit to cross the American River -- will be exercised to
keep noise and dust to a minimum pursuant to Sacramento
County operation authorizations. All such authorizations
have been concurred in and are the subject of an opinion

by the County Counsel of the County of Sacramento that zll

W < & O d KN N -

requirements to be met on behalf of the county control condi-
9| tions have been met by the State's applicant for this cross-
1¢ | ing permit. The controls which have been offered are as

- 111 follows: | ,

L. All equipment will be muffled.

12 1
13 2. All equipment will be rubber-tired.
Q' 14 3. The roads will be sufficiently watered.
| i5 4. Work will be restricted to eight hours per day;
16 no weekend, holiday, or night work.
17 5. Trees will not be harmed.
18 Additionally, the Reclamation Board -- this is the

‘ n ig | State Reclamation Board -- and the U. S. Army Corps of
2c | Engineers have approved the project, with definite specifi-

21 { cations and requirements, which will result in connection with

2o | the removal and grading of the area in an actually improved

o3 | area after the operations are completed,

- 24 ,' The County of Sacramente, through the Department

25 ‘of Public Works and County Counsel, as I stated previously,
2g | has expressed the opinion that the Natomas Company has

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRAYIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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is on the Natomas Company's own .land.

aproject. The permit would be issued subject o terms &nd

fulfilled all county requirements to proceed with the project].

The bridge wiil consist of a superstructure and
decking to be erected on existing Steel-pile bents (rathér
than wood-pile) and will be approximately 250 feet long and
20 feet wide, of which approximately 150 feet will cross

State land; and, patently, the other 50 feet on either side

In view of the project schedule and the fact that
the Company was unaware of tke State's title claim unti?f
recently, a request has been made for a temporary right-of-.

entry permit to allow the applicant to proceed with the

conditions of a right-of-way easement reiroactive to the
date of issuance of the permit. The permit and easement
would be issued without prejudice to the titie claims of the
Natomas Company to the bed of the American River, and, simi-
larly, without prejudice to the title claims of the State of
California Eo the same portion of the same bed of the same
river. |

Now, it must be stressed chat the problem of the
residents in the area -- who have both contacted their legis~
lative representatives and who were represented at the last
meeting of the State Lands Commission by counse}klgnd who
have reported in interviews by a land agent of {Lm¥5tate

Lands Division staff -- stems from the concern and the feel-

ing, as reported earlier, that the approvals by the Sacramentp
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tions retroactive to date of issuance of the permit. The

County Board of Supervisors and-the County Planning Depart-
ment are not proper; thzt there should be additional county
controls as a minimum; and‘therefore, I must stress the
fact that the problem that these people have is not the
question of Qhether the State Lands Commission authorizes a
right-of-entry permit over 150 feet of the river, but as to
the nature of the conduct of the operatlons under county
contfols and the problem, therefore, is one that is primarily
if not wholly only within the cognizance of the local county|
jurisdictionai boards. - B
Under these circumstances, it is recommended that
the State Lands Commission authorize the Executive Officer
to grant to the Natomas Company a two-year right-of-entry
permit for the construction of a haul-road bridge over the
American River’adjacent to and westerly of the Fair Oaks
Bridgeiin Sacramento Courty} preliminary to the negotiation

of a right-of-way easement with standard terms and condi-

permit is to be without prejudice to title claims to the bed
of the American River by either party. . |
GOV. ANDERSON: Has this been fully heard before
the Board of Supervisors and before the Planning Commission?
MR. HORTIG: Itvhas not been heard, Mr. Chairman,
for the reason that the County Counsel in written opinion,
of.which we have a copy, reported to the Board of Supervisorp

that there was no need for a hearing on a permit, and I

~
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quote from the ietter from the Office of the County Counsel
on May 14, 1965 to Mr. A. L. Kiefer, Director of the Depart-
ment of Public Works of the County of Sacramento, "Re: Zone
Non-Conforming Use," the conclusion, the opinion, and I
quote in full -- and this is the opinion of the Office of
the Sacrament:-.County Counsel, John R, Heinrich, County
Counsel, signed by Thomas A. Darling, Deputy County Counsel:
' "In our opinion use of all of the land covered
by the lease, including the park located north
of the American River along the right bank ....
and I might add there that these are the identical lands
that are under discussion here for access by the desired
right-of-way easement from the State Lands Commission - -
"... use of all of these lands for the purpose
of harvesting rock and gravel constitutes a
legal use, wnich has been in existence since
prior to the existence of any county ordinance
requiring a use permit for such use,
"On this basis, harvesting of rock and gravel
from the property north of the river is a ccn-
tinuation of a pre-existing iegal use, which
may be continued without obtaining the permit
normally required by the regulations of the

F (Flood) Zone for the establishment or en-
largement of such use," )

The Commission will recall representation by the
counsel for the protestants to this issue at the last meet-
ing, stating lack of agreement with this viewpoint and the
need to discuss further and get clarification from'or seek
an injunction against the County of Sacramento,

For this reason again -- and this is simply

another stress -- the problem is‘one to be resclved by the
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local governing agencies of the control of the opefétion,
which is not changed or aided or Qbetted or altered in any
manner by the consideration of the Commission issuing a
right-of-way easement for a bridge, except that it makes the
proposed operation economically more feasible,

I might state, for the benefit ofkéhe Commission,
with reference to the original bridge construction in 1956,
tae bridge was constructed in order to provide an effective
haul road to haul material for construction of McClellan
Air Force Base out.the north side of the river and across
the country. 1If this bridge permit were nct authorized by

the Lands Commission as it is now being applied for, without

evaluating the additional econocmic burden, it must be as-

sumed that the Natomas Company and its lessee could physic-
ally and legally provide for hauling from the north bank of
the American River out over city‘streets and county roads
and public highways, and of necessity through residential
areas, in order to get this material to their existing oper-
ating plant, rather than the method that has been suggested
here -- under which all of the material would stay on
Natomas Company property, to be hauled only over private
roads and would not approach any residences and wouid not
use any of the existing city streets, county roads, or
public highways.

" Actually, the proposed method of operation would

appear to be advantageous from the standpoint of minimizing
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adverse impact in connection with the adjoining residentisl
use of the area.

GOV. ANDERSON: Now, I asked over the phone, I
believe, about a letter I had received from Senator Rodda,
a letter that he had received from Doctor Geoffrey Fricker,
and suggesting this cther route across the river that I
think you referred to. At least I want to make this a mat=
ter of record.

In here, he says going downstream further, another
bridge would cost $140,000 instead of $100,000, That's the
one you said would cost $43,000 more. Is that the same
bridge? “

MR. HORTIG: That would be approximateiy the same
location. There is no bridge there. It is a propesal to
locate a new bridge at an alternate site,

' GOV. ANDERSON: You said that site would have the
opposition of the county government itself because that
bridge would find itself placed in the center of a proposed
park and proposed lake, )

MR. HORTIG: This is correct, sir, and if I may
read from the report ....

GOV. ANDERSON: I want to make this letter from
Senator Rodda a matter of the record.

MR. HORTIG: Kight. ... a report by the land
agent for the State Lands Division, who I requested mike

a field inspection and review, and who also interviewed

QFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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‘lb 1] residents in the area§ and I might add I double-checked this
report personally -- I was in the field, over its entire
area, 511 of yesterday morning personally.

It was pointed out in the conduct of this investi-
gation that the alternate route,as has been proposed both at
the last meeting of the Lands Commission and in the letter

directed to your attention by Senator Rodda, aside from any

0 =N o o o L N

Increased costs of placement and operation for the State's

91 applicant, this alternate route would have to go through a
10 'parcel of land which is currently under option to the Sacra-
11] mento County Park and Recreation Department, and it was-

i2 represented that the Park Department would oppose such a

13} relocation.

‘ 14 To verify this, we contacted Mr. ?ond, the Direc-
15| tor of Parks for the Sacramento County Park and Recreation
16 | Department, who categorically substantiaced that the Depart-
17 | ment would be opposed’to any locatioﬁ other than the one

18 | proposed in the application to the State Lands Commission

19 for the subject bridge..

20 GOV. ANDERSON: Does anyone wish to comment?
21 MR. ROSS: Yes.
22 GOV, ANDERSON: Please identify yourself for the

23 record,
24 MR, ROSS: My name is Jchn Ross and 1 am an attor-
S5 ney representing the Fair Oaks property owners,

26 " Mr, Chairman and members of the Planning Commission, |
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I spoke here at the last meeting; and, as I understand the
situation, there are some things that Mr. ﬁortig mentioned
that 3eem to be different than what I‘have.

For instance, this alternate routekdown there that
they speak of would not cost $63,000; it would be about
$40,000, and it was said it would undoubtedly bekgompensateds
because people wouldn't be trespassing across tﬁefe and for
the good wili of the people involved,

I also understand that/fhe County of Sacramento - -
while Mr, Hortig said Mr, Pond‘objected to it, I understand
that Mr. Pond did not object'téfit. I tﬁink some of these
people have talked to him here and I understand that he doss
not object to it as long as the land can come back to the
county, so they can use it a few years from now. So I sin-
cerely feel he doesn’t object to that.

As to the County Counsel's opinion, I thiﬁk some
of tnese things may not be pertinent to the Commission here,
because that was on the application for the land use permit
which this body would have nothing to do with,

These people are quite upset over this situation
because the County Counsel's office has rendered an opinion
which deprives them of an opportunity to be heard. We are
here with tie hope that we can at least express an opinion-:
here. '

Mr. Heinrich, the County Counsel - - as I mentioned

last time I have a letter here; I have a letter wherein

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEZDURE, STATEZ OF CALIFORNIA
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| mento, but a resident of Fair Oaks for the past fifteen

subsequent to his opinion he asked me what I thought., I
said, "John, that is the first time in my 1ife you asked me
for an opinion on your opinfon. You usualiy hand it out
and say, 'here it is.'"

John and I are good friends -- the County Counsel
and I -~ but I think he wasn't too sure of himself.

The report Mr. Hortlg read assumes that scme nui-
sance will be caused to these people there and that is what |
we are entirely complaining about now -- that is, not en-
tirely, but substantially what we are saying is this .opera-
tion is going to create a nuisance there, and I think his
report would indicate that, |

Would you gentlemen like to heér from Doctor
Fricker? I think he was mentioned in that report.

COV. ANDERSON: How much time would you need?

MR. ROSS: Just a few minutes -- and one other
gentleman I'd like to bave you hear from.

Gentlemen, thiS'is Doctor Fricker,

GOV. ANDERSON: Will you ideatify yourself, Doctor]

DR. FRICKER: I am a private physician at Sacra-

years and representing thirty families, approximately, who
live in the two bluff areas which will be affected by the
rock and gravel operatiom. )

The thing I would like to stress predominantly,

which hasn't been mentioned so far, is the fact that the
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area bel ow our homes has been a swimming and beach area, not
only for our residents but the residents of the whole area,
for thirty or fgrty years. There are upwards of’three or
four hundred people that utilize this area weekly.

For instante, there were a tremendous ioad of
boaters that took off last weekend in their kayaks. It is a
known place for cong-egating for activities of thisiéort and |
is used by many residents of the entire area. According to
the American River Association, who I think you have‘a letter
from there, they feel it is the most important beach area
right at the present time on the &hole American River,

This whole beach area will be destroyzd by this
levee and this road that will be built in this area, and 1 :
can show you that on a map which 1 have or photographs 1
have, if you care to see it,

This is our primary complaint -- that this area
will be destroyed for a period of six or seven years.

Now, the road which wéiﬁropose -- which will go
across the river on th:= other side and go down approximately
a third or fifth mile below =- would not destroy this beach
area at all. 1t will give the gravei-company a more direct

access to the taiiing, and it Will not give the noise and

dust which the former road would do, because the former roadL
the one which the gravel company proposes -- is one third of
the distance to the homes than the other; and if you figure

the noise increases the square of the distance, there is
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approximately nine times the noise to be gained as compared

‘area; it speaks not at all about how we feel about the noise

’corporgtedvin their . plans for the future in thé county. I

to our proposal,

I think from an engineering standpoint it is very
important to have this as far away as possible; but from the
main standpoint, it will destroy this area for use by the
swimmers and for fisherman and for people that picnic in
this area. We feel it is important that this be considered.

If you have not read the letter which came from the
American River Association, I would appreciate that that
could be read into the record at this time. .It is not a verﬂ
long 1étter and, if possible, could I read that -- because

this does not give the standpoint of the residents in the

and dust, but only about the thirty-one hundred members of
the association and how they feel about the desiruction of

this beach area.

I don't know when Mr. Hortig spoke to Mr. Pond ...

MR, HORTIG: July 9th, ‘

DR. FRICKER: Since then I have talked to him and
he has stated this would be a good thing. He would like verJ
much to exchange the road and would gladly give'the right of
this crossing down the stream in exchange for the maintenanc?

of the beach area which is up here, and which they have in-

am sure he would be glad to do this. He told me he would be

here,
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1 GOV. ANDERSON: 1Is Mr. Pond in the audience?

2 MR. MALCOLM: No, sir; he is not, I am repre-

3| senting the Department of Parks and Recreation of the county}

4 GOV. ANDERSON: Did they changé their mind? You

5 are representing Mr. Pond?

6 MF. MALCOLM: I am Jim Malcolm with the County

7| Department of Parks and Recreation. Mr. Pond was unable to

8| attend because of a schedule conflict.

9 B GOV, ANDERSON: Has there been a change in policy

10| from what Mr. Pond originally told Mr. Hortig?

11 MR. MALCOLM: I believe we have about three dif-

12| ferent proposals goirg here. Officially, we have recognize&

13 the original proposal by the applicant, since this has workeld
14 into the option of record which we hold from the Natomas Comp
15 pany. Incidentally, the County is the holder of the option,

16 not the Department of Parks and Recreation.

17 The alternate proposal as of today, to the best

18 of my understanding of Mr. Pond's directions, was not acceptp
19 able frdm the Park Department's point of view. OQOur recom- ‘
20| mendation on that to the ﬁoard of Supervisors would have to ‘
01| bea negativé cne. ' [
22 ~ GOV. ANDERSON: Is there a second alternate now?
23 MR. MALCOLM: We have two proposals sc¢ far -- 6ne

04 | in process ... '
28 GOV, ANDERSON: The one in process we have right
. ot 7
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- 9th at all, then?

MR, MALCOM: You have the copy of the letter from
the American River Association; which presents, I believe,
a third proposal. ' “

MR. HORTIG: That we have not heard yet,

MR, MALCOIM: So as of this moment we have two
proposals. :
DR, FRICKER: It is really rot a third propogal;
it is actually the same as the residents‘® preposal.

MR. CRANSTON: Which one does the County support?

MR, MALCOLM: Officially, the County supports the
original proposal because this was not anticlpated....

MR. CRANSTON: Then you haven't changed from July

MR. MALCOLM: Officially, no. However, there is
some new information which we would, if they asked for a
recommendation, have to mbdify cur criginal recommendation,
If I could just take a minute to explaiﬁ - = I am kind of
in the horns of a dilemma speaking for Mr. Pond. |

GOV. ANDERSON: Maybe we better get the Doctor's
testimony first,

DR, FRICKER: The letter from Mr. Harold Severaid
was written on July 15th:

"Mr. Leon B. “ollins, Distfict Manager

Pacific Cement and Aggregates, Inc.

16th and A Streets

Sacramento, California

Dear Mr. Collins:

It has come to our attention that there

OFFICT OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDUNE, STATE OF CALIPORNIA
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"is a feasible alternative to your plan to
re-bridge the American River using the existing
old pilings immediately below the Sunrise
Bridge. Our Board of Directors discussed this
matter in detail last Monday evening and passed
a resolution unanimously directing me to send

a 'goodwill' request to you indicating our
thoughts on this matter,

" We understand that you have already can-
celled the public's right of access to this
most popular and heaviest used recreational
area along the entire river., We do not oppose
your propcsed gravel removal from the north
bank. Nor do we question either your right or
the need to restrict public access at the site
of your new haul road and bridge.....

MR. CRANSTON: What is the cancellation of the
public right you refer to?

DR, FRICKER: The cancellation would be the new
bridge which the cement company proposes.

MR. CRANSTON: You said something about already
canceling a right,

DR. FRICKER: Yes. For several years, I under-
stand, they have not actualiy given any right to the county
or to anybody to use this area. It has been used as a mat-
ter of public ddmain, I guess,

MR, HORTIG: Public trespassing.

MR. CRANSTON: They presumably, then, have the
right to prohibit the public from using the beach.

DR, FRICKER: That's correct. {continuing with
letter):

... However, withdrawal of the area under

consideration would, we feel, be contrary
to the public interest and thus innately
harmful to the gocd public image which your

CFFiCE OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURK, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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"company has maintained over the years.

" Therefore, on behalf of our 3176 members
and 109 co-sponsoring organizations, the
Board of Directors of SARA would like both to
request and to propose an alternate solution
to this probiem which we are confident will
meet the requirements and self interests of
all parties concerned. We propose that you
again renew your permit for public access to
the park lands surrounding the old bridge
pilings in exchange for a right of way ease-
ment with the County bordering the downstream
edge of the existing settling pond. This pre-
supposes your continued use of your existing
haul road to the starting poini of the new
easement and the construction of a totally
naw bridge leading directly into the area of
your proposed operations on the right bank.,

" Such an arrangement would not bespoil
the area formerly leased to the Fair Oaks Park
District, and would cause a minimum amount of .
damage and tree cutting in the new downstream

area, Even more importantly, using this loca-.

tion for your new haul road would place it at
the very upstream edge of heavy recreational
usage of the County's American River Parkway
South, Thus, recreation foot traffic across
your new haul road woulG be at a minimum at
this point, ‘

" We are quite aware that this alternative
would cost your company upwards of $40,000
more than to rcbuild your old bridge. How-
ever we feel this is in the long run a
relatively small sum to pay for a contiauing
community goodwill when measured and pro-
rated against the decade of time under con-
sideration, and the millions of dollars worth
of products which you will haul over it.

Then a decade hence this bridge can continue
to serve the public good by eventually tying
together the two sides of the parkway at this
point.,

" Please give serious thought to this
proposal. We feel it would regay,your com-
pany szveral times over not only in goodwill
but in & reduction of trespass traffic and

36826 S04 4T k10w AT s
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- mated that the possible additional costs would be $63,C00

]
enforcement costs which might well result
from bisecting the popular downstream park
site adjacent to the Sunrise Bridge.

Very sincerely yours,

J. Harold Severaid

President and Chairman
Board of Directors ’

"
MR. HORTIG: Mr. Chairman, if I might suggest,

representatives of the Natomés Company, to whom this letter
was directed, are here; and, of course, this proposal is a
series of negotiations -- if it has gone that far -- as be-
tween the Association and the Natomas Company; and I am sure
they would want to respond as to the status of those nego-
tiations. _
| If I might, before you call on them, however,
stress for the record some points which have both been made
by counsel and by Dr. Fricker.

= They keep bouncing around between estimates of
$63,000 and $49,000, It must be stressed these are cer-
talnly not cost estimates based on existing bids, but on
reasonable engineering estimates, number one; plus the con-
struction at a new location i3 only part of the total cost
of a revised operation, in that a further downstream loca-
tion would involve additional operating and haulage costs

for the material also,

So, over the 1life of the contract, it can be esti-

rather than the forty to forty-five thousand at the present
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. 1! location for which there is an application, and for which,

.

as ycu have heard, is the only location to which the County
of Sacramento has given official approval, |

In the interim, whilé all these negotiations are
going on, unless there be an immediate motion for further
study while 211 the parties work out all of these problems,

as pointed out -- the one month delay to study this problem

o N e d N

since last month has already caused the payment of penalties
9! for delay in construction contracts of $4,000, and these

10 ] penalties are accumulating ever now as the Commission is.

11| deliberating on this problem.’

12 , Witk that as a preface, I think it would be help-
13| ful to the Commission to hear from the representatives of
” 14 | the Natomasv Company and Pacific Cement and Aggregates.

| 15 GOV. ANDERSON: Don't you think Dr., Fricker could
l6 | conclude first?

17 MR. HORTIG: I had assumed he had. ‘

18 DR, FRICKER: Our plan is the same as the American
19| Riwver Association plan,

20 MR. ROSS: I think there is one other gentleman...
| DR, FRICKER: Mr. Andrus, cne of our residents,

21
oo | would like to say a few words about the nolse and dust

23 prOblemﬁ

- MR. ANDRUS: My name ;s;ﬁéanley Andrus, I en a

24 :
o5 | resident of Fair Oaks, plus I am an engineer with Aerojet;
og | and I would like to substantiate what Dr. Fricker has stated!--

s/
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~ in red, at the existing haul road is approximately three
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" is not an engineering point, which has not been pointed out

that is, the noise level that would be experienced by the
two roads would be in the terms of the square of the dis-

tance. You can see visually the relative leocation, as drawn

times the distance on the bluff side that the P.C.A. pro-
posad road would be. This would result in roughly three
squares or nine times the sound level that would result to
the residents on the bluff by this new locatioﬁ;

Now, many of these residents have heard the sound
level from the trucks that have been hauling over the years.
This has been improved some by the incorporation of mufflersl
However, these heavy Euclid hauling machines are noisy, and
the roise would certainly be heard on the bluff.

I would like to point out one other thing, which

at this time; and that is, as a resident raising small
children, we have a boy five and a smaller one, they wili
play on the bluff and undoubtedly be on this haul road --
rightly or wrongly. It is the type cf thing tha; is diffi-
cult to stop. The trucks hauling on the opposite side of
the river would be away from the children, the residential
area and the potential danger to children. That is, to the
property owner, of extreme concern. _k A

GOV. ANDERSON: This beach area that will be
destroyed -- this is the same area chat the aggregate compan?

has withdrawn the right for the people te use anyway?

OFFICE OF AGMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, 8TATE OF CALIFORNIZ,
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MR. ANDRUS: Yes, sir,
~ GOV, ANDERSON: So the people can't use this beach
area anyway?
- MR. ANDRUS: I beliegg;@his is a legal interpreta-
tion. However, ‘it is not enf°:g§ﬂf‘: the people do use Ehise

beach daily.

GOV. ANDERSCN: Also there was some comment made -
I had been told this hauling away would improve this area,
You told me that, Frank?

MR. HORTIG: This is correct; and, as a matter of
fact, it is to accompl%sh an improvement in the area or is a
necessary requirement in the specifications for approval of
the project by both the Reclamation Board and the U, S. Corp
of Engineers -- imprcving the area, both as to its recrea-
tional potential ultimately, as well as for flood control
and to assure there will be a minimization of flood damage
to the foot of the bluff on top of which these residents
exist,

-"Sb from a pure land use and land management plan,

the sum total of the project would be an over-all improvement

of the lands which are at the base of the bluff and which

are being used in trespass by the general public as beach
area at the pfesent time and have been for many years, as
has been stated; but they would be improved as to recrea-
tional potential, provided the owner wished to devote them

to this in thekfuture, and they certainly would be improved
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as to flood protection potential as against the base of the
bluff because of the requirement of the Corps of Engineers
to assure that this protection is achieved in the course of
removing this gravel from the privately owned lands of the

Natomas Company.,

GOV. ANDERSON: Do you agree that this woul& im-
prove or damage the land -- this removal of the piles of
rock?

MR. ANDRUS: The removal of the rock weAare not
arguing against or for. We are arguing the point on the loca
tion of the road, and I am in no position to discuss the
merits of whether the land would be improved or harmec by
this. We ére onLg:discussing or éontesting the location of
the access road tbwabcomplish this.

GOV. ANDERSON: Let's hear the gentieman from the
County -- Mr. Malcolm. Then we will hear the gentleman from
Natomas, )

MR. MALCOLM: Mr. Chairman, as T was trying to ex-
plain -- The comment was just made that the proposal put
forth by the property.cwners on the bluff and the proposal
just read are the same proposal. They may be now, but as of
the ti;e we reviewed it, this was not the case; so I have to
stand by the fact that there are three alternate proposals,
as I understand them. '

| Officially, the County of Sacramento through its

Board of Supervisors has, in fact, adopted the original
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propcsal because it is built into the cption on the property.

GOV. ANDERSON: There has never been a public heat—

ing of any kind on 1t? - e

MR. MALCOLM: I am sorry -- I don't believe éﬂ;fbut
I can't spzak for sure; I don't know. As to the other two
proposals, our department is not empoweféd to maka a decision
on behalf ¢f the County. The Board of Supervisors would
have to make the decision., Our department is in the position
of recommending to the Board on the desirability of alterna-
tives, if requested by the Board.

As of now, considering the three alternatives --
althqugh, frankly, I don't know how the Natomas Company feelﬂ
on tﬁe third a1ternati§e becéuse I have had no indication;
this letter is apparently frcm S.3.R.A. to Natomas Compary |
or P.C.A., I don't know -- I have a copy of it myseif -- and
I have no knowledge of how P.C.A4. feels on it, '

So our feeling is this: Either of these two pro-

t;als represents potential damage to the parkway, the area
under our option., Now, the fhird proposal has a condition
on this area we talked about, the swiﬁming beach, If this
could be tied back and let the public use it again by moving
the haul road and bridge downstream, and if the haul road
could be worked out in such a way that there was minimum dam-
age to our proposed parkway, theh we would be inclined to
glive aﬁfavorable recommendation to the Board.

The reasoning behind this is that for years this
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area that was mentioned has been operated as a public swim-
ming facility by permii from the Natomas Company, on a yeatr

to year agreement,

GOV. ANDERSON: I thought you said'ﬁhéy were all

'tfespassing?

MR. MALCOLM: I believe this year to year agree-
ment was discontinued because of this construction. .

GOV, ANDERSON: Then the %respass is recent?

‘MR, CRANSTON: The contract has expired.

MR, MALCOLM: I believe it‘was year to year and
how formal or informal it was, I don't‘know.

' GOV. ANDERSON: A= a park group, you wouldn't be
supporting'a beach area? That isn't part of your sfstem;
In other words, I am wondering Wh§ you would be fighting for
the beach area. o

MR. MALCOLM: In effect, I am. The area is under
the Board of Supervisors. ‘

GOV. ANDERSON: Will there be another beach devel-|
oped as a result of this to take the place of the one elim- -
inated, under your plan?

MR. MALCOLM: We don't have that permanent plan
on the parkway, but I wouid assume under’the original pro-
posal we are going to lose some nice be;ch area, under the
application before yoh;

MR. CRANSTON: Would the fact of our denying a _
permit stop this work at all? 1Isn't that what you said ‘

earlier?
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MR. HORTIG: As I sald, there 1s a strong presu-p-
tion that while it might impose an additional economic bur-
den, there 1s another way to get this gravel out on the north
side; and that is to reconstitute the oldiMc01e11an Field
haul road and come out on the public streets and public high
way, right through the resideﬁtial area on top of the bluff,
right to the top«of.the Sunset Ridgs =- rather than concen-
trate the total operation on privately owned lands and stay
out of the public streets. ' '

MR. ROSS: I just want to mention that thaf argu-
ment of Mr. Hortig could‘very easily be done away with by
the County because 1 doﬁ't believe the County would be in-
clined to let them carry those trucks through there,

MR. HORTIG: Again, a County question -~ and not
before the Lands Commission.

GOV. ANDERSON: Can we- hear from the Natomas
representaiive, then?

MR. IDE: Briefly - - My name is Chandler Ide and
I am Vice President of the Natomas Company.

I think the summary before you quite adequately set
forth the main points, but I would like to just briefly com-
ment upon one feature, and that is whether or not the Natoma$
Company had cancelec any rights to use the beach.

Nowf first of all, this land is owned.by:Natomas.
Years ago it was under year-to-year lease to the people in

Fair Oaks. We have not had any lease arrangements within
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~American River Association?

5+ All of these tailings -~ is all of this here and all this

\here'going to be brought down across the stream?

recent years, but we have allowed the public to use it cver
the years; and the proposed haul road and bridge would reduce]
scmewhat the size of this beach area available during the .
period of the road's operation, but would not eliminate it
altogether. .

I think in all fairness it should be recognized
that the existence of this beach as a public facility is a
matter of Natomas Company's good will toward the community
and none of the aggregates are going to be removed from the
beach, so they will then be available in'tbto again when the
operation is completed.

One other point, for the record, we do not favor
the alternative locatisn that has been suggested.

GOV, ANDERSON: The recent cne put in by the

MR, IDE: The two alternate 1ocaticn§ == prineci-
pally for the same reasons that would apply to the first 6ne;
the item of cost is important.

GOV. ANDERSON: I was 1oék1ng - - May I see the
map again? You can probably remember it better than I can,

but it looks to me - - Frank, will you help me here a minute?

MR, HORTIG: Here is the Sunset Bridge, Citrus Road),
in Fair Oaks. This is the American River. The proposed

alternate would be at this location.

=X
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GOV, ANDERSON: It looks like it is farther down.
MR. HORTIG: 1In other words. the first alternative

proposal is to relocate 1,500 feet down., Here is the exist-

 ing bridge, which 1s proposed to be reconstructed. Here is

this pércel to the Park Départment, who afé willing to ha@e,
as a condition of conveyance here, a small part of the haul
road across this corner, rather than extending the haul road
dc&n to here on the old road and then across:the river, whichg
would put the road right through the proposed laguna area of
the park.,

(Further explanation by Mf. Hortig inaudible at tim

~to reporter, due to volume of noise from audience)

MR. HORTIG: (continuiﬁg) All the other proposal
said was to go farther downstream than the present existing
bridge, in order to get the crossing and the haulage removed
from this area. Obviously, there are going to have to be
trucks working .this close, .

GOV, AﬁDERSON: The work is going to begin at this
end and they are goirg to worg all the way down to the bridge

MR. HORTIG: To this area, and the last to be re-
moved will probably be from that corner and then this road
would be abandoned as far as removing gravel along this
existing road......This area has been completed pfeviously
and this is in process of being deeded as a public gift by
the Natomas Company to the County Park Department for deve1-
opment for recreation, and the Park Depertment has had dis-

cussions with the Natomas Company of the possibility of
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" and regulations of the State Lands Commission, would be

adding that area to the park area., Where it is now, you
have to be practically an Alpinist to climb over this.

This stretch will not be affected, will have no gravel re-
moved, but would be hazardous, patently being within the
Natomas property line, with high speed gravel trucks going b%'

MR. CRANSTON: Eight hours a day.,

MR. HORTIG: Eight hours a day; not on weekends or
holidays. v

GOV. ANDERSON: (To Mr. Ide) He answered the
question I was geing to ask you.

MR. IDE: I wanted to ask just one question, if I
might, and that is: Should the Commission grant the request
as to the recommendation which has been read, would this
two-year right-of-entry be extended at the end of that time
for an additional period? There would be no point in cross-
ing the river with a bridge if it were only going to last
two years; and I am not familiar with the terms....

GOV. ANDERSON: It looks like only two years.

MR, HORTIZ: It is two yeais and there is a title
problem to be determined. Then there is a requirement that
the Natomas Company would require a permit from the state,
after having made that determination, and a staridard form

of right-of-way easement, as is authorized under the rules

issued at the prescribed standard rental rates for the

period of time required by the Natomas Company and its lesse¢
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to conduct the operation, |

GOV, ANDERSON: But this wouldn't necessarily :aean
it would go beyond the two years, unless it came before the
Lands Commission to approve ar disapprove.

MR. HORTIG: This is correct.

MR, IDE: This does not seem to me to be a satis-
factory or practical approach, because unless ﬁhere were
assurance, assuming ;hat the State's title were established

and assuming that the standard conditions, whatever they are,

were met -- if the Commission then had the right to reverse

itself and deny the permit, we would be in an impossible posi
tion. Eo I'wbuld think the practical thing would be to take
action now one way or the other, that makes this feasible
for the 1life of the operation or not at all. That is the
only way we could do it.

~MR. HORTIG: On the original application of the
Natomas Company, it was pointed ocut'there was this problem
of title dispute and the Natomas Company representatives did
not desire to enter into é firm permit and commit themselves
to the payment of the normal rentals, and so forth. So, as
a matter of accommodatién and cooperation and in order to
give both sides an opportunity to determine on what grounds
a full right-of-way easement should be issued, it was recom-
mended that this right-of-entry permit bé issued in order |
that your organization, who made application, could proceed

forthwith with the construction of the bridge without having
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to wait for a determination of‘thefﬁitle problems,

MR. IDE: But we are not raisiné a question as to
the title. The matter was raised by the State, noﬁ as to
title but it came about quite informaily. We assumed we had
secured all necessary permits. We had the Federal Goveia-
ment's clearance; we had the clearance of four State agencies}
and clearance from the County. Then, at a rather late date,
it came to our atcention, much to our surprise, that the
State Lands Commission requirﬁd an application for a permit.

- This was all the more surprising because 2 beidge
had been placed across the river only four years ago f'FZho
application was necessary. ‘ o

So we made an applieationlfer a temporary permit
to operate the bridge during the period this operation would
continue, withoet prejedice to either side's position as to
title. 7 .

MR. HORTIG: This is exactly what is being pro-
cessed, but it is obvious that if an indeterminate-period
temporary permit would be issued, there probably would never
be any determiriation of the title problem; so it is incumbent
upon the State of Cai{?ornia and the Natomas Company to
determine if a permit is necessary, in fact; and if it is

necessary, in fact, it will be issued by the State Lands

Commission.
MR. IDE: Assuming the Natomas Company has title,

then we don't need a permit from the State. I1£, in this
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“is automatic,

two-year pesiod; one of two things happcned -~ one, it has
title, or two, the State has title -- in the latter event, I
assumed the permit would be granted. If the State is deter-
mined to be owner, then would the permit be so grante&, or
is the question of the bridge to come up again?. \

MR. HORTIG: No. If a permit is needed because, in|
fact, the State has proved its claim to the bed of the Ameri-
can River, then a standard permit would be issued with
standard rentals prescribed for such a type of easement and
for the number of years wirich the Natomas Company and the
P.C.A. were estimating necessary for the bridge maintenance
for the full conducqmgf the operation.

Gov. ANDERSbN: But it would then be voted on by
the then constituted Lands Commission and they could turn it
down, ﬁ :? :

MR. HORTIG: They could. It isn't a warranty that
new conditions could not arise nor that the Commission at
that time could not consider new conditions.

GOV. ANDERSON: We normally do take the recommenda-
tion of our stafﬁysbutqgg do have to vote on it. As a mat-
ter of fact,;qe have a léng agenda consisting of this kind

of item this afternoon. I just do not want you to think it

MR. IDE: I had assumed it was automatic provided
we met the standard terms and conditions and paid certain -

rentals,
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five»yeérs. This is important not only to the company, but

rto the State of California, and the Mining Bureau of the

MR, HORTIG: Upon resolution of these probiems,
the staff recommendation would be that such an additional
and .new easement be-granted; and beyond that, o course, the
staff is in no position to commit the Commission, as the
Chairmaﬁ pointed out. |

The only other alternatiVé 1 hesitate to suggest
on this is that we suspend operations until Fhe problem is
resolved and then start all over with a new application. \i
did not gather from your representatives that this approach
would be desired by either your coinpany or your lessee.

MR. IDE: No, the title question might drag out

State of California publishés builetins to facilitate this
kind of operation and, theréfore, we want to get tf - show on
the road,

, MR. HORTIG: Therefore this procedure was designed
to do that, to gef the show on the road, and to give us an
opportunity to get the legal questions resolved while the
lessee 1s operating.

GOV, ANDERSON: Do you have ény other persons who
wish to appear? ‘ |

MR. COLLINS:A 1 represent Pacific Cement and
Aggfeggtes, in case there are any questions I might answer.

MR. CRANSTON: Mr. Chairman, when Mr. Koss appeare&

to oppose thisvapplidaéion at the last session, this was the
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- no fee, pursuant to statutes., Consideration is the publie

first we knew there was opposition, and it was at my request
that we delayed the matter and asked the staff to explore
the situation and learn morx s zbout it. -

| The present Lands Commission has done more than enJ
previous Commission to seek tc preserve the resources and
beaches of‘California and to protect citizens from harass-
ment wherever poséible;

I am afraid that in this situstion we have been
avked to intervene in something we do not have the right to
intervene in; and I think one tning we have to be careful
about is government stepping in where government does mnot
have the right to step in. This is a county mattet -- a
planning and zoning matter.

We have been asked to consider matters such as the
use of a beach,; to which the owner hasra right to deny accesyg
for use; which it w. now done, and where there is no governe
mental jurlsdiction applying feor the use of the beach.

For these reasons, and based on the fact we really
do rot have the right to take other action here, I move 1
approval of the staff recomm>ndation here.

MR. SHEEHAN : I°11 second it,

GOV. ANDERSON: It has bgzen ﬁoved and seconded.
Any further comment? (No reSponse) Carriad unanimously,

- Going to Item-Number J -- Permits, easements, and

rights oFAway to be granted to pubiic and other agencies at
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(a) City ofﬂCoronado -~ Easement over 1.123 acres
3overeign land, San biego County &fer construction and main-
tenance of a street to provide public access t; a beach area,

(b) Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company --
Approval of three locations for submerged Eommunications
« ables across uhgtanted tide and:submerged lands: (1) .Piper
Slough, viciﬁity of Franks Tract; (2) False River, vicinity
of Franks Tract, Contra Costa County; (3) Goodyear. Slough,
Solano County. o

' (c) Department of Parks and Recreation,‘Division
of Beaches and Parks -- 49-year permit for construction;
operation and maintenance of a ferry slip, 0;177 acre tide
ané submerged land in bed of Piver Slough neér itsaconfluencé
with False River, Contra Costa County, o

(d) Sonioma County Flood Control and Water Conser-
vation bistrict -=- 49-year easement for cénstrqction of part
of flood;control channel;;Q}§31 ac:e?ébvereign land in bed
of old channel of Petaluma‘é;;ék‘ﬁear City of Petalunz,
Sonoma County. : 7

(e) U. S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of
Reclamation -- 49-jéar easement, 100 feet wide, géioss aban-
doned bed of the Colofédo River, San Bermardino County, for
construction of a ditch to divert water over sovereign land.

MR. CRANSTON: Move approval,
MP.. SHEEHAN: Sezcnd,

5 A
G l
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-Material to be used as fill on applicant's upland property.

GOV. ANDERSON: Mored and seconded, carried
unanimously., '  ”
Item 3 -- Permits, easements, leases, and rights-

cf-way issued pursuant to statutes and established rental

. (a) Lazaro Gorrindo -- Five-year grazing lease,
1,280 acres school land, Inyo County; annual rental $12.80,
(b) Lyle V. Platt -- Permit to dredge approximately
1200 cubic yard; material from bed of the Sacramento River,

Sacramento County. Royalty rate, nine cents per cubic yard.

(c¢) Eugene Sully Hancock, Jr, ~- Two-year prospect-
ing permit for geothermal énergy and mineral waters, in 285
acres submerged land underlying Clear Lake, Lake Couné}.

{d) Charles Crocker -- Two-yegr prospecting permit
for minerals other than eil and gas, on 32.52 acres lieu land|
Montere& County.,

(e) Welles Whitmore, III, and Margaret Whitmore --
Ten-year sublease to Neal J. Dahl and Theresz Dahl, under
Lease P.R.C., 2826.1, tide and submerged lands of Napa River,
Solano County, :

| (f) A. M. Coker (deceased) -- Assignment from Coker
Construction, Inc., of partial interest in oil and gas leages

P.R.C, 2205.1 and P,R.C. 2207.1, Santa Barbara Coq@ty.;

=

MR, CRANSTON: I move approval.

P

MR. SHEEHAN: Second.
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- 0il Company, are in the public interest; (2) approve pro-

Gov, ANDERSON; And carried unanimeously,

Item & -- City of Long Beach -- Pursuant to Chap~
ter 29/56, First Extraordinary Session, and Chapter 138/6&;
First Extraordinary’ééssion:

(a) Determine that proposed expenditure under
revised plans by the City frcm.its share of tideland oil
revenues of approximately $1,790,000 for construction of
further developments of Marine Stadium West is in accordance
and conformance with pro#isions of Chapter 138/64, First
Extraordinary Session.

(b) Approve proposed estiriated expenditure by the
City from July 20, 1965 to termination of: (1) $14,630,000
for entrance channel bridge structure; and (2) $4,090,000
for supplemental cost of west approach of entrance channei
bridge. The total expenditure will be $18,720,000 (With a
total of $2,503,700, or 13.4%, estimated as subsidence costs]

MR, SHEEHAN: Move approval,

MR. C RANSTON: Second. |

GOV. ANDERSON: Carried unanimously,

Item 5 -- Mineral Leases: (a) (1) Find that pro-
visions relating to repressuring, subsidence aﬂd pooling set
out in proposed order between the City of Los Angeles, acting

through its Board of Harbor Commissioners, and the Zephyr

posed Order for Exteusion of Permit under Order No, 2472

held by Zephyr 0il Company, for a Zurther term of ten yeafs
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beginning January 10, 1963, and the modification to provide
for water flooding, subsidence control,‘and a program for in4
creasing oilrproduction; and (3) aﬁthorize Executive Cfficer
to execute and issue approval of assignment of said pefﬁit
from Zephyr 0il Company tc Humble 0il & Refining Company,

(b) Authorize Executive Officer to execute a com-
pensatory royalty agreemenflﬁith Occidé;tal Petroleum Corpora
tion covering lands included in the Lathrop Gas Field, 3San
Joaquin County; | :

(c) Authorize Executive‘Off1Cer to issue an 0il
and Gas Lease to Lennart G. Erickson, d.b.a. Vista Petroleum
Company (the only bidder) for approximately 272 acres tide
and submerged lands in Solano County designated as W.0. 5611
in consideration of cash-bonus payment of $4,220,

MR. CRANSTOM: I move approval,

MR. SHEEHAN:  Second.

GOV. ANDERSON: Carried unanimously,

6 -- Administration -- (a) Authorize Executive
Officer to initiate procedures for consideration of amendment
of Section 2004, California Administrative Code, Title 2,
Division 3, Rules and Regulations of the State Lénds Com-
mission. : |

. (b) Authorize Executive Officer to execute inter-
agency agreement providing for techpical and/accounting ser-
vices by State Lands Commission to the Reclamation Board,

relating to revenues from gas leases located in the areas of
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Rio Vista and Colusa, for the 1965-66 fiscal year, at a cost
not to exceed $2500.

MR. SHEEHAN: So move,

MR. CRANSTON: Second.

GOV. ANDERSON:  Cacried unanimously,

7. Annexations:'(l) Authorize Executive Officer to
notify the City Council of the City of San Clemgnte that
present value of tide and submerged lands proposed to be
annexed under San Clemente Annexatic . No. 13 is $49,800,000,

and that map and legal description of the boundaries of the

territory to be annexed must comply with provisions of Governk

ment Code Section 35014,

MR. CRANSTON: Move approval.

MR. SHEEHAN: Second.

GOV, ANDERSON: Carried‘unanimoqsly.

MR. HORTIG: Mr. Chairman,kmay I request ;hat item
8(a), which you are about to come to, be deferred for con-
sideration at a later meeting?

GOV}'ANDERSON:: No objection, so ordered.

Item (b) Authorize Executive Officer ‘to execute

| boundary agreement between the State, Moss Landing Harbor

District, Mary E. Sandholdt, and Lucile Ferguson, along the
Ordinary‘High Water Mark of the 0ld Salinmas River and Mon-
terey Bay, Monterey County.

MR. SHEEHAN: So move.

MR. CRANSTON: Second,
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for purpose df>erecting a temporary piler.

GOV, ANDERSON: Carried unanimously,

9 -- Confirmation transactions consummated by the
Executive Officer pursuant te authority confirmed by the Com-
missicn at its meeting on October 5, 1959,

MR. CRANSTON: So move.

MR. SHEEHAN: Second._

GCV. ANDERSONﬁ' Carried unanimously.

Item 10 -- Informative only, no commission action
required -- Report on the status of major litigation.

MR. HORTIG: There are no significant changes.
This is a continuing status report, Mr, Chairman, and there
have been no new developm.ats nor significant additions to
litigation since the last repcrt to the Commission.

GOV. ANDERSON: Number 11 -- Approval of issuance
by Mountain Coppexr Company, Limited, ﬁ6 Bigge Drayage Co.

of sublease under Lease P.R.C. 563.1, Contra Costa County,

MR. CRANSTON: Move approval,

MR. SHEEHAN: Second.

GOV. ANDERSON: Carried unanimously.

Before we take the last item, 1 believe you have
something?

MR. SHEEHAN: Do you want to read these, Mr,
Chairman? -- two additional calendar items,

GOV, ANDERSON: Salary of Executive Officer -

Personnel: The Department of Finance (Exempt Pay Sectipn)
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has revised the salary range for the posiéidn Executive
Officer from $1,351 - $1,642 to $1,419 -~ $1,725% effective
July 1, 1965, ) |

Item No. 277.1, Chapter 757/65 provided for com-

parable salary increases for classes in State civil service,

also effective July 1, 1965.

It is recommended that the Commission approve the

new pay range established by the Department of Finance for
the position of Executive Officer, State Lands Commission,
as of July 1, 1965 and the assignment of the Fxecutive
Officef to the maximum'saiarytrange step, effecti%é July 1,
1965.
' MR. SHEEHAN: So move.
MR. CRANSTON: Second. ,
GOV, ANDERSOi!: ‘Mru Cranston seconded, Any
opposition, Frank? .

MR. HORTIG: No, sir.

GOV, ANDERSON: Carried unanimously.

Calendar item: Salary of Executive Officer -
Personnel: As a result of the passage of Chapter 138, Stat-
utes of 1964, and the requirements thereof for increased
responsibilities in the development of the Long Beach Unit,
the over-all administration of the Wilmington 0il Field, and
increased work load requirements of the State Lands Division

it is recommended that the salary of the Executive Officer

be established at a new level comensurate with these added

p
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responsibllities, Im order to accomplish this action, the
following resclution is proposed:

“The State Lands Commission acting pursuant to
Section 6103 of the Publiz Résources Code, hereby resolves
that the salary of the Executive Okficer, State Lands Com-
mission, be set at $22,812 per annum effective-July 1, 1965
subject to approval by the Director of Finance.'

"That's the same thing ~- only the other way around,

MR. SHEEHAN: Move.

MR. CRANSTON: Second. )

GOV. ANDERSON: Carried unanimously.

MR. HCRTIG: Thank you,gentlemen,

Mr. Chairman, may I réport in conformance with the
organization study by the Department of Finance, which the
State Lands Commission considered and requésted, and re-
quested that we seek budget implementation at the meeting
in April 1965, we have been successfui in adding to the Com-
mission's staff, effective the first of July, an Assistant
Executive Officer fér Administration, Mr. Richard Gelden,
at the table here, who I wish to introduce to the Commission

We now have on the Commission's staff an Assistant
Executive Officer for Engineéring, to which position Mr.
Pfeil has been re-assigned, and one for Administration, now
occupied by Mr, Golden.

MR, SHEEHAN: Are we permitted to interrogate Mr,

Golden as to his qualificatione? I don't know the gentleman|
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MR. HORTIG: 1I'll help you.
GOV. ANDERSON: Anything further before the last

item? (No response),’

The last item i35 to reconfirm the.date, time and
place of‘the next Commission meeting -- Thursday, August 26,
1965, in Los Angeles, at ten a.m. Nc objection, so ordered.

We are adjourned.

ADJOURNED 3:55 P.M,

Selekkdokkivk
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