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60. STATUS OF MAJOR LITIGATION - 1.0.s 2736, 1830.16, 503.461, 2875.15,
505.481, 503.513, 503.521, 503.51C, X721, AMD 503.527.

The attached Calendar Ttem 52 was presented to the Commission for information
only, no Commission action being required.
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52.

STATUS OF MAJOR LITIGATION - W.0.s 2716, 1839.15, 503.461, 2875.15, 503.481,
503.513, 503.521, 503.51%, 4721, AND 503.527.

The Tollowing informstion is turrent as of September 11, 1967:

1. Case No. 747562 (now consolidated with Case No. 64OLG6) W.0. 2716
People vs. City of Long Beach, et al.
Los Angeles County Superior Court
(Long Beach Boundary Determination, Chapter 2000/57)

The City is beinz contacted by the Abtorney Gemersl's Office
%0 urge them to.obboin the necessary information so that this
metter may be moved alcng more quickly than in the past.

Case No. 558ce ' | - W 1836
People vs. Monterey Sand To., et di. ‘
Monterey County Superi¢r Court

{Action for declarayory relief, damages for trespass, quiet
title, accounting, and injunction. It is alleged that the
Mohterey Sand Cempany is trespeusing upon tide and submerged
lands cwned by the State, and ig removing valusble sand
aeposi“t);s from said lands without paying any royalty to the
Statbe. oo ‘ '

Inspection and copying of documents accomplished.

3. Case flo. 30417 | W.0. 503.h61
City of Morro Bay vs. County of San Luis Oblspo and -
Stede of California - ‘
San Iuis Oblspo County Supericy Court

(By Chapter 1076, Stats. of 19LT, cecbain tide and submerged
lands in the vicinity of Morro Bay were groented tg tHe Counly

of San Iuis Obisps. On July 17, 1964, the City of Morro Bay .
was incorporated so as to include the area of the granted tide-
lands. The purpose of the present action is to determine vhethex
or not the City of Morro Bay scquired title to these tide and
subwerged lends as successor o the Jounty end whethey the City
must take Immediste title to such lands or mey postpone taking
title to soms Pfubure dabe.)

A yevised property description has been recelved from the City
of Horre Bay that does wosh conform to the waps vhich the Qity
furnished praviously. A ncy map has been requeshed from che

- Gonsulbing Engineey for the City.
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Case No. 107490 W.0. 2875.15
People vs. Pacific Fluorite
San Bernardino County Superior Court

(Action (1) to eject Pacific Fluorite Co. of California (a
california corporation) from Section 16, T. 17 N., R. 13 E.,
S.B.M., San Bernardino County; and (2) to quiet the State’s
title; and (3) to obtain an accounting for rents and profits --=
mineral trespass.)

Stipuletions for Entry of Judgment have been £iled with the Court.

Case No. 21087 ' © 1.0. 503.481
Thomas P. Reley vs., State of California
Yolo County Supsrior Cowrd

{Suit 6o guist titls to lond mdjecent to the Smersmento River.)

Bppraisal has been made for purpose of settlement, and sei;hie-
‘ment conference is to ke held. ‘

Case No. 892790 S W.0. 503.513
City of Los Angeles vs. €1ty of Long Bemch, et al. ‘
- Los Angeles County Superior Court - “

(An action by the Tity of Los Angeles against the cities of
Long Beach and Osklend, slleging that the said cities have
violated the provisicns of the Statets grants of lends, in trust,
within their harbor districts by entering into alleged diserimi~-
natory sgreements. ) ‘ ‘ - ,

Demurrers of all Defendantg were crally argued on August 29, 1967,
and were beken under submission by the Court. A ruling is expected
within the next few weeks. T

Cage Wo. G037k 1.0..503.521
Stendard 61l Cempany v. City of Carpinteria, et al.
Los Angeles County Superior Court

(Challenge by Standard of the appraised value set by the state
lands Commissinn on the State's interest in tide end submerged
lends proposed to be amnexed by the City of Carpinteria.)

Yo change; i.e., Demurrers overrvled. Respondents given leave
to answer.
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8. Case No. 892295
Milier ws. City of Santa Monica, et al.
Los Angeles County Superior Court

(An sction by privete upland owmers involving title to tide-
lands that have artificially accreted. Both the State Lands
Commission and the Division of Beaches and Parks have interests
to protevt.)

No change: i.e., The City and the Stste have not filed any
Demurrer or Answer as yet. However, the (ity and the State have
entered into a Stipulstion with the Plaintiffs in lieu of a
preliminary injunction. The Stipulebion restrains the Plainbiffs
from building in the disputed ares, and restrains 'bhe City and the
State from removing any improvements 'i;nereon.

9. Case Ho. 5 Originsl in the Uuited States Sum‘eme Cowrt
United States ws, State of G.lifornia

{relsting to the locabion of the offshore boundaries bebwsen
lands under the paramount jurisdiction of the United States and
lands owned by the State, for. such purposes as minerals: A
Supplemental Deeree was entered in this. case, settling the prinei-
ped . Sonbroversies between the State and the United States, but
reserving Jjurisdiction in the United States szzm;a gourt to
setble any ramaz.ning controversies. ) :

No chenge; i.e.y As previously reported, correspondence between
the Office of the Attorney Generzl and the Solieitor Generel of .
the United States indicates the pcssibil‘x.‘sy that further procesi-
ings may be necessary to resolve legal questions relating tc the
ownership of submerged lands in the vieinity of Santa Berbara and
Anacaps, Islands and other submerged lands off-lying Carpinteria,
California. The Solicitor for the Depe-tment of the Interior has
been contacted in sn effort to evolve an interim working agreement
relating to conbroverted areas off Carpinteria pending a Court
ad,judmcation.

3

10. Case No. 57239 W¥.0. 503.527
¥hite vs. State of Californis
Sonome. County Superior Couri

(quist title sction against the Stake to determine & property
boundery along the Petaluma River, Sonoma County.)

Ho change; i.e., State's answer filed., Meebing for settlement
pending.






