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Hon. Alan Cranston, Controller) Ghalrman 3*
Hon. Glenn M. Anderson, Lieutenant Governor
Hon. Hale Champion, Director of Finance

Mr. F. J. Hortig, Exécutive Officer

Mr. Alan Sleroty, Executive Secretary to.
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FFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL“

Mr. uay Lia Shavelson, Deputy Attorney General
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Mr., W. M. Carlile, Jr.
Deputy City“Manager
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MR& CRANSTON” Let'tha meﬁtlng Plaase come ta'”“

‘mrderﬁ First item, class1+icat101 2 == Permits, easemen*@,
{ and *ightﬁonfway ‘to be grantad to public and @Lher agenc1es~

"‘at no fee, pursuant to statute.

-

structure permmt, 3«99 acres tlde and submerged lands of San

,Fran01sco Bay, San Mateo chnty, for constructlon and ‘mainten

~ance of channel markers;

ItemA(b) Sacramento Mnn1c1pal Utmllty Dlstrlct -

{ Llfeuofnstructure p@rmlt, 0 092 acre. saverelgn 1ands of

American River at Clty of Saeramgnto, for 12 KV power 1ine to

'prov1de better service for Greater Sacramente,

Item.(g) ﬂepartment of Public Wofks, County of

Sacramento - Permlt to extract appr0x1mately 1500 cublc l

:“‘yards of matermal from bed of the Sacramento River, Sacrament:

“'Gounty, to cxeate navxgable waterwayﬁ

MR;; ; CHAWION u’ - Move,
GCVQ AMER&’ ON 5 S ec Dnd & ‘ ‘ ‘
MR¢ CRANSTON'i aned seconded anﬁ so ordered

unamlmouslya

Item Cla351fication 3 w- Permits, easements, leases'

' and rights- of=way issued pursuant to statutes and established

rentalapolicies of the~Commission.

"l(a) City of Stocktom =+ Sublease to Jack Benton,

ccverihg tide and sﬁbmerg@d lLands of Buckley Cove, San Joaquis

1 Gounty, curx&ntly 1ea3»d to Lity of Stockton under Lease P,R.g

Appllcant (a) City of Falo Alto == 49~yea1 11fe~of—

(2

U

¥

F=3

[
L
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,1976Ql far boat harbor and ampurtenant facllltxes*v

T

| the development, -

MR, HGRTIG' Mx Cuqlrman, Deputy Clty'Manager

‘,Carllle of ﬁhe City of Stocktom, and,the Blrectar oﬁ Parks a
: and Recreatlon, Clty of Srockton, are hare 1f thege are any
 ‘quesb10us with respect tw thls item. = N

| MR¢ SIERGTY°l Mz Chalrmanzl raﬂse the questlon - ? 

I thlnk the City Manager can adequately give usg/ tﬁa answer --

\‘ 5:

'but ln thls case the. State Lands Camm1851on 1ssued fhe lease

"to a gevernmental body at 1ts mlnimum rental and here the

City is executlng a sualease to a private 1nd1v1dua1, andg

Whereas had we executed the lease to a prlvate 1ndLv1dual

'there wnuld have been a dlfferent reufal I Lhought we ought

to 1qok 1nto thla a llttle blﬁ.v

X understand the- development here is completaly in

~ the interest of the Glty and certalnly‘may»be satlsfactory,,\;

: ‘but as long as the City Manager is hera, maybe he can eyplaln

\
y

MR, CARLILE‘ M, Ghalrman, T will be glad to. hy

| name Ls J,'M* Carlile, Jr. I amlDeputy CLty“Manager of the

Clty of Stockton. We origlnally owned Buckley Island 1t5e1f

| and, of coursa, the State had title to-the'submerged lands :

surrounding BﬂﬁPlay Island Back in 1957-'58, we attempthd
to have a development there through the State Beaches and |
Parks. At that tlmﬂ, because of the small acreage, the State
Beaches and Parks eliminated Buckley Island from causideratio

During the course of the nextvcoup]e years, 1958

OFFIEE OF ADNINISTRATIVE FROSEDURE STATE OF SALIRGRNIA
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an airplane mmdel cuntest fac;llty - which you gentlemen

;ﬁthr@ugh 1959 we attemptad to get a daveloper there on thu

Island to provxde the £acllxnlas that ww felt were necessary;

te substantiate our one thousand mlles of waterway 1n the

=rvxc1n1ty of &he City of~Stackt0na W@ were ﬁlnally able to

4,qbta1n one bidder' thax was Mr. Benron,"

Slnce that timﬁ, in the last three years he has V‘

been able to provmde oue hunurad smxtynthree boat bernhs and

s b

s,

we do have a‘ma$ter plan for the Island which 1 would 11ke o

show ah this tlmeﬁ If ycu ‘wouad permlt me, I want to show
the fulA develoyment,,
(Plan dlSplayad cn,wall)

Mx. Benton's development will be on the two sidds

af the cove, We pxan, then, to have a central development

for the puﬂlzc wmthln th&S area rlght here (1ndicatlng
throughomt mn plﬂn) Thls is Brooks1de Road ﬁnterlng into

the paxk areh Wé will have a park in thms area, along w1th

probably under&tand is Very dlfficult to have; yau musL have

it aut in an area which will nat bother people., We also have

reserved the rlght,for publlc flshlng all along the Stockton :

Deep Water Channalﬁ

' Naw,‘oxlgxnally in the lease wmth Mr. Benton we

set forth a thlxty~f1ve year merled At that time he ‘was to

plaw'baqk'all mf.his funds into the development to provide

these restaurant facilitiea,~boat berthing, dock, development|

of pakaays,”ﬁn& so forth. At the end of the thirty-five

BRILGE OF ATMINIBTRATIVE FROCEOURE, BTATE OF GALINO RIEA
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j}lnte account his proflt that he W1}1 be'maklng during_this
Vginterxm davelopment perlodd AL that time, fhen,vtha proflts&g
~jnom1ng from Mr . Benton s commerclal development W111 be - con-

:.SLdered in the rebt az tbm development of the Island

At the present txme Mr. Benton's proflt is very

/l

small. In our last ana1y51s of his books, lt representad

ffour per cent of hlS ‘present 1nvestment.

GOV; ANBERSQN; Whar 1s the amount of the 1ease?

; Whaf do we get,on th@ progerty?

‘  MR4 HORfIG.‘ ({ne hundred dollars a‘year.l |
GOV, ANDERSON: And what is Stockton's sublease to

‘Mr, Benton? Haw much is that a yearQV

MRW CARLILE. There is ‘no monetary return to the o

City of‘Stcckton for'the flrst thlrty~f1ve‘years, He is
pleWxng back his profits in the develoyment of the Tsland.
MR, HORTIG: I thlnk;posslbly we should also add

the ﬁacL‘ Governor Anderson, that these facmlmtles which will

‘have been coustructed by he sublessee will ultxmately become

of Stockton, , -
MR. GARLILE: That's right.

MR. HORTIG: So what results from this development

is a fully developed small craft harbor and recreation facil-|

ity, at no direct cost to the City of Stocktonm.
MR. SIEROTY: 1Is there a limitation or control on

1 years, we have anather seatxon oF the lease wh;ch wxll take

GQRPICE O ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCEDURKE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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~3ai thefﬁfbfit offyé?  su»iégéeé therﬁ? You sﬁyfyaﬁ audit‘his 
);2i books every year’ o 15\ o _"JMT  “; ~,ﬁ;   .' :
s MR, cAR.LILE. | That s right. At the time of the |
’ 4'f complet1cn of the tn1rty~f1ve year. perlod thﬁ profltS‘will‘~n7'i
ﬁ 5 -ibe taken xnto congmderatiun,, o P ‘    7;j
 6"' ’« T mlght pamnt out bhe State 1aase is for, élfteen .
7f  years w1th two ten-year options. There 13 eleven\years to
'S'krun on the orlgmnal prlmary 1ease\WLth the State; so at the
‘9f‘“end of the,eleven»year p@riod the proFlts thpn can be ana-
10  ,1yzed and\determlnatlon made for the rent to be pald@ |
li | MRn CRANSTON. ﬁe you have any further questl : 7f
ﬁlzf ~GOVQANBERSON.' I donyt_thlnk S0, :
a3 MR, CRANSTON: Alan?
| 141 MR, SIEROTY: No. '
‘15"' »MR» CRANSTON' Thaﬁk you Verv much.
1716,  ithem,(b) Paciflc Gas ‘and Electrlc Company - 15 year
:17 ~feasement, 1.079 acres tlde and submerged lands of Sacramento
18 ‘Rlver, Shasta County, for w“re crossxng - annual rental |
o] $57.14; | | | -
20 | | | Item (c) Pacific Sas‘and Electric Company -~ 15~
?@;ﬁf' gijf‘year easement, 1.148 aefes“tide and submerged lands of
;15%f 32, Russian Riv—ery Sonoma Countv, for overhead \1re crossmng -
ot ‘~é§ annual rental $38, P
24 Item (4) Pa 1flu Gas and Electrmc Company - 10-
op | year ranewal of Easement E,Racﬁ 3’3 1, 0,482 acres af Tualumme
28 River, Stanislaus Coun.y, for gas-line crossing, total rentall
: $242,90;
o OFFICR OF ADMINIBTRATIVIE FROGEDURK, STATE OF SALINORNIA
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| 14  between the City of Long Beach aﬁd its Board of Harbor Com-~
1B

18]

18

Ltem (e) Phllllps Petroleum Company - Defermenu of"

>drllllng requmrements under 011 and Gas Lﬁase P,RQC 2207 1
ijanta Barbara County, thraugh December 21 1963, to permlt
,‘analysis and 1nterpratation of data from wells drllled and

‘ﬁto allow lesseas to obtain needed reservoxr performance data

from a producxble gas sand underlylag the leaseo
Gav,aNQrRsQN:‘ 1'1l move it.
MR, CHAMPION: Second,
MR, CRANSTON: 'Approval'moved, seconded, made

umanimously.;

Item & -- Clty of Long Beach -~ Ttem (a) Authorlza~

tion for Executive Officer to certify approval of the ”Agree~f

ment Amendxng Certaln Contracts for the Sale of Natural Gas,%|

fmlssioners,'as Elrst Fartles; Socony~Mob11 0il Company, Inc.,

TaS‘Second Péxty; Signal Oil and Gas Company, as Third Party;'

and Long Bea¢h hcckaanleerminalkCompanyg as Fourth Party,
| Any'comments on that? |

, MRW HORTIG.4 Yes Mra Chalrman. This is somewhat

unlque xn ‘terms of representing contracts that the Glty of

Long Beach as such has not submitted for approval, inasmuch
\\

as. 1t is contended by the City of Long Beach that these Landsf

are owned by the City of Long Beach. However, the Stafe has

a claim tc’thesa lands and Deputy Shavelson is the attorney
who is pursuing with the litigation with respect to that

claim; and I wish he would comment on the reason for this

COFMGL O R ADMINIRTRATIVE PROCEDURR, BTAYE OF CALIFORNIA
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reaammenﬁatlen far appraval, o | -

| MR. SHAVELSON: The lands lnvalved in both item (a)|
- and item (b) unéer ”4” are lands whlvh the Clty of Long Beachﬂy
alleges that it owns in its mmnxalpal capaclty, free of the o
‘Tidelands Trust,‘ The State, in th@ case of the People versus“‘ 
Lang Beach, take# the{p951tion that 1arge portians of Lhe |

xlands covered are, in fact, leelands, and that other por~‘

tlans are, regardles Gf thelr natural status, because of the; PR

way in whizh the Oluy acquxred them -~ ‘that is, 1n,settlement

OE e rLaln txdeland.lxtlgaticn between 1938 and 1941 -- that

the lands are held aﬂbJBCL to the Tidelands Trust¢ |
|  our problem is that.lf these land$ are, in fact

tidelands or held subject to the trust, then under Chapter

29 the approval of’ the Commission is requlred for these con‘f_ f”

tracts. If they are not tide or submerged lands, ox nat held;’
subgect to the trust, then Ccmmlssman approval 1S'n0t re~ k
qulred but we think that under these circumstances the Com«~
mission should examlne ﬁh@se cantracts as if it Were settied‘
that the lands were tléaiand and 1f~ﬁhey-turn&out to»bg,

then tha contracts are valldated,.‘If‘ﬁﬁey’turn aﬁt not to bé~
tidelands, then certamnly no harm has been.ﬁone by the Com~

mi SSZLOII S aci‘mn,

. GOV, ANDERSON: Now, then, have we checked these

 agreements?

MR. SHAVELSON: Yes, we have, sir. |
GOV, ANDERSON: In other words, we are not just

arricr GF ADNINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF CALTFORNIA




¥ f t approv1ng them to be on the racord, you hava checkad thgm?
kR

:Q&HAVELSON., We have analyzed Lhese agreements;. J;fv

1
21 |
\37:‘exaatly as though tne title to the tldelands were not 1n E;U ﬁ,j 2
| Sk dlspute, e e | "i" f o ,f¢ : ? ;  f“-u' ?jvu
5 L m "-CRAN‘*TGN Récamended for approval? a S r
Y SHAVELSDH. Yes. o
o7l eov. ANBERSON; 11 move dt. " i o
8 MR, CHAMPION: Second. SR o :
,"~{Q%ﬂil - MR. CRANSTQN:: Moved‘and sedonded,ﬁadopteﬁ upani- ;

; "

?”‘fil | A.ﬁ Item (b) Authorlzatlon for hwecutlve OFilﬂer to e
kyaflé | certiﬁy approval of: (1) ”&ekcnd Agreement Aﬁﬁndlng CQntract i -"3
!

?V‘~‘*‘£J”15’ for Sale of Natural Gas,? between the City of Long Beach and !

' 14 _1ts Bcard of Harbor Commxssmone*s, as Flrst Partles Lomlta 3“  ‘
‘ |

sl Gasoline Company, as Second Party, Qignal 011 and wns Companyf

¢
3 f;‘:1B°  as Thlrd.PartY, and Long Beach Dock and Termmnal Gempaay, as« \'“
k»fl7‘;1Fouth Partyg and (2) nFlrst4Agreement Amhndlng Contxact fcr & ;1
e 18; Sale of Natural Gas (EHARR 'G-1" 'WBLL),” between the,Board Qf§; :i

e 19 | Harbor»commlss1ener of the Clty of Long Beach as Flrst | ﬁ~*

 ?§b | ?arty; Lomita GaSoline Companjg as;Second\Party; and Slgnal i"fﬁ
gy | 0Oil and Gas Company, as Third Party. e ‘
20| | . GOV; ANDERSON. My motion of approval,ylgthought,‘
- 25 aovered it all » | . | | ,ﬂ‘ :

Mﬁq CRANSTON* You are secondgng that” R
| MR CHAMPION: Smund \ |
; §* . | : \MR@:CRANSTQN: Applova] is maved, seacnded and 4 \&

{

|

I3

; i

;

OFFICK OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURK, 8TATE OF SALIRORKIA \
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;-maﬁ;'rélativtho the proposed cantracts for development of

g vmews were full day seqsm@us were. attended by approximately

-
S

i

'  thﬁ=R¢“h the phy31ga1. legal and economic appralsals and»v

| unanxmously ordexed of the entire matterq

§

hald Mbnday on the ucng Beach’W11m1ngtcn 0il 1tem7

Wi, :

:wv R ua HORTIG., ‘;s; smr, If you gentiemen wmll TPA5§ 

to Supplementd] Calendar Item, page 36, attached to your
| aalendafs pursuant to ‘the dlrectlve from Lhe Cqmm1551mn on
| March 28th " the State Lands Dmviﬁlon staff did hold publlc
‘reviews in Los Angeles on Aprll 15th and Apr11 22nd, which

was 1ast'hondayg¥ ‘In respanae to your;questlon, Mr, Chair-
 the Long Beach Unlt 0‘ ﬁhe'WllmlﬂgLQn 0il Field, these re-

one hnndred representatlves of the petroleum industry, the
City of Long Beach nrlvate cltlzena, and other interested

wpartles.  Full opportunity for. dxscuss;an resulted in queg~» 
tloms, suggestzons and recommendations that will provmde\

factual bases for further suaff ccn31derat10n and coordlna~

recommendat:ons 1nc1ud1ﬁg those that will develop from

Senate Resalutxon 100, which was adopted on April 8, 1963

ES 3

reading as follows (and readlng only the *Resolved” portmcns)

"Resolved by the Senate of the State of Cal:fornlay
That the State Lands Commission be requested to
withhold until May 15th, 1963 its determinations
- with respect to all of the documents relating to a}
bid offering by the City of Long Beach for the ex-~

 traction of oil, gas and hydrocarbons from the East

‘Wllmxngt@n Oil Field; and be lt further

YResolved, That the State Lands Commission be

OFFICK OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROGROURE, dTATE OF QALIFORNIA
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| also~r9port,tha£'the Senate Rules Committee has appointed a

 ,Ghairman; together with six othey members, who are prgceédr

g ing with the study directed by‘this resolution.
:.Assemb1§ House Resolution 196 I can now repart was addptad;

 of page 38y

,*ﬂanamuraged“#o cantiﬂua'publiﬁ”haarings‘and fee'
vieys by its staff relating to such existing or
proposed docupents, recognizirg the value of such

hearings and Yeview to insure maximum participation

- by all those who may be concerned and who may aid
~ dn a final determination of tlie most appropriate
‘approach for such extraction which will be to’ the -
' ‘paximum equirable benefit to the State, the City
»;ubﬁ'LangyBegdﬁs and the dindustry; and be it further

- “pasolved, That the Senate RuiﬁS“ﬂbmmittee.aﬁsign [

this resolution for study to ine General Research
. Committee of the Semate, directing such committee
to make a thorough physical, legal and economic
‘appraisal of the proposed oll, gas and hydrocarbon
extractions, as expeditiously as possible, and to |
- report its recommendations thereon to the Sepate
at this session of the Legislature; , . ."

- MR. HOREIG: (continuing) At this point, I can

"Specialﬂﬁesearch Committee of the Senate, Senator O’Sﬁllivan:

For the further information of the Commission, .

‘A?ril 23; 1963, and raaaing the reséluticn: {(on the bottom

‘ﬂRe3elv&d by the Assembly of the State of Cali-
fornia, That the Assembly urges the State Lands

- Commission to approve promptly the Unit Agreement, |
- Long Beach Unit, Wilmington 01l Field, California,|

Imit Operating Agreement, Wilmington Oil Field,
California, and Field Contractor Agreement, Long
Beach Unit, Wilmington 0il Field, Californiaj. .
MR, CRANSTON: »&hything,fufther to report?

MR. HORTIG: No sir, unless in response to a

question,

ERTICR OF ADMINISTHATIVR BROCEUURT, STATHE OF CALITORNIA




@ '] . MR, cHAPION: Is there amy thixd course? |

- f_~§2‘ N MR; PRANSTON‘ We will go on to Itemzs -~ Author1~‘

& ;;;,<3 "zatiam £0r Executlve Offlcer to enter into an.agreement.«a..él

' ;‘M&}4'  . MR. HORITG.; Excuse me, Mr. Chalrman.k Under the

: L fﬁﬁ‘hi01raumstanceb, I believe it mlght be apnroprzate to read for

év : éA‘ the record letters recalved in general reference to the Long

% 7 Beach contract subject, which were requested by the senders
.8 f‘to be read into the record. | | | .
o] o MR& CﬂéMPION' Gan these dacumpnts be entered 1nta ,  i

: 10 the record without readlng them?
11  MR. HORTIG: They can be.~ I can only say the‘
| 12 -reqﬂeét ofyéﬁe iss. ”It is requested that this 1etter be raad"
13 | verbatim into the record at the next formal'meetlng cf the
14| State Lands,commlssmqn,J and the othex, "t would be appre—
16 ':ciated if you would ha%e this 1epter read into the_record of
tvle fAydur.ApriliZSVméetinge“__ | b | B P
17 N 'MRq,CHAM?IQNﬁV I'move’that fEESe be'considérad ré%d" .
18 | into the record. | o S
10 GOV, ANDERSON: secona. b
fygo‘ " MR. CR&NSTON: Moved and Seccnded, ap@roved‘unaﬁi? 
91| mously. | | - | B
k‘@z_‘ | Gov, ANEERSON§ You cauid~identify‘them»fofnthe
| 4 | : MR, HORTIG: The letters which are the subject of |
v | . | S _
%u: 25 the motion just passed are, (1), letter of April 1, 1963 fra&
2 Pauley Petroleum Inc., Reference: Long Beach Tidelands, signed

-
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ATby’Mx, L. E. Scott; and the sé¢ond letter is one from the
| Long Eea¢h'0hamber mf,Commérce,April,Bzg 1963;‘Signeﬁ~ﬁy
Orville Cole, M,D., Presidemt.

| them, can't they?

~ trangeript as produced for the Commission.
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f:Gﬁv;;ANﬁERSONz  ﬁhd the’c0mtanté'of~thesg,letters

arE‘public.faAnyoﬁa that wants to read them can come and read;

MR. HORTIG: Yes, and they will be included in the

 (Letters referred to are reproduced below)
YState Lands Commission ' April 1, 1963
302 State Building 5 SR
- 217 West First Street
Los Angeles 12, Galifornia

Attentipn: Mr, Frank J, Hoptig, Exepsutive Officer

~ Referenmce: Long Beach Tidelands
Gentlemen: ‘ |

- Attached herewith is an article found at Page A-6 of the

LONG BEACH INDEPENDENT dated Saturday, March 30, 1963,

- wherein it is reported that Long Beach 01l Development
Company, Signal 0il and Gas Company, Texaco Imc., and
Union Pacific Railroad Company have filed a2 lawsuit in
an effort to declare unconstitutional the City of Long

Beach®s 0il Production License Tax,

This is called to your attention in order that you may
confer with four Staff and the Attorney General in an
effort to ascertain the effect of this sction upon the
presently existing proposal before the State Lands Com-
migssion,  VWe must always keep in mind that any tax, |
regardless of how small, has a material effect upon what
‘a company bids in this area., Ong per cent of the value
Qf,ﬁhe_hﬁng,ﬁeﬁ¢h Tidelands o0il is approximately B
$45,000,000. If an ambiguity exists as to the legality
of a tax to be levied upon a producer, it will materially
affect the bid and could very easily eliminate competi-
tion and 'chill the bid' of those who do file a bid.

This and all other taxed become & major problem because
of the wemarkable statemen® by the City of Long Beach on

-
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- ’%mxch 28 1963, in its momments relanmve to the state~|
. ment of the undersigned to the Htate Lands Commission
. February 28 1963, This statement, shown on Page 32 of}

Long Beach s Statement, reaab as follaws, |

r~'le Aﬂ valoram;and ochar taxes,

| »CQMMFNT' L S |
Although we appreexate the 1ndustry s concern
~over taxes, we submit that considexation of.
o ~ the tax questlan is not relpvapt4to considera~
e tion of this contxact,*,‘q’

"Reference is also made to the statement of the Attorne
General at the March 28, 1963 meeting where he 1nd1cate7
Ao that there is a strong pcssmbllity'that the Field Com~- |
(1  tractor would have to pay an ad valorem tax on the total
- value of the productlon, |

H"\c

10
| . MIt is our strong reﬁommeﬁdatlon that the Attorney
11 -~ General be asked to file a formal opinion at an Larly
E - date, setting forth the tax, the amount, and who is to
12 - pay same, on the Long Beach Tidelands, “The Commission
| , ‘and Staff will no doubt agree that every business and
13 " each citizen of the State of California has the right
I to kunow the amount of its potential tay liability be- -
14 . fore making a commitment. We believe, also, that it is
| i to the best interests of the State of California to
15 know its potential tax inccme on. a venture of this
R magnitude, o | SR
18 .
- Ure i requested that this letter be read verbatlm.into |
17 ~ the recoxrd at the next formal m&etlng of the State Lands
B Comm1381on. v 2 _ ~
: _ ours very tsa Vs
18 : / Iw Ew Sﬂﬁtt
191 LES:hb o
: cc: Hon, Glenn.Mg Andezsan, Lt* Governor
20 Hon. Hale Champion, Director of Finance
| Hon. Alan Cranston, Gantroller, State of Callfurnia
21 Senator Virgil O'Sullivan |
20 FOLLOWING IS REPRODUCTION OF AEEIGLE REFERRED
- TO IN FIRST PARAGRAPH OF ABQVE LETTER: '
Loy
“3 | UFOUR FIRMS DEMAND OIL TAX REFUNDS
24

| “rour oil companies Friday demanded refunﬁ of $66, 693

25 in city oil production license taxes they paid last
October undexr protest. | |

2? “The Jirms filed claims with City Treasurer William

OrpleK OF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROGUDURE, BTATE O CALIFGRNIA
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‘that normally precedes court actlon,

"Unjon Pacific Railroad Co. sought the largest amount,

© © N e @ s G N e

‘paid license to do business in Long Beach.

7 9&1an'Granstcng Chairman April 22, 1963
-~ State Lands Commission ‘ e

Dear Mr. Chairman:

552,356, paid both-as an individual producer aud as
unit producer in the harbor district. o |

”Other'claimants were,Loﬁg,Beaqh 0i1;nevelgpmgﬁt Coe,
gz’ggg; Signal 0il and Gas Co., $3,711, and Texaco Inc.|
‘j'k' R B o

"IN ADL_.ION to the constitutional grounds cited im the
original protest, Union Pacific raised a new argument.
The company contended that during the period cover¢d
by the claim ~- June-Aug., 1962 -~ it already had a pre-

"City officials noted that the new production tagx
license ordinance speclified that pro rata amounts of
the previous $50 annual license fze would be refunded
or applied to the new levy. The production tax is thred
cents a barrel, " | |

L33

’(Ené of newspaper article)
| s |

Sacramento, California

It would be apprébiate& if you wouid have this 1etter-r'
read into the record of your April 25 meeting. .

In connection with the proposed Long Beach 0il Develop-
ment program you are considering, we wish to stress one
important objective of the City's which is of paramount
importance to the people ofrﬁon% Beach., It is the
absolute necessity of avoiding land sinkage.

As you know, Long Beach has just emerged from the grim
shadow of subsidence of its harbor, shoreline and down-|
town areas. Land over the developed part of the Wil-
wington 0L Fileld has sunk as much as 27 feet in one
place and sinking has spread over 20 square miles,

More than $90 million of damage hasg been suffered by
public and private properties. Thousands of lives have
been endangered. The Long Beach Navy Shipyard, oux

OFPFIOE OF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCEDURE, BTATE GF CALIFORNIA
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threatened with closure.

~ Ysecond 1argest.in&ustria1 activity and payroli§ was |

‘ »Subsidenee;diﬁ*ifréparabla*aﬂdfinestiﬁabléddamage‘to 8

Long Beach's economy by frightening away investment
capitals As you know f£rom our correspondence with

- your Commission, dating back to September 13, 1955, the
- Chambez of Commerce fought literally for years to forxrceg
a cure for subsidence. The fight demanded the cambine§~

and intense efforts of many of our top governmental an

civic leaders, almost to the exclusion of other com-
- structive projects. It was a bitter struggle which we,

at all costs, are determined not to repeat.

‘We have learned from harsh experience that subsidence

is easier to prevent than cure, The Long Beach pro-~

posal is designed to do just that -- prevent subsidence

The principal difficulty Long Beach faced in stoppiﬁg
subsidence, whkich centered in the presently developed

part of the field, was the large number of economic o
interests involved, although the City and the State had
practically no control over their actions, the complete

cooperation of those numerous interests was essenfial
to develop an effective repressuring program. The

~delays in getting that cooperation spread over too
many years while a vital part of the City sank, In

fact, cooperativcn speeded up only after the coercive

effect of the Navy lawsuit.

In the plan now before YOus,thereywill be only one
operator, there will be adequate City and State control
and there will be no danger of disputes over where,

when, and how to repressure and thus prevent subsidencd.

But if you divide the economic interests and the
responsibilities, you will open the door for the spectg
of subsidence to again appear.

Our Chamber lead the successful effort to pass the

February 1956 City law which prohibited any oil develop-
‘ment in the offshore area you are considering, until |

adequate subsidence safeguards were presented in an

0il development plan to be approved by the voters. Thg
City carefully prepared such a fan and our Chamber sup+

ported it in the February 1962 election when the City
voters approved it,

We do not believe the people of Long Beach would have
approved the proposed oil development without being
agsured that the field would be developed as one unit

with City control to avoid any subsidence hazards,

k-

r

; 4
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"ln the record, xefers to the subsxdenme‘prablemzxn.Long

fod
0

'7the Tract 1 area into undlvidaﬁ 1nterests, ox: any other
 break up, the need for subsmdence control; and it says in

here that "We are stxessxng t@ you the ‘seriousness wmth

dence of concern about ¢ ubsmdence on- ﬁha part of Lho&e who

-~”We likewise belleve that 1E tha Clty s conurcl is
‘Lessened, and the safeguards against subsidence ~

, nakened the people of Long Beach will demand that

,fthe ban agalnst drllllng in this area be re$tared

”We are gtreseing to you tbe %arimusnesq with Whlch we
view the subsidence ,aspects of this matter because,
other than in the City's presentation, we have seen no
‘evidence of concern about subsidence on the part of
- those who are;crltlcal of yortlons of the Gity s
'prop0361, |

YWe endorse tha Gxty s program as submvtted to you and

urge its approval , To keep the record current about |

the dangers of subsidence, we are also submitting a

pictorial brochure we prepared in 1957 which shows some|

of the severe damage Long Beach had suffered up to thag
time., We cannot let such 2 catastrcphe happen again.

' ResPectfully,
/s/ prviile Cole |
Gerlle Wn COlea MﬂDu . :
President oo B

' %ﬁ*ﬁwﬁﬁ;

MRo SIER@WYQ ‘May I make a short comment? The

Long Beach Chamber of Cgmmerce letter, which has been pl&cad"‘

Beaﬁh "nd glves as a reason for opposing the breakzng Of

which we view the subsidence aspects of this m&ttar because

other than in the Glty‘" presentation, we haVe seen no eyi=- |

are critical of portionsg of the City’ s prgposala

Sa~1 would lxka Lo Say that I was at tha hear&nga

AFFiGE OF ADKINIRTAATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OFF cALIFORNIA
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 urepresent1ng Lleutenant Governo& Andezson and I stated, and I

;‘itely probably more Loncerped about the subsidence features
' than any other single feaﬂhre in this area; and it is in the
"xecord of the hearlng, but I thought we mlght present that

| now for the (‘hamber of Commerce's information.

MR, CRAN@TON" Yes, 1 am sure the recoxd of the

in.tha‘matter of subsidence.

| MRu CHAMPION: 'And‘ as a matter of fact I see

 ﬁunan1m1ty en that subgect that has led to the discussxon of

| pther things.

MR, CRANSTON: We will go om to Item 5 -- Authori-

vzatian,far Exécutive»Officer‘to enter into an -agreement with
| Beachlake Corporation, stipulatlng the Ordinary ngh,water

‘1:'Mark along the Gulf of Saata Catallna,‘and flx;ng the bounaark
| between State tidelands and‘proparty owned by Beachlake Cor—"

| poratlon in the viecinity of OQean51de, San Diega County*

“ MR, HQRTIG' As the Commi851oner3'may'1ecall at

recent meetings the flxmng of the boundary for the magmr—por#'
tiun'of the o¢ean«frantage.along the City of Oceanside, whichi

is owned by the City of Ocesnside, was approved by the Conmrd.s

sion, The pre sent segment of boundary here recommended for

'approval is the only 1ntervening prlvately owned segment,

and this is compatible with the boundary previously approved

for the City of Oceanside on either side of the City of

o am sure that the Comm1651cn feels this way, that we are defan‘ﬂ

”*CommiSSlon indicates contlnulng interest and careful interest

i
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‘fii;‘ 066ansmdﬁ, 1n,the twa prevxous recommendations,
¥:g2;  | GQVu ANDERSON, Thms connects ‘the two pieceS” R
¥ 55f - MR, HORTIG. That 8 rlght - closes ﬁhm last gap*,
4  ‘TGovﬁ ANBERgﬁN I move 1t4_' e |
| ¢  5 | m _MR¢ CEAMPIOE. Second. » S
0 el MR, CRANSTON: Approval moved, seconded, ordered
: k#: ”unanxmously, . | |
‘f'g | Ltem 6 ~- Authorlzatlon for Executlve folcer Lo
 .7§‘ 5execute an‘agreement‘whlch;w1ll convey to the Unlted,States
| iO ~of Ameﬁica a‘limitéd leasehold interest in approximately
11 kfiftéen acresAof;tidelands in Santé Barbara County, for the
 12’;peri0& from August 31, ’1962 through June 30, 1968 (in the
15 w 1nterest of natlonal defense). | |
 l14', CMR4 HO&TIG‘ The United States Government has o
§&,16 i fl&ed an 1nterm1ttent period seven-year condemnatlon of |
;lQ;hVPcﬁnt Sal State Beach Park in connectlon.WLth the necessity
Hi%f‘;for controlling the area ln,the light af the 0peratlcns bewng'
18 _aonducted from Vanden%erg Air Force Base in the Pacific st~
~_19.,*Sile Range,: The recommendatlan that a limited 1ea&ehold
‘20,' lnterest be granted in this tmdelands strip to the Unlted
~‘El | States for the same period as the condemnation for the Park
?*éz  'parcel is in llEU af thm United States condemning the Stata
1 35', lands, By this method it w;lj be cpxtarn that at the axplraf
24‘» tion of the limited agxeemen;wfcx ieasehold lntereut, the 2
‘ @5f ‘title fer,the tidelands will revert to theyState of Californijla =
26 | without any question,
- GOV, ANDERSON: How wide is the strip -~ just

‘ OFFIGK OF ADMINIBTRATIVE PROGRDURE, BTATE OF GALIFGRNIA
YRAE ety YogNL ADE :
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approxmm&ﬁelyv | o
| MRﬁ HDREIG. Inasmuch as it contains only a total

of fifteen acres ‘and 1t is s\veral mlles lang and is ﬁescrtbe

v%*as “the tldeland“’ and not th&~subm@rged lands, it 1s ‘that

8trl? of varylng W1dth between hlgh and low tide, 1n other

X )
%

1 wards,,that area which would be uncovered by the flow of the

tide éally, averaging somewhere between one hundred and two

hundred feet, |
GOV, ANDERSQK. Ih reaches all the way from Mussel

Point to these rocks down south? |

| ME# IC.

That is cmrrect, sir.

‘How long is that strip -- several

miles? | |

| _MR¢ HORI1G: Yes sir, atbleaét five ﬁi1es;
GOV, ANDERSON: |

MK, HORTIG:

or it would be more than fifteen acres.

Five miles?

1ands Strlg down to low tide.
- Gov, ANDERSON

MRg CHﬁMPION;'

MR, CRANSTON:

1'11l move 1t4
Second it.
Approval moved, seconded, made
unanmmOuslyﬁ | | | |
Item 7 -~ Accegtancu of bid wade by Union Oll Gom-|
pany of California and Humble 0il & Refining Company, for |
Parcel 12 Santa Barbara County, withAcash bonus payment ff

$612,840w Frank?

»The strip of necessity is‘very NATTOW |

It is onlj the tiée»

. USABEAeUn fOSM BRO
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i,’State Lands Comm1331mn, was the 301nt bld af “nion Oil Gom#  '
‘: pany of Callfornla and Humhle 0il & Reflning Company ==
'f5 offer1ng a cash bonus of $612,840.

by the Executiva foieer pursuant to autharlty’conflrmed by

1 the Commissmon at its meetlng on October 5 1959,

‘,f‘Were in the nature of replacemant leases for prerously auth-~

Lake, for military exercises,

!
ol

The bid Qﬁfer has been revmewed by‘the Offlce of
the Aitorney Genetal as. o 1egal compllance with all bid
terms and conditioms, and by the staff of the State Lands

Division as to technical snd economic sufficiency, and it is

recommended that a lease be awarded pursuant to this'high'bi&;

MR, CWIGN‘} ~ So mMovVes
GOV, ANDERSON: - Second.

 nMRs GRA&STON' Mbved, seconded adopted unanxmausly;'

Item 8 o Coﬁflrmatlon,af Lransactlons eonsummated

MRQ HDRTIG: These aatlons again, Mr. Cnairman,~..

orized but expxrlng grazing leases; and extensions of the

terms of offshore exploration permits previously authorized

by resolution of the State Lands Commission; and the executidn

of a temporary permit to the U. S, Corps of Engineers for a |
very limited term, to permit utilization of an area for tak-

ing off and landing amphibicuS-aircraft onn the shore of‘Mbnov

OEFISH OF ADMIKIBTRATIVR PROCEDURE, S$TATRE OF GALIFORNIA
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- MR, HﬁRTIG“ As the Commiss;on W1ll recall from thei”?ﬁ

':  prev1ous report the appalenﬁ thh bidder for Parcel 12, @uru(é




| MRa CHAMPaﬁﬂﬁ Mbve appnﬂ’ala
- GOV, ANDERSON: Second.i

MR¢ GRANSTON‘V Approval movod seconded mada

unanimouslyu e
Item 9 - Anyth*ng new cn that
MRs HBRIIG:» We, of course, brkng attentlon‘to theff

~action preVibﬁsly&referred/tq but not previously calendared

LN

 bacause of lack of the date for answer to be filed on motion

© ® | @ ‘cn_;mé'tn; E>,}+ o

for leave to file supplementary coﬁplaint on the part of the

10 Solicitor Geheral seeking to reactivate thé'case of U, 8.
11 | versus CallfornLa re3at1ng to soverelgnty of lands offshore
12 from the'malmland of California, more than three'mlles from |
E 13| the offlyingkﬂhannal Islands. An answervis'to be flled‘on_ :,,m
14 this actionrby‘way.léth and but for the fact that he is in
.15 attendance at our meetlng today, Deputy’Shavelson'would be

enmeshed and immersed in the complenuon of the draft offthisi‘

T
=
@

.answer, along with other members of the dtéff‘df the’Attormey § €

=
-3

13 'GPneral s Orflce in Los Anﬂelas to proeeed with counsel'

\

19 ! Portlon of the 1mp1ementatlon of the full defense mf the ‘

15; -‘20 ‘State's pos1t10n, as directed at the last m Aeetlnga

R3Ad

gl' MR, CHAMPION: May I ask whethar we are opposing the

221v0p&ﬂlng or whether we are assuming that we should proceed with

23 some sort of legal action? Is there any question of opposing
24 the opening? N | ”

ag | | MR» SHAVELSON: M. Champion, the present issue is
24 primarily a procedural ene,ythe‘United States takiag the

OFFION OF AOMIMISTRATIVE PROCEDURE, STATE OF GALIFORNMIA
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22
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25
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15

19l
20 |

position that this is a cantinuaﬁion of. the d]d case, We

haven't prepared our brlgf yet and we ean’t make any publlc

statemeut, but it 1s very llkely we will take a contrary

posxtxon on that prccedural point, but as far as the necess-kf

lty for aettllng the contreversy, 1 thlnk the*e is no great
dlfference between the United States and Callfcrnla«

MR, CHAMPION. 1 was curious about that because I ,

i
i\

think‘membefsvof the Commission received letters - I think |

from Under-Secretary Carr, which asked if we were willing to

prcceed‘with this, regardless of the proaadural aspects of

what is going to be before the courts, the idea. belng that we

should get some .ecision on the general controversy.

MRm‘SHAVELSGN:‘ ﬁay I ask if that‘was since the

MR. CHAMPION: Yes.

MR;kSHAVELSQﬁ: W131 we be furnlshed wmth c0ples?
_HRg HORTIG: You can be, |
‘MR, CRANSTON: Is that all?

MR. HORTIG: Yes, sirs N |
MR« CRANSTON‘ Wé have a supplementdl calendar

Nitam, 1nf0ﬁmative, on Status of legislation. Dc you have
any furthex 1mfaxmation“ |

MR HORTIG th beyond what was cataloged there -}

othexr than, of course, the data;with respect to Senate Reso-

lution 100 and House Resolution 196 have been updated since

this tabulation as to their current status,

S
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lfxln of the Bay?

a

.@lAssembly 011 and Manufacturlng hearing, which consumed two

, hours yesterday afternoon -- Assemblyman‘Kennlck who Was

S, e
o

&

‘MR@ GRANSTONg ‘Do you have any lnformauion on the |
; current status of the dredgxng of the Bhy and the flllxng

Rt

7

MRQ HDRTIG“\ As & result of partiulpatlon in the [

hearing ‘the measure,‘had asked,that I attend the hearing for

possible technical support and administrative advice as to

how the measure could be administered if adopted. Many con- |

“tentions, both pro and con ,With respect to the matter were

made after Assemblyman Kennick requested that I comment on

| athe contemplated actlon, 1nasmuch as thls was not a measure |
-3fwh1ch Was requestgd to be 1ntroduced by»the State Lands Gome

Vl‘missiouvbut‘haa been requested by one of mur'potential‘per~

mlttees and, indeed, ~one af our present sand and gravel ex-

18 tractlon lessees@ The result was that in necessary raspansec
. to thes& questions, I became 1nvolved in more discussion and |

1 ugbate than'anyjother_slngle opponent or proyonentkof the

measure, | | |
MRy CHAMPION: How were you eventually categorized’
‘MR, HORTIG: I didn't hear aﬁy‘direct quotes., I

can only report that the committee ordered the bill "Do Pass)

‘MR, CRANSTON: What does the bill ciwprise?
MR, HORTIG: The bill will authorize the State

Lands Commission to issue permits for the extraction of sand

and gravel subject to all the currently existing protections

u'

ORNIAK OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROSEDURE, STATE OF SALIFSHRMIA
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‘to be extractedg, the necessity “ar such rovmng descrtptlon :

- tractors flnd that 1t becomes neces$ary to go cutslde of the’

© © e O & W W =

" has been known to move more than two miles in twenty~four

hours.

_’gand in the area in Whlch he was authorlzed tﬁ operate.

N
.

wmuld be measured and the State s royalty~pald on. that sand

| removal of sand they were fearful that this might produce a

an ewpq“sman of flllln“ activmtmes in San,Franﬂmsco Bay to

5'under State Law, but wmthout the nQQESSlty of ﬁescriblng pre-|
 ;c1se1y,1n accordance w1th normal legal requixements fer issu-

ance Of a lease, zhe exact area from » which sand and graval ig
- for extractlon of sand and gravel which will arise when ex~7"'

1 Golden Gate in the chan, where the sand is shlftlng contlnuwa»

cusly and in case of severe storms a particular body of sand,‘ fx

‘CDﬁSEQﬁently, if a State lessee had a particular

description in his lease, he might find he no longer had amy|

Therefoxe, 30 Lhat operations could be conducted

under a general permlt ln which the amount of sand extxactam o

is the anneunced purpase of Senata Bill 339.‘

As to the obJectlons that were Vﬁlced ultxmately

the objectors all agreed they had no objections per se to the

b@dy of conStructlon and £i1l materlal that would result 1n

the detriment of the tldal'waters and the esthetics of San

Francisco Bay =-- which as the Chairman palntaﬁ out, was th@ o

problem of local zon&ng proponents,

MR, CHALIPION: There is other legislation which

SEFIQK OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROGEDURE, BTATE OF GALIVGHNIA
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«ﬂwould prdh*blt thisa

‘lntraduced a bill to, in effect pronde . four- -year mora~

i Lorium.0n filllnngIOJectS in San Franclsco Bay.‘ 1 shauld

by particular municipalities, and have not been authorized by

© B N e M o W E

*annytate body, 0r~on.privately’dwned~tidelands‘pﬂrchaSed

C Bill 339,

b
)

| ‘to carry aut the work?

sand in the outer ocean where admlttedly it is more costlyx

. to get it but where ultimately San Franulsco contractors are

‘abla sand in San Francisco Bay.

0

R

MR* HORTIG: AS’Gf two days ago, ASSemblYman Petr1$“ 

report to the GmmmiSSLQn that all f;lllng prr;ects in uan e

| Franclsca Bay currently’authorlzed and currently in oPeratxoq e

axa on granted tide and submerged lands and have been grante

many yeats ago from the State. So there are no activities
authorized by the State Lands Commission that‘are,any*part,_

@r'parcellaf the problem aud concern with respect to Senate

'MR. CRANSTON: This bill actually does not»sppéd’

up extraction; it just proposas to make it a sxmpler matter

MR, HORTIG: It might make it feasible to extract

golng to‘béve to get it because they are rumning out of use-

| GOV@’ANﬁERSﬁN, Undex present l&w ‘you are llmited
to sand within the Bay?

MR, HORTIG: No, sir. _

GOV&‘ANDERSQN: Gan you describe that sdnﬁ outdgdde
the Bay? | |

QRIIAR B ADMINISSRATIVE PROGEDURE, BTATE OF SALIFORNIA
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‘Would stay in the area we desarlbe,f~

‘lcau’t sell 1t beyond the Bay?

pravtlcal purposes +0 1nsmde the Bay7‘

© 0 1 ® o o K N R

o e
SR

Lour,operatlons,outside the Bay, where‘effactively,wé can‘t

A‘sell it nows

e
P

f-a
&

ing about a sand bar that moves9

‘H'
~

MR HORTI@ YeS, we cauld today - o 1f the sand

GDV* AN%ERSON* So for all pracflaal purposea, you . 

MR; CHAMPION’ People won 't buy 1t, |
| Gﬂvg ANDERSON The present law limits you Eor

MR; HORTIG. Or such areas Where the sand doesn t
have the tendency ta move, Lt doesn 't move thzs rapidly'mast
places offshore, but right off San Franc1soo Bay it dces¢

GOV, ANDERSON: So, in a sense, we arekexpandrng

MR. HORIIG. However, the statute WOu1d épply 
stateW1deﬂ | | |

GOV# ANDERSONg‘ In thlS particular case. we are talk

MRW HORTIG: Rights / | |

GOV, ANDERSON: What is also discussed, aside from
fiiling inéide the an 4~_the'erosion effeétjto the sand on
the beach, and so on, B

MR HORTIG? Yes. Inaamuch as the preposal in

&

bility to the Public Resources chai‘msyuanae:cf a-pexmlt pur
suant to such authorization would be subject to all existing

safeguards -- which include now the necessity, prior to any

QPR GF ADMNIRISTRATIVE PROCEOUNM, BYATE c&‘af EALIFORNIA
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for a refereuae of the permit appllcatlon to the Division of :

T’Beaches and Paxks for analysxs and report as to whether ar

ing recreational Llands; for review by the successor td'tha
'former Department of Natural Resources, alsa the U, Se Army

"Corps of EngmneerS'must lssue a permit as to the lecale of

© ® =2 @ U o W W

would provide that, in addition to all these other bodies

~ that must review a permit before it can be isSuaﬁ'by the

~
* -

, Statp Lands bommission, revxemrwull also be made by the

bt
oA

 statute‘prov1des\that if any of these reviews 1nd1cate that

‘there could be any detrimental effect, the Lands Commission

" safeguards to insure that there will be no detrimental effect

before the permit is issued,

- issﬁamcefof permit‘mrwléaae‘by°thé Sﬁate Lands Cammission,

¥

| mot the operat:an may have a detrlmental effect on the adjoin-

the dxedglﬁg speclilcqlly, 1rr$spective of the permmt by the
State Lands Cemm1351on, Wh!Ch,IS based on an assurance that

there wi?lkbe no hazards created to navigation; and, finally,

- Senate Bill 339 as amended yesterday~in committee by the author

 Resources Agency of the State Gf Callfornla' and, flnally, tﬁe','

must modify the form of permitkand put in restrictions and

GOV, ANDERSON: Did you go on vecord in favor of
this blll? - | |  k B |
. MR, HORTIG: No sir, I did not.
‘GQVQ ANDERSON: In other words, as far as we are
concerned we have not taken a position?

MR. HORTIG: No sir, and all we reported on was

OFFIGH OFf ADMINIBTRATIVE PROCRDURE, BTATE OR CALIFORNIA
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~ how i£ appéaré~it WOuld‘aéministrated if it were'adoptéd~énd'

»basxs, because not knOW1ng tco much about it, my reactxon

would be to oppose the thlng and even wmth all thase safe+

- R R R T - R

"-moratarlumg That would affp Fous n,g ta  ar 3337 .““;_,~ R
) 'the pill 1n prlxteﬁ form, but from the press releases, as I
. tions in San Franchco Bays

 years since the State Lands Commission has had an appliuation

‘vvta £111 any State lands,

the technical features, aud the exxstence of these safeguardﬂ

that are already xn the statute» | s e
| - GOV, ANDERSON ; I think yeu should keep 1t on that

guards in there, I am still worrledrabout the effects oﬁAtpe“ .

bill because 1 haven't seen much on What theveffects would

be of the bill, In faat I have explalned that 1 am opposed

4ta it several times and I would be apposed to the Lommlssion,‘

taking any position in support of it. y
MR, HORTIG: We did nofntaké‘a position in support
of it. we were only there as technxcal gensultanto ) |
MR. CRANSTON' I~d 11ke to ask about the Petris

=

MRa HGRIIG. I don t belleve s0., We have not géen
pOlnted out, the State Lands Commission has no fllllng oPera~
MR, CRANSTON: There could be some?

MR, HORTIG: There could be, but it has been Some

MR. CRANSTON: This would simply stop dredging.
GOV, ANLIRSON: 1Is there any other 1egia1atimn -

We had this constitutional amendment that affected certain

/.
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:;lgrant bills in varibus stages golng thrdugh thE'Legxslature,

. Ciry and County of San Francisco. One of them affects tide~‘

way of clearing the record. In other words, the enfire

~ would authorize the Lands Commigsion to sell the remaining
‘nated by another statute as the Hnnters Pelnt Reclamatlon

¢reated this district is to fill and provide industrial lots

tidelands in San Franaiséo‘Bay; Is there any légi@latimn'

Wi

naw before the LegiSTature which would make addltlcnal grant
subgect ta this klﬂd of fllllng ot developmenL9 L
MR. HOREIG* Well there ara probably feurteen

i oi ‘which three or four affect San Francisco or San Pablo Bayl

of whxch two affect specifically tidelands offshore from the

lands that have been filled for many years and tth is by

JMarina;area of San Francisco, that is filled and kas streets|

on top of it, is still for the record technicé£%y1tidelands |
until this legislation grants the lands and removes the

navigation trust; but, spécificaily, there is a bill that
underwater streets within that area, which has been desig-
District:; and the obvious purpose for which the Legislature

and industrial sites, |

MR, CHAMPION: Without gaing into it further,
dduld We have a memorandum on legislation which W@uld affeét
San Francisco an filling or use for any purpose of tide-
lands grénts? For insﬁanze, L know the Port Authority has
either put in a biil, or intends to put in a bill, which

will assist them in the development of the sewcalled
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 Embarcaderc Cmty, Whlﬂh may get 1nte thms whole camp&ex,

the Ieglslatlon now,‘on whlch effects are analyzed,W ”

is pendlng for other tldeland areas elsewhere in the State

;;_Qf Callfornxa, thexe are prebably three tlmas as many blllS

© m o O o W’ N

id
mlght want to make a comment On >eﬁute'Bill 298.
14 ten bllls whlch the Lands Comm1551on autharlzed to be lntroa’
1B |
the authority in the State Lands Gomm1581cn tc unltlze State |
ﬁlanda.1n,¢0n3ungt;onrwlthﬁan adgalnlng_pre~exist;ng,develop* 
18
,‘19,
author, Senator Rees, requested that‘the hearing be deferred

- to a date indefinite.

the Commission? (Nm‘response) If not, the final item is

‘ireconfirmatmon)of date, time, and place of nmext Gammisﬁxon

adyourned.

L thlnk it Would be helpful if we had memﬂrandum o% all el |

MRa HORTIG | Thls;‘oi course, WE can ua fc&thW1th

fwmph resPect to San Pranclsco Bmy* I thlﬁk at the same txmel"Vw

we. shﬁuld 1nclude for yaur informatlon pverytning else that i

for other‘areas, other than San Francisco Bay.
 MR. CRANSTON: Any further matters?
‘MR, SIEROTY: I was asking Mr. Hortlg whether he

%R, HQRTIG“ Senate Bill 298- whlch lS one 0f the

‘qucea at its requeqt - Whlan would prov1de clarifxcatlon of |

ment ~= Was scheduled for committee hearing, Seﬁatanommitte§,

pn;deéfﬁmEﬁtal,Effiéieﬁcy; yéStarday'mmrning; but the
MR. CRANSTON: Any further matters to come before

meeting -~ which is Thursday,‘May 23rd, 10:00 Bl here in

Sacramento. There being no further matters, we now stand

ek k%
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