MINUTE ITEM

23, STATUS OF MAJOR LITIGATION - W.0.s 3019, 222k, 2274,2, AND 2716.

The attached Calendsr Item 43 was presented to the Commission for
information.
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CATENDAR ITEM

INFORMATIVE

k3.
STATUS OF MAJOR LITIGATION - W.O.s 3019, 222k, 227%.2, and 2716,
The following is current es of September 15, 1960:

1. Case No. 800-58 WM Civil
U.8. vs. Anchor 0il Corporation, et al.
U.8.D.C., Southern District, ILos Angeles County
(1ong Beach Subsidence Matter)

(Request by U. 8. for court order to shut down Wilmington
Field if satisfactory subsurface repressuring programs
for land-surface-subsidence alleviation are not pubt iato
operation.)

No change in status since report given at meeting of
October 29, 1959; i.e., a copy of the plaintiff United
States! reply to State's countercleim was received on
August 12, 1959. Discdvery proceedings have commenced.
Plainbiff United States has served written interroga-
tories on various éo-defendants but not on defendant
State of California. It is enfiicipated that defendants
will serve written interrcgaioriés on the Federal
-Government.,

2, Case No., 68382L W.0. 222b
People vs. City of Long Beach
Los Angeles County Buperior Court
(Alemitos Bay Quitclaim Litigation)

(‘Set‘tlement of question as to whether title to oil and gas
is vested in City or State in lamds grenbed to City by State
and subsequently quitclesimed to State by City.)

No change in stabas since report given at meeting of

Avgust 25, 1960; i.e., The Attorney General's office has
filed = Notice of Appeal and & Notice Designating the Record
of Arpeal.

3. Cese No. TOTL7 W.0.
County of Orange vs. State of Cealifcrnie, et al.
Orange County Superior Court

(Claim by Orenge County that legislative grant to the County
of tide and submerged lands in Newport Fay conveyed to *he
County all tide and submerged lands within the County (with

—the-exceptionof-agrant to-the City-—-of NewportBeach)e )
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CALENDAR ITEM 43. (coNTD. )

The Orange County Roard of Supervisors voted uneni-
mously (Resolution No. 60-948, deted September 1k,
1960) to abandon subject suit. The mechanics of
asccomplishing agreement to the dismissal will oe
hendled by the office of the Attorney General,

case No. Tu7562

People vs. ity of Long Beach, et al.

Los Angeles County Superior Court

(Long Beach Boundery Determination, Chapter 2000/57)

The only ne¥ development since +he report given in
the Calendey for the meeting of August 25, 1960; is
that the perbles, by agreement with special counsel,
weve agreed thet the City of Long Beach will have
wnbil October L7 insbead of September 16, 1960, to
file pleadings.




