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bound by the Claims Provisions eof the Charter of the City of Los ingeles, The
Court has requested the State to submit findings and conclusionsg

In discussion with Agsistant Attorney Oeneral Walter Bowers and Special Counsel
Burdetie Daniels, it was the consensus that an appeal may be warranted, However,
at this time, no conclusions have been reached,

Upon motion duly made and unanimously carried, a resolution ws adopted authori-~
zing the Attorney Genersl to use his discretion in f£iling an appeal,

Uhe (UeS. vs. 595 acres of land in Siskiyou County - State of Galifornia,
Gharles G. Murray, et al,, Civil No, 4573) The Commisaion was informed that on
December 7, 1942, the Unitad Statez filed a condemnation action against certain
lands in Sisliwey Cownty for enlarvemant of the lower Klamath National Wild Life
Refuge. The State of California was the owner of approximatsly 10 acres of swamp
and overflowed lands within the 595 acres being condemned in this action,

Throughout the procesding, the Attorpey Qeneral has resisted the taking of this
land by the Federal Goverrment for this purpose, but finally judgment was rendered
in favor of the United States for apmroximately 10 acres of State land involved
whereunder the State received $50,00 in smettlement., In the settlement and judge
ment, the State has reserved any minsrals that may be in the land,

15. (UsS. v8s 520 acres of land in Siskiyou County - State of California, et al.,
Civil No, I57h ~ Lower Klamath National Wild Life Refugs) The Commissicn was
informed that in 1943, the United States filed a condemnation action for school
lands consisting of the NE3, SEX of WWi, and S} of Section 16, T. 47 N., R. 3 B,
MeD.Miy contzining 520 acres in Siskiyou County, for the purpose of enlarging

the fower K1zmth National Wild Life Refuge.

The Attorney General o behalf of the Commissicn has resisted this condemnation
throughout, but finally the Federal Court in this case in July, 199, awarded
to the Stats, the amount of $2,080.00 for tha 520 acres of State land involvad
in the action, The State was successful in reserving all minerals that #ay be
contained in the land taken,

46. {(Marine Exploration Company « Application for Extension of Term of Lease
No, P.R,C, 186) The Commission was informed that on June 29, 1949, an opinion
was given by Assistant Attorney Ceneral £, G, Bemard in which it was stated that
the State Lands Comnission had authority wnder Section 6627 of the Public Regources
Cods to amend Lease No, P.RyC. 186 1o Marine Exploration Company, of Long Beach,
Califarnia, dated September 2k, 1945, so as to extend the term of ths lease for
such perioed of time as the Comnission deemws t¢ be in the best interasts of the
State, The lease in quasticn was issued for an initi4l peried of 20 yearse. The
lease coversd operations in certain offshore lands which involve drilling of
wells fyrom filled-in islands, a project of considerable magnituds and cogt,
These offshore opsrations have not bssn started on account of the uncertainties
attending the settlement of the Ptidelsnds® litigation beiween the United States
and Californiae.

On September 13, 1949, there was pressnted to the Exscubive Officer an application
by tha lesses for an extension of the term of Lease P R, 186 to includa Mmo

long theresfter as oil, ges or other hydreocarbon substances ars produced in
peying gquantities from the leassd landa®, The purpose of the ratjuest, &3 stated
in the application, was to soompansgts for the time iost as a resylt of the "hidew
landa® Jitigation and to afford an adequate time fpr the amortization of the large
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investment involved,

Bafore work can proceed on offshore construction work, the applicant must cbtain

a permit from the Department of the Army; such permit has been applied for, but
approval has besn withheld to date by action of another Federal Depertment irwolved
in the litigation, The staff of this Division ars in agreement that in all squity
auch an extension of term of the leass should bs made and vhat interests of the
State would be served by so doing,

Messrs, A, T, Jerging and Ray Waestman appeared before the Commission in connection
with the matter,

Dpon motion duly made and uwnanimously cargisd, & resclution was adopted authori-
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Ebcploration Company so that it shall continue far a pariod of twanty years from
and after the date thereof and so long thereafier as oil, gas, or other hydros
carbon substances are produced in paying quantities from the leased lands,

" e {leass Applica’cion ~ Wo0s 301, T, D, Harney, San Francisco) An application

by it dhad & 43 n £ pronsioad.
was presentaed ¥r, Ty D, Herney requssYing v ha & action taken by the CURREL D~

sion on March 21, 19}i9, (Minute Item 15, Page 9h5) to the effect that approval of
the project be given by the governing body of the City and County of San Francisco,
befors the Commission took further action, be amendsd so as to require only a
letter of endarsement signed by the Mayor of the City of San Francisco,

After considerable discussion and no motion having been presented on the matter,
the Chairman advised Mr, Harney that the action taken by the Commission on March
21, 19ip, would still stand,

48. (Investigation of Policies on Procedural Matters) The Executive Officer
reported that it had been his obssrvation that matters of minute detail were
being presented o the Commission for action whick sight be delegatsd to the
Executive Officer, thus relieving the records of considerable matter and mini-
mizing the amount of material to be presented to the Commission for actione

Or motion duly made and unanimously carried, the Executive Officer was instructed
to continue the investigalion and report back to the Commission at some futuve
‘date his recommendation in the premises,

There being no further business to come before the Commission, the meeting was
adjournad,
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