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l.O: 15 a.m" " ~ . . . 

1 The meetir!g will please come to 
'• 

2 order-w I think Mr ti Cranston· 11..,ill b<~ with us shortly~ We 

s have a long calenda·r and a lot of thi .. ngs to discuss, and we 

4 have to conclAude the ma:eting by the noon hour., 

5 The minutes <.'f the meeting of December 2,0, 1963 

6 having b~en furrtished to the members of the boa.rd, unless 

7 there is object.ion or comment -they will stand apprpved.,., 

8 · t'!R.)f HORTIG: Mr ... Chairman, that item should also . 

1 

9 indicate that the minutes 01f J~ .. nuary 30, 1964 have also b1~en 

10 heretofore :furnished to the Comm1ssioners and should be com-

11 sidered fo:it: confir.ma tiona~ 

12 MR.,. CHAMPION: 'Without objection, so ordered,, 

13 It.em 3 -· ·. Permits, easements, and rights-of-way to 
'I l 

14 be grant1ed to public al:ld other agera.cies at no fee, pursuant 

15 to statute: (a) City of Oxnard ...... Amendment of Permit P.R,.C,J« 

16 · 573\119 by deletion of pr~esent legal description an.d 1.;ubstitu.,.. 

17 tion o:fc legal description that will inoorpot·ate area covered 

18 in the original permit plus additional area needed for a 

19 5200 .... foot-.long extens,J.on, containing 3~89 acres tide and sub-

20 merged· lands in the Santa Barbara Channel near Port Hueneme_, 

21 

22 

25 

24 

25 

26 

. I 
I 
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l submerged·,'lands in Santa Monica Bay, Los Angeles County, Ior 

.2 storm d~ain., 

3 (c) State of California~: Division of Forestry ....... 

4, Five-year permit for conduct of training and for. A)nserv.ation 
.~ :~ 

,, \ 

' r:1 · 

5 and ra'i.11ge improvement work on, 80 acres State' school lands, 

6 Lassen County. 

7 MRtt HORTIG: !tft'.,. Chairman, correction of another 

8 typograph:Lcal error: In lieu of the 80 acres the figul;'e 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

should be 3600*59. The 80 aere.s mentioned is a portion of 

that 3600 ac::es,. 

MR. CHA)!PIOb1: Sort of changes the size c1f the job~ 

MR.JIJ HORTIG: Yes,, sir" 

MR. CHAMPION! (d) State of California, Division of 

Higb.ways -"" Agreen.}ent for use for :r.ight•of .... way purposes of 

0"20 a.ere State sovereign lands of the Wapa River, Solano 

County, for State Highway, Road X-SOL,...208•Bu 

(e) U., s., Arm.y, .Corps of Engineers ....... One•year per-

18 .. mit to dredge appxoximately l~00,000 cubic yards of material 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

26 

26 

from tide and su'bmerged land~ of Crescent City Harbor, Del 

Norte County, and to redeposit dredged material on State ... o~·me 

tide and submerged lands in an area outside and east of the 

Harbor ·- for improv~ent of navigation~ 

GOV,.. ANDERSON: 1 move them_. 

MR.,. CHAMPION; Second, and :Ln the absenc.e of corm:nen 

will stand approved unanimously~ 

I understan.d that Senator Ratti 0 an wanted to be 
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l ·he<l~rd on 4(a.), so we will pa1.,1.~( that by fo:t the present and go 

' ' 

2 to· the other remaining items in Agenda Item 44 As a matter 

5. 0£ fact, I tbinJ< we might as well take up, too, 4 (b) as a 

4 separate item ....... since we had specifically a discussion on tha ie. 

5 ~ liORTIG; One of. the representatives of Contra 

6 Cost(a Go.unty is eveti now on the road and phoned in and asked 

7 that this item be held until he arrives. 

a MR~ CHAMPION: All right* We will pass items 4(a) 

9 and (b),. 

10 (c) R. w. Kelsey and Alice M. Kelsey -- Five-year 

11 grazing and/ or agricultural lease, 640 acres school lands, l'ny 

12 County; annual rental, $128.., 

13 (d) George w~ Ladd ·- One ... year renewal of Lease P111 R.., • 

14 400,!ltl, 2,.34 acres submerged lands of San Joaquin River, San 

15 Joaquin County• total rental $2804 80,_., Used for floating boat 

16 sheds and marine ways; City of Stockton plans eventually to 

17 develop ar~a as an aquatic park_. 

18 (e) Shell Oil Company a• Acceptance of quitclaim dee 

19 for leasehold interest in tease P,.R>'ll!C.- 481"'1, cover:Lng 500"" 

20 square-foot parcel of tide and submerged lands of Santa 1:nnica 

21 Bay, Los Angeles County.,. 

22 (f) Standard Oil Company of California -- Geological 

23 survey permit for. period Mat'ch 26 to September 25 ~ 1964, on 

24 tide and 6ubmerged lands offshore Orange and San Diego countle .. , 

26 shorewai:d of the uOperatio11s Line1
' approved December 6, 1962., 

2e MR. HORTIG: Mr~ Chairman, on page 12 of the full I 

..,__ __ ..__.........,......._.. ______ ...,. ___ ,_,_, __ ... ___ , -·-·9-~------------J 

·.~ I 
i 
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l item, thelce .is a refe:r:ence to a Minut;;e Item 29, Page 8454 --" 

2 which should re@.d n8485,. 0 Other than that the item is eor-

3 rect as repGt'ted* 

a 

7 

MRfl# .CHAMPION: With that amendment, we "will continu. ·~ 

. (g). Standard Oil Company of California and Shell 6i 
<\ 

Company ~ ... Deferment of drilling requirements, Oil an.d Gas 

Lease PlfRaCir 2198-.1, offshore Santa Ba:rba:ra County, thro1lgh 

8 October 13, 1964, to permit further review and e.,raluation cf 

9 geological and geophysical data,. 

10 (h) T:i.dewat~r Oil Company ..... Assignment to Humbl·e 

11 Oil & Refining Company of Leases P.,,R;.C• 153,.l and P.R,.C• 388,"' , 

12 Sacramento Count:y; P-.R.c,. 187 _.l, Pt-Il;;1.C~ 33141, P.$Rt?C• 419.1, 

13 and P.iR._c. 2869.1, Contra C-Osta County; PtF~.,c. 2721f.1, Montere 

14 county; P .• R..,c~ 2102..,1, Napa County; and Sublease p .• R-.C,.. 502,.1 

16 Del Norte County-

10 (i) Uni.on Oil Company of California -~ 15•year ease 

17 ·ment !\ 19,.88 acres tide and submerged lan~s in/ San Pedro Bay 

18· near Huntington Beach, Orange c,oun·ty, for submarine pipelines 

19 and power cable from Platform '~Evan to an onshore point., 

20 Annual rental; *,658.03111 

21 (j) Richfield Oil Gorporatiot' ,.Ml Approval of amend ... ,, 

22 ment dated July 2, 1963, effective June 13, 1963, to the (~as 

23 Sales Agreement dated June 11, 1962 between Richfield, Oil 

24 CorporatiQn; and Pa~ific Lighting Gas Supply Company, providin 

26 for sale of Statets royalty share of dry gas pt'oduced from 

26 Oil & Gas Lease.: l'.\~R~Cf! 308~1, PiJR.~C"' 309.l, and PwR+C• 2793~ "fl' 

-------------'~_.....,.II' . ..,-.....,._ . ..__.......,_ ___ .......... __ _.... ____ _ 

-· · • · ·r · -·~......., """""""""' . ....-iwaai,. .. ·~ Hlllilt8i 
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l Gov. ANDERSON: 

2 of (a) a.nd (b) ~ 

3 

4 question? (No response) 

6 

Any fur,ther comm.en t or 

Stand approved unani:m.ously~ 

.i ;f 
ii 
Pi a 
.'l: 

H 
\IJ. !, 
! 

ti 

6 

Item 5 -· City of Long Beach: (ii) Authorization I 
for Executive Officer to certify a.pproval of "Agreement .Amendt 

7 , ing Contract for Sale of Natural Gas) n betweeri the City of } 
I 
l 

8 Long Beach (;1d the Board of Harbor Commissioners of the City> 

9 of Long Beach, as ftrst parties, and Signal Oil and Gas Com• 

10 pany and Lomita Gasoline Company, as second partieslf, 

ll 

12 

GOV,~ ANDERSON: I move it. 

MRt CHAMPION: Second.. There being no q\1estion, 

13 stands unanimously approved. 

14 6 -~ Land Sales~ (a) Authorization for sale to 

15 R- Ali; Ellsworth of 909ot23 acres in Imperial County, obtained 

l~iJ/ under an exchange transaction with the U* s. Bureau of Land 
" 17 Management, at appraised value of $291,201~401t Notice that . . 

18 all public agenci.es, have been circularized and agencies ex ... 

19 pressing an interest have waived such interest in writing., 

20 There being no objection ~1!11\ltil#I 

21 MR~ SlEROTY; I th:tnk it might be noted that th:ts 

22 has been advert;ised in the newspaper9 of Imperial County of 

23 general circulation.~ 

24 

25 

GOV,. ANDEaSON: I move it~ 

MR., CHAMPION: Second~ There being no objection or 

2a comment, stands unanimously approved:. 

I 
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7 .... - Approval qf 0Memorandum of Understanding Regar - .. 
. , 

.2 ing Anaheim Bay A~cess and the Land Exchange Proposed by the 

· 5 State Lands Cordmission, Orange Ceunty and the Orang~ Qoun ty 
., 

4 Harbor Di.strict, and Huntington 1'1arbour Carporation~'; there-
. 

5 af~er to b1e forward~lfl to Governor Brown for transmittal to 

'6 the Honorable Kenneth E,,. BeLieu, Assistant Secreta:ry of the 

7 Navy. I understand there are some people who would want to 

be heard on that subject'il Mr". Hortig~ wot1ld you express the 

9 staff opini.on on tbis and then we will hear from them& a 1. 

10 M;R,. HORTIG: Yes, sir~ As early as 1962, the Secre 

11 · tary of the Navy reques-ted the a~1sistance and cooperation of 

'12 ' the State and local authorities wi.th ~·espec.t to the resolutio 

13 of a title problem affecting the ability of the Ut1i ted:1 S t~~~s 

14 Navy to maintain .an effective perimeter for safety purpo~es 

1'5 around what is the u. s .. Naval W~apons Station, Seal B~e~h ...... 

16 which, geographic.ally~ i.s intersected by a serifts of tidewat:e 

17 sloughs that belong to the State of California. 

18 Additionally, the County of Orange has been inter .... 

l9 ested in acquiring, by lease or otherwise,. tide and submerged 

20 lands in inner channels adjoining the Seal Beach Naval opera~ 

21 tion, for purposes of a small boat harbor, recreation~l type 

22 development; and, additionally, the Commission will recall 

23 that the same channels to which 1: have made reference, fa.rthe 

24 down the coast, were subject of an exchange between the State 

25 as approved by the La:nds Commission, and the Hunt:tngton Harbo 11:· 

2e Corporation, in order that a waterfront home development can 



7 
~1 ~__,,.~-·~~·--~--~~~~--~---~~~------~---~--~~-.....-~_..;.--

1 be undertake11 -- which has been undertaken and which is being 

2 fully iltlplem.ented'°' 

3 · The problem to the Huntington Harbour development i 

4 that the entrance to the waterways is through Anaheim Bay, 

5 whicb is also to the United States Weapons Stf;ltion, and it 

6 would be preferable to separate the military explosive traffic 
\'· 

7 to the portions down coaste Under these circumstances, the 

8 Di vision of Highways, State Lands Di vi.sion, the Navy~ Orange 

9 County, have all considered the problem and bases under which 

10 in general terms a waterway exchange could be arranged, where y 

11 the tia1ry would convey to the State in exchange for the water-

12 ways now inside the Naval Station other tide and submerged 

13 lands, which tide and submerged lands after acquisition by 

14 the State could be leased to Orange County for the developmen 

15 of the Huntington Harbour ope:r.atiou~ 

lS (Mrw Cranston came into the meeting; Lt.jlji Governor 

17 Anderson left~) 

18 MRia HORTIG: (continuing) In addition to the over-
; 
., ~. '! 

19 .; · sll project, a separate entrance channel could also be pro-

vided to the small crafts h.arbor by Orange County, as well as 

$eparate and private access to the Huntington Harbour Corpora 

tion.,. Negotiations have proceeded to the point ·of having 

developed a memorandum of understanding and desirabi.li ty of 

proceeding with a program of this type; and it had been sug­

gested that there be a letter of transmittal to the Honorable 

Kenneth Be Lieu, Assistant Secretary of the Navy, pursuant t 
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• 

~ 
---_________ ___. ........... _.__,,,_. ......,; --...... -------------· .. ,.t..,,.__ •. ___ .... _ 

l a more recent req~est, to the Governor ... _ with respect to t.h~ 

2 indication. that all the State and local ag.encies involved il'.1 

3 th:7"',s .operatipn are agreed j.,n principl0 as to the desirabilit~' · 

4 of negotiating a ;final settlement and land exchange program 

6 to accomplish these things. 

a MR; CHAMPION: Where dt->es this ultimate decision 

1 rest? Is this a preliminary action'? Would we then have to 

8 approve some final action~ 

9 

10 

11 

12 

15 

14 

16 

16 

17 

18 

19 

lYIR.,, HORTIG i The Commission very definitely would. 

have to approve final action on t:he. basis that the lands bei"n,i 

acquired by the State were of sufficient value to ju$tify 

relinquishment of the present lands. 

MR" CHAMPION: But if there is agreement. of all 

parties, why is it necessary to r~e.ve this come t-P us for 

approval? 

MR,. HOR.TIG: 

requusted from the State of California, number one, willing-

ness to proceed.... The Commander at Seal Beach has asked that 

such a letter be drafted and, in addition, has indicated the 

20 desirability~ 

21 MR. CHAMPION: Evet~ though the Navy has agreed in 

22 principle.~~~ 

23 MR'* HORTI\G: Except this is t:he local base comniande· 

24 and we have to kick it upstairs to Washington, so that every...r 

25 one can be happy+ Addi tionHtlly, the Navy is desirous of 

26 having in the x-ecord that there is in principle agreement 
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l-J 

11 

12-

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

... · .i. 

between Orange County and the Huntington Harbour Corporation 1 
and Sta.t.e Lands Di visiotn with respect to this operation;, and 

it is with respect to expressing this latter agreement that 

the represetitati ves ;of Orange Coun~y are here,_ from thei.:t' ~· · 

' Planning Commission, Harbor Commission and Assemblyman Whetmo. 

MR, CHAMPION: Unless there is disagre~men'i;.,would 

you like to speak on this subject at all? I don't think ther · 

is A problem here, e;s:cept I don ft think I approve of the 

procedural problems -- it seems to me there are some needless: 

· complications,. 

MR SIEROTV· ~ Jr Iii' I have a question relating to the · 

Huntington Harbot' participationt\t Maybe.the people from Orang 

County who are familiar ·with that could c0111e forward_., 

MR.• HORTIGt Huntington Harbour has representatives 

here, too. 

MR"' Sl:EROTY: Under tbe memorandum~ paragraph B-3~ 
" 

! think it is 

MR.,, CHAM.PION: This is Mr It S ieroty, who is Govern.or 

Anderson's repre~entative •. 
' . ~-· .. ~.: 

MR. SIEROTY: Paragraph B ... 3 says; uThey shall agree 

21 to issue Huntington Harbor a long ... time lease covering this 

22 seven-..aore pa.rcel•J• This is the seven acres the State would 
' 

23 be receiving in exchange~ 

24 

25 

,.. ', "':"• 

MR;i, KRUEGER; That ts rl.ghttto ,. 

MR. SIEROTY: The State has obligated itself, ox 

20 says it ·will issue a lease to Hunti.ngton Harbor when it 

11~.:l!~~ 'll•ll$. IOi!M :lllQ 

"\.1, 
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1 ·rE:Jceives title, and '11said lease shall be for a tel;'.'JD. a: . contai 

2 such provisions that shall be mutually a.greed upon, and it 

3 being the intention of the State to compensate Huntington 

4 Harbor for adequate sums.'1 

5 Can you explain why Huntington Harbor should be a 

a part of this a~"/\eement; and, secondly; what kind of a lease do 

7 you contemplate, and why and how is the State to c-0ro.pensate 

8. Huntington Harbor for the expenditures? 

9 MR~ KRUEGER: I am Robert Krueger>l'J I am attomey 

10 for Huntington Harbour Corporation and I td :say that one of the 

11 basic reasons that Huntington Harbour is in this picture is 

12 that it is putting up some of the money for Phases 1 and 2,. 

13 The concept of the lease is left to the discretion of the 

14 No lease terms are agreed upot'!~ We did, however, want an 

15 . agreement in principle that we would receive some compensatio 

16 fox- the moneys that we put out for the construction of Phases 

17 1 and 2~ I will say that sinGe the writing of this document, 

18 Hnntington Harbour has entered into an agreement to put up 

l.9 money for Phase. 1 with the County and lt would not at this 

20 time expect compensation for these sums it has already firmly 

21 agreed to put up" In short, the reason Huntington Htn:bour is 

22 in this picture ...... it is the private entity most interested i 

23 this development and it is the private entity wbich will put 

24 

25 

up most of the money into it~ 

MRt SIEROTY: "Do you have any idea of the value of 

Parcel 71 

""'4 \ . ..I 
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20 

11 

MR..,, KRUEGER.i No sir, I do not. At the present 

time, l believe it is lar~,~f;ly U\i,improved •. There' would be sub 

stantial cost in preparing it. for real estate development; 

but I believe the short answer is that here the terms are not 

agreed upon!J We are talking here of principle, rather than ';.,: 

a contt·ac tu.al obligation. 

MR.._ SIEROTY: You are saying that the State htl$J nu 

contractual obligation to issue a lease to Huntington Harbour 

MR.it ·KRUEGER: That ts right,. • 

MR, SIEROTY: Well, I wonder if we might modify tha 

language of this paragraph 3.to express that a little more 

clearly? 

MR. KRUEGER: I wonder if we haven"t handled that, 

sir, on page 11, t:he 1ast paragraph~ "The foregoing is sub­

mitted without the fo~t:taal authorization of the first parties 

hereinabove named, but does represent the thinking of the 

above parties who were pres.~~11t at the various meetings 

described. 0 

MR, SlEROTY; Mr~ Chairman, my own feeling is if 

it doesn't come before us for acti.on, we are not taking actio 

on it, it should not come before us~ It would seem to me 

when we approve this, it is somewhat of an authorization .and 

does indicate approval of the State Lands Cornmission,. 

MR.1111 CHAMPION: I don 1t th:i.nk it has any t~tatus of 

that kindo As a matter of fact, I gather this is to satisfy 

some formal and, in my mind, dubious procedure of the require 

ments of the Navy; and that ·we are by i10 means con:nnitting 
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1 ourselves; that this did represent the joint thinking of our 

2 people, thatts all we are saying - ... and it doesn•t necessaril 

3 ·involve any further action of the Lands Commission<$ I think 

4 it would be unnecessary for us to take any great time over 

5 this pr ici1lar problem11 Any question in connection with it 

6 can be raised at a later date and the reservations are pretty 

7 clearly stated in the document. 

8 MR. SIEROTY: l\.11 right. Let me ask the gentleman 

9 from Huntington Harbour as to Phase 1,. The money that Hunting .. 

10 ton Harbour ir~ putting up is for the clearing of the channel, 

ll or what will the money be used for'? 

12 MR. KRUEGER: Under agreement dated March 16th, 

13 Huntington Harbour Corporation has agreed to contribute to th 

14 · cost of rai~3ing the u. S'*' Highway 101 brii!ge over Anaheim Bay 

16 the .sum of $450,000 and an undetermined additional sum) which 

16 would be caused by raising the bridge some three feet over 

17 that originally anticipated. This represents the greatest 

18 · proportion of the cost. of building that bridge, I .. believe th 

19. total anticipated cost to the County would be some $580,000 

2o an.tl this would be 4.50 to $475, 000 of that. That is Phase 1" 

21 

22 

23 

So for your present thinking, I think you can elimi ... 

ate Phase 1 f~ ~:::-;;. this memorandum~ We have alre~.dy com.mi tted 

ourselves to put up this Phase l money and we wouldn't: expect 

24 to have some ex post facto consideration from the State by 

2.6 le~ase or otherwise. Phase 2 is a different matter,. The cost 

26 of that -- I don •·t have these figures with me, but perhaps yo 

L___. ___ ..._ _________ ... _._"~-------,--------~~------J 
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could help me, Mr~, Ruiz,. I believer it is something estimated \ 

' ~ 
1 

~ 

i 
" ~ 

yet) '.i 
~ 

2 in excess of $1~600; OQO. Does that sound right? 

MR·"* RUIZ; The figures haven®t been finalized 

4 Mr~ Krueger. What ·llrtr •. Kru¢ger is talking about now is purely:{ 

preliminary,. Our Board of Supervisors have approved this in · :j 
l 

principle, recognizing the details will.have to be worked outi 

5 

6 

7 in the futur~. 

8 MR, HORTIG: Mr~ Ruiz, will you identify yourself 

9. for the reporter? 

10 MR. RUI.Z: My name is Richard P • Ruiz~ I am the 

11 Executive Assistant of David L,. Baker:> Supervisor:. of Second 

12 District,_ Orange County; and the resolution I brought with me. 

13 repr~sents the Board of Supervisors.t approval in principle of. 

14 the understanding, with the understanding that future agree-

15 ment:s will have to be worked out. 

16 MR.JI! !<RUEGER: . The pr<;liminary figures for Phase· 2 

17 were approximately $500,000~ Hu·ntingtori Harbour under para-

18 graph D, page 10, of this memorandum agrees to put up 

19 $492,000 to the cost of Phase 2. At the time of t.he ·writing 

20 of this instrument, that was determined to be the actual con-

21 struction cost for Phase 2o 

22 MR"' SinROTY: The point l am concerned about is that 

23 there is no obligation on the part of the State to issue a. 

24 lease to Huntington Harbour Corporation at this time;(i 

25 MR. KRUEGER; Not at this time.,. I don't want to us 

2e the eltpression °short answex-n too much; but the agreeme·nt to 

I 
' ' 

1 
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agree is not a binding comm.i.tm.ent, and that is all we have orri 

the lease. 

MR.19 SIEROTY: l wanted that to be cl.ear 011 the 

.. 
~ 

"~ 
.-fl 

ll 
J 
!1 

record, $0 there would be no question about it4' One more qua; ... 

tion that has to do with the highway.- Has the suggested highj, 
~ 

way in par.a.graph E-2 been worked out with Di.vision of Highwayf:iz 

Has the Division of llighways recommended itt I 
I think Mr. Ruiz can answer that1) I 

MR.-. RUIZ: I can 1t speak for the State DivisiC>u of 

10 Highways, but they have been in on this particular program-t 

11 They have more or less established an agreement with the Nava·" 

12 reservation and there is no real problem there. 

13 

14 

MR" SIEROTY: Thank you. 

MR. CH.AJJ!PION: Is there any further question on 

15 this matter? (No response) What is the pleasure of the 

· 16 Commissioni 

17 

18 

19 

MR.'/I CRANSTON: Is action necessary? 

MR .. CHAMPION: Yes,. 

MR111 CRANSTON: I move that we approve and take the 

20 appropriate actinnit 

21 MR~ CHAMPION: Second. Is therei any further discus 

22 sion'l (no X"esponse) Unanimously approved.. Thank you very 

23 much"' 

24 8 -...- Oil and Gas~ and Mineral Extraction I ... eases: 

26 (a) Authorization for Executive Officer to offer 

26 3,420 acres tide and submerged lands in Orange County, 

'\ 
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designated as w. O., 5080 (Parcel 20), for. oil and gas lease. I I 

2 (b) Authorization for Executive Officer to issµe to · 

3 A. Gr.; Schoonmaker Company, Inctt, a miner2;l extraction lease, 

4 pursuant to bid, for 905 .423 ac-z-es s:-~bmerged land in San 

6 l F~ancisco Bay, Marin County. . ·' 

a . (c) Authorization for.E~ecutive Officer t-0· issue 

7 to A. GlJI Schoonmak~r Company, In~~, a mineral extraction leas , 

8 pursuant to bid, for 126-33 submerged land in Suisun Bay, 

9 Contra Costa and Solano counties • 

10 

11 

12 

MR. CRANSTON: I move the authorizations be made­

MR. CHAMPION: Second. Yes? 

MR. SIEROTY: May I ask a question, Mr. Champion 1 

13 Does this indicate that we are to receive sixteen cents per 

14 cubic yard for this fill material in San Francisco Eay? 

15 MR~ HORTIG: The bid amount with respect to the :1'1.te. 

.16 appearing on page 29 -- the basic :t"oyalty will be &08; in 

17 addition to the .08 per cubic yard~ another .0808 for all 

18 minerals ..,.._ which is slightly in e~cess of sixteen cents a 

19 cubic y:erd. This is c,orrecte 

20 MRw CHAMPION: Is there any further question? (No 

21 response).., Stand: approved unanimously .. 

22 Item 9 - ... Approval of Ma~s: (a) Authorization for 

23 Executive Officer to approve .a.nd have recorded Sheets 1 

24 through 5 of 5 of maps entitled nsurvey of the Mean High Tide 

26 Line Along the Shore of the Santa Barbara Channel, Vicinity o 

26 Ventura, Ventura. County, California,u dated June 1963. 
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".'Ir""' ____ ... ___________ .. ___ ,_ . .......,_ _______________ ._, ..... 

MR~ CRANSTON: I move authorization. 
\ 

MR., CHA14P!ON: Seco11d. Any questi0t11 (No respons~j 

Stands appr~ved11ttn-apimously. 
.. I 

Confinuation of transactions consummated by the 

Executive Officer pursuant to authority con.finned by the 

mission at its meeting on Octobe~ 5,, 1959. 

( 

:, 
: 

·J 
.t 
J 
;! 
1 
~ 
l 

Ccm,...J 
J 
'.j 

:! 
MR.19 HORTIG! These; actions consisted in their l 

entirety of the extellsion of time periods· for previously authf 
'$ 

orized geological and geophysical exploration permits issued 

10 pursuant to resolution of the Cornmission41 

ll 

12 

MR~ CRANSTON: I move confirmation. 

MRl'I CHAMPION: Sec:and. Any questionsZ (No response 

13 Stand approved~. Now we have a report of the status of major 

14 

15 

litigation? Is there any"/ 
' 

MR. HORTIG: Other than tbe tabulation which follow 

16 on pages 36 through 38, the significant feature is the fact 

i::P 17 that I think the case of the People versus City of Long Beach 

18 · which is the ·first case reported on j is an element in the Lon 

19 Be.a.ch boundary determination as to the area of tideland grant • 

20 This case has been re~assigned; a preliminary meeting has bee 

21 had ~-rith the judge,· and a. pxetrial now has been set for April 

22 23rd pf tbi.$ year. 

23 MR. CHAMPION: Let 1s move to Supplen1ental Ytem 25 -

24 Unit Agreement, Unit Operating .Agreement and :telated agreemen s, 

26 Fault Block V,, Ranger Zone, Wilmington 011 Fteld, Los Angeles 

213 County. Will you speak to that, Mr. Hortig'& 
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~ ~ - MR. HOR'l'IG: ~Ye~: Mr. Chairman., As the Commis sil1"''" 

2 will recall,· the develope<~ area of the Long Beach tideland~ 

3 and the adjoining upland a~eas are separated into what ~re 

4 virtually individual operating entities, which are isolatei~ 

generally one from the other by a series of f~ults, which 

6 
i 

make each fault block area an individual engineering, econ~~~ 

7· and operating problem,. The Commission has. h~"retofore apprr-~, 

8 

9 

lo 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

agreements for unit operations of the tideland· areas in can- J 

junction with the adjoining upland areas for those lands c,t:t'""i 

ta::tued within the boundaries of Fault Blocks II, III and IV~ t, 
·' 

.as they a:r.e ide'ntified by Roman Numerals on the maps befol:~e Y~·~ 
'! 
·I 
,:t 

The -City of Long Beach has now submitted for ·~ 
·~ 

approval -- pu1::-suant to statute, approval by the State Lands i 
. ' Commission -- the necessary agreements to accomplish unit l 

oper:.ations to m~aximum extent practicable for one zone, the 

· 16 Ranger Zone, whi,ch is the most productive zone within the 

17 

18 

area) within the geographic limit~~ of Fault ,Block V ~ The 

docun1entation nec~e.ssary thel:eto has a.11 been reviewed by the · 

19 Office of the Att\omey General and has been found to be in 

20 the form in which the Commission can consider it for approva 

21 because of its cor~respondence with a,ad fulfilling requiremen s 

22 .of the statutes and findings which must be mad~ by the State 

23 Lands Connuission, 

24 Hence, by reference to the resolutions wh:tch s ta.rt 

26 on page 47, the findings are a series with respect to the 

26 documentation that has been submitted ...,_ that the documents, 
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18 

as submitted do contain the findings by the City of Long 

Beach as required as a condition precedent in Section 6819 of 

the Public Re~~ources Code; that the, documents do involve tide 

and submerged !,,ands which were granted with it mineral reserva 

tion. to the State; that the entered 1.nto agreem.etit: is necess­

ary in order to p~t"event or ~lleviate subsidence atid to insure 

maximum benefits and maximum returns from the oil operations 

withi,n the area. 

Therefore, the serial numbers are shown on pages 

47 through 50 as to the individual j:indings and recommended I 
approval by t~e ~ommission, base~ on the st~tu~ory ~equiremenr 

that the Ccnmu.ssion may approve l.f the Comnu.ss1on finds that . 

the entering into and perfonnance of such agreement is. in 

the public interest, and that the unit operating agreements 

and the balance of the agreements comply with the applicable 

State law, and that they each ir4' turn provide where app licabl 

that any impairment of the public trust for commerce, naviga­

t~\vn or fisheries to which the granted lands·· are subject is 

prohibited. 

MR., CHAMPION: This i~! our standard 

MR.4 HOR.TIG: They are a.11 standard. There is one 

other document in the set:ies that does not rela.te to the 

Ranger Zone ...... a hold harmless agreement, which would permit 

water inj action into the tidelands ·without subjecting the, 

tidelands operation to any hazard of liabilit:y by any reaso11 

of water goi11g into the ~lplands~ It appears that it might :n.ot: 
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1 be economicall.y feasible to injec'i': i:Hf:i.y ·wtJ.ter on the uplands-
,' 

2 Therefo::e, the uplands o·wners have agreed to r~lea.se the City 

3 and State from liability, which liability could ra:i.se if we 

4 did not have this hold harmless agl:eement. 

5 MR. CHAMPION: Is there any rieason why we' couldn •t 

a take. a single action approving the authorizations to make 

7 the agreements? 

MRo HQ~.TIG: May I pass this to counsel~ · 

9 MR. SANCHEZ: Mr. Chain11an, l am Ernest Sanchez.,, 

10 special counsel for the St:ate :tn this \matter!) There is no 

¢ ll 1 reason Tt1hy it can rt be done with a single approval" However, 

r· 
I 

1• 
I 
I 

12 

13 

14 

15 

I would like the record to be clear on one po:tnt and that is,, 

when it com.es to the amendments to the three zone operating 

contracts that affect the contracts, Items G,, H, and I., pages 

49 and 50 ... _ speaking of those three, the Commission approval 

16 of those resolut·4,ons is made pursuant to Section 6879 of the 
' . 

17 Public Resources Gode, as well as Sections 7058 and 7051; 

18 and to comply as,closely as possible with the literal reqtait'8 

19 ments of the statute, the Commission should recognize that 

20 these documents, like the other documents 3 contain a. finding 

21 by the City of 'Long Beach that the amendments are necessary 

22 in order to increase.the amount of oil and.gas recoverable or 

23 rrevent unreasonable waste, or poss:i.bly ameliol."ate subsidence; 

24 and that these documents, as well as the previous documents, 

26 oon~a.in a provision that impairment of the trust, if any, 

2a undet' which the lands are held :ts prohibited. Tb.at langua~e 

\ 

Ot-')'111,m op Al:>MINIDl'HMWt: PTlO~:tmmm, Ci'1't.~Jt or eu,t..lf'!>.IWM 
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l is not specifically recited in the fonn of the re8olution, -an4 

2 the record should be clear that the approval of the Comm:tssio: 

3 · embraces these paints. 

4 MR.. CRANSTON: Mr., Chairman, I recommend that the 

5 Commission approve all the recommeILdations submitted to us by , 

a Gtaff, taking into consideration the advice of special counse • 

7 MR.o HO'.RTIG: Mro Chairman, we have also now receive.) 

8 for the record, a signed stipulation in which both the City 

9 through its City Attorney and the State through the Attorney 

10 General 1 s Office hav~~ ag:,:eed that none of the approvals in 

11 connec·tion with the supplemental documents herein involved wi 1 

12 be urged by either the State or City in the current boundary 

13 litigation,; so this will not affect them., 

14 MR.'11 CHAMj?'ION: ! 111 second, and Mr111 Sieroty has a 

16 question. 

16. MR:., SIEROTY: I understand that the State and City 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22. 

23 

24 

25 

26 

't\ti.11 benefit to approximately $1.5)000,000 greater than would 

be th~ case if we continued our p:t1esent operations, under 

this unitized agreement(J I~d like to ask one question •• ~., 

MR., CHAMPION; Is that $15,000,000 each or do we 

split it'? 

MR.- SIEROTY: I bft~l:i .. eve that's total er. 

MR. HOR'XIG: The tidelands will benefit to the 

total of fifteen tl:liliion~ 

MR.a SIER.OTY: 1 •d like to ask the <:tuestion as ·~o 

what p-rotection the City has for subsidence cont.rol in the 

--

. \ 

l 
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unft agreement. 

MR. HORTIG: All the same protections that are 
""' 

currently applicable.to tide and submerged lands under exist ... 

ing statutes, or whatever will be provided,by any subsequent 

statut~s. 

MRi> SIEROTY: The City has indicated it is satis­

fied with the subsidence control conditions under the 

agreero.en t? 

MR,. HORTIG: The City does not relinquish uuder 

these unit· agreements _any subsidence control they now have 

in the operation of the field. 

MR. CHAMPION: rs there any further question or 

comment? (~~o response) · It has been moved. There being 

none, it stands unaniro.ausly approved~ 

Let 1s return ... - Have the p.a.rties on 4(b) arrived? 

That• s the{ Cont1~.a. Costa County Public Works Department- and 

their permit.-

l'JR.;4 HORTIG: Yes_, I see Mr. Broatch now-. 

MR~ CHAMPION! We will take that item up, then~ 

Contra Costa County Public Works Department ........ Permit to 

dredge approximately 200,000 cubic yards of material from 

bed of Suisun Point Channel in vicinity of Martinez Bridge, 

at charge of one cent per cubic ya.rd f'or spo:tls deposition ou 

privately owned lands. 

We had a lengthy d:tscuasio11 on this at the Februar) 

26th meeting, and this is a. change in the recommendation of 
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the s ta£ f from th1t·ee cents to one cent? ~ 
Mli:t. liORTIG: !hat's correct, si,r~ 

MR~ CHAMPION: Would you like to be heard, sir'! 

MR;. BRO.ATCH: If! may, sir-~ Gentlemen of the 

Conmdssion, my name is Broatch. I am Deputy Direc.tor of 

6 Public Works ior. Contru Costa Countyil ! have a statement 

7 here, signed by Mr~ E. A& Linscheid, Chairma.in of the Board 

8 of Supervisors of Contra Costa County, and I 1'd like to read 

9 it in the record,. It is: 

10 

ll 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

,21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

Dear Mr. Champion: 

We have recei\red a1; copy of the <.~genda for the meeting 
of your. Commission in Sacramento·, California on March 
26, 1964. 

Item 23 on this agenda indicates that the recommendatio 
of your staff will b.e to charge $0.,.01 per cubic yard fo 
the spoils. removed from the Emergency Suisun Point 
Channel Dredging Project. 

We ltlsh to again voice our objection to this charge..­
We are not now opposing g~nerally the policy of the 
State Lands Commission, which is asserted to require 
assessment of chat'ges for spoils deposited on private 
lands; we are objecting in this specific case because: 

l" The Suisun Point Channel Project is an emers:enc_x 
J.£>!?. for the removal of a shoal obstruction wliicli' is a 
~tio~~. na~y~g,ational ha~.!P.d:• 

2,.,. The disposal of spoils is 4 secondary) although 
important, consideration. 

3. Physical factors) such as length of pipe line, nar .... 
rowed down available sites to .an extremely limited 
number; only one site owner, in the final analysis, 
was willing to assume liability·. responsibility for 
the solution to engineering pJZoblems, and.responsibil­
ity for the cost of retention dikes ...... which cost was 
$75,000~ 

4~ F't'om the outse;t the u._ S., Army Corps of Engineers 
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.23 

represented to the Cqunty of Contra Cos.ta that there 
would be no cha~ge for spoils to the owner of the dis .. 
posal site providing that the oblig.a.t:tons mentioned in 
3 above wet'e a~\sum.ed; all negotiacions were conducted 
on the basis of' this representation.,, 

5. There has been an apparent conflict between the 
State Lands Co11/md.ssion and the u. s- Army Corps of Engi 
neers as to the rights of each ~n terms of the ownersbi 
of spoils material removed from the nnavigable channel., 

Without attempting to establish a precedent, and con­
fining ou~ objections to this one ~!1~r,ge\19l: :P,;~·~-:<2j ec t, 
which obviously has unusual characteristics, we a.sit 
that the nominal c·onsideration of $1900 be fixed as 
the chm:ge to be assessed for the job~ such a(,!tion 
appears to be within your aut:hority and to fulfill 
your responsibility as spelled out under Section 6303 
of the California Public Resources Code°' 

cc: 

Very truly yours, 

/s/ E9 A. Linscheid 
E~ A"!! Linscheid, Chairman 

·Board of Supervisors 

Colonel Robert E. Mathe, Corps of Engin~ers, Sacram 
Robert H~ Langner, Secretary Northern California 

Marine Affairs Conference 
J,.P,. McBrien.i County Administrator, County Public 

Works Department 
u 

record? 

MR. BROATCH: (continuing) May I have this in the 

Thank you very much, gentlemen. 

MR.r. CHAMPION: Thank you, Mr. :Sroatch'~ Mr~ Hortig, 

2o do you wish to comment further on the subj ec:J:? What, by the 

21 way, is the total amount involved in pne cent? 
" 

22 MR~ llORTIGt To a maximum of 200~000 cubic yards 

23 and one cent,, we have $2,000.. If I may clarify for the com ... 

24 mission a misunderstanding, as reported in item 5 by Mr-

26 Broatch in the letter from the Board of Supervisors, that 

28 there appeared to be a difference of opin:i.on as between the 

to 
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TJ~ S. Army Corps of Engineers and the State .. Lands Co:tm:nission 

with respect to charging for the matet'i.al -· no charge has ev~r 

been assessed on the lJ. s. Army Corps of Engineers; and prob• 

ably the best evidence of the £act that, this is a continuing 

program appears on the Commission• s agenda., on page 2 of your 
calendar:t item 3(e). You have this morning approved a permit 

~ 

which was requested by and granted to the u .• s'.t Corps of 

Engineers to dx~edge approximately 400,000 cubic yards of 

9 material, where this is being dredged by the U111 s. Corps of 

• 10 · Engineers in the enhancement and improvement of navigation 

• 

ll and is being deposited on public lands which were made avail-

12 able for the spoils deposition area -- not 'being deposited on 

13 privately owned lands4 This is the distincti.on.-

14 MR.,. CHAMPION; I think we have been over this mat-
>'t 

15 ter at some length: at previous meetings ·jl Have we had any 

16 
1 

further(\reports, or have there been any further discussions 

17 ( with the. Army Corps of Engineers, where they felt we were 

J.8 ·here setting a bad precedent in any way or one t:hat would 

19 · affect. their policy? 

20 MRit HOR~IG: We ha.ven 1 t had any specific discuss.iol1; 

21 but in every other insta:noe where land has been removed here-

22 tofore under Lands C.ommission pei-,ni t, where ~pplication was 

23 made to deposit the spoils on privately owned lands, there 

24 has b1een a charge for such material~ 

25 'MR, CHAMPION: What is the pleasure of the Commissi n? 

26 MRti CRANSTONc: I 111 m.ove approval111 
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MR.jl( SIEROTY; 
';f 

Just a comment ...... not opposing the 

motion, but I think it should be ma.de cle~r to the representa 

tives of Contra Costa that they should not assume that this 

policy is going to be continued so far as additional removals 

of spoils. the three ... cent charge, I thought, was a reascnabl 

one in the begi.nning. Co11~ra Costa made representations to a 

pr:i.vate landowner and I think the State is trying to be gener 

ous in backing up the County in this situation<> 

We have issued permits at sixteen cents and eight 

11 cents and six cents, and certainly the price we are talking 

12 about is very reasonable,, The problem we see is that. these 

13 spoils ar:e going on private lands, which are being enhancedtt 

14 The value Gf these lands are be:i.ng enhanced considex·a.bly by 

15 these spoils, and I think the Commission feels some responsi-

16 bility along these lines; and I would just not like Contra 

17 Costa to assume that they ·will continue to receive spoils at 

• . 18 this price~ 

19 MR. CHAMPION: Is there anything further on this 

20 subject'? (No response) It having been moved and seconded, 

21 th~ r...~b.ommendation of the staff is unanimously approved,. 

22 That concludes the other items on the agenda.'l!t 

23 J:t!R~ HORT.IG: There is the otle we were holding for 

2~b Senator Rattigana 

25 

26 

MR~ CrtA'MPlON: Does anyone know if Ser1ator Rattigan 

is goi'ng to appear on that subject? 

---·----·--• -=·-to-·-·.,_.,_.., ...... -•·1..1.t•~l""'it-..1 a r1• 'wt ii." q ni1w..~~--·--'"""' _, . .-J'.-1'11"'...,_., .. i,...._• ----•-•i•-·-~_J 
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MRit1 HOR.'rIG: Rcipresentati ves of Associated 

are with us. 

MR. CHAfil>ION: Do you know whether the appea.t"ance 

of Senator Rattigan is ·still scheduled? We have another mat.;.' 

ter, and we can defer it still further ix there is any advan ... 

tage to do so"" 

VOICE:. I haven 1 t heard,. 

MN.~ CHAMPION: Let's proceed. Cc>uld someone f:i.nd 

out definitely, so we could move on with that? 

11he other matt.e'!:' ·before the Lands Commission this 

morning, not on the agenda, concerns Assembly Bill (I think 

it is 132) involving the Long, Beach tidelands, which has 

been set for hearing this afternoon in Ways and Means; and 

while I have been involved at the request of that .committee 

in discussions with Long Beach as to possible compromise 

agreements and have testified concerning those in executive 

session of the Joint Committee on Tidelands of the Legislatur , 

I have done this in my capacity as Director of Finance rather 

than as Chf'ii:t1nan of the State Lands Com.mission .. 

As Director of Finance, it was my intention to sug­

gest ae'.!:tain amendments to A .. B. 132 at the meeting this afte -

noon, and I thought it proper at this time to bring those to 

the Lands Commission for the.ii: consideration as to whether 

this should be a policy of the Commi.ssion, or whether they 

simply want this to remain on the basis it has been in the 

past,. I think du.ring the pariod of· negotiations it is very 
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difficult to operate as a Commission, but we now have an 

actual piece of legislation. before us and we have been work. .... ·· 

ing on a number of amendments, many of which gt'ew out of our 

discussions with the representatives of the City of Long 

Bea.ch • 

This by no means implies their approval -- just a 

submission of the bill that grew out of those discussions, 

which by no means implied our approvalo I am going to ask 

Mr. Hortig at this time to outline -- not in great detail, 

but the basic amendments, and see whether the Lands Co:canis• 

sion itself would like to take a policy position on this; 

and also, if for llO other purpose, to inform the 1.ands COJn;"" 

mission as to what my present recomro.endations have been~ 

Would you proceed, please, Mr. Hortig? 

MR. HORTJ,G: Mr. Chairman, in. order of their prob .... 

able appearance within the framework of Assembly Bill 132, n 

amendments would be proposed for consideration, first, a.t 

line 3, page 3 of Section 2 of the bill which you have befor 

you, which relates to and requires ·~·~~ 

MR. CHAMPION: Mr. Hortig, I think nobody here is 

tx;ying to amend the bill,. 

l'-:tR~ HORTtG: This is the shortest fonn~-. 

MR~ CHAMPlOM: l wat1t to keep th:ts to the principa . 

matters. 

MR~ HORTtG: We will stick to the subject matter 

rather than the verbiage on all sub&.equent amendm.e·nts ~ but 
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in this instance it is necessa:ry to refer to the bill ~- ~~­

require that production 1.lhould be fol:' the maximum benefit 
' ,! 

and profit of the State of California and the City of Lons, 

Beach; it has be~n suggested that this be amplified to in"" 

elude what the Lands Commission has heretofore indicated ""'"" 

the necessity of such language which might read: n.,..~ con ..... 

sistent with public policy with relation to the.prevention 

of monopolies,."' 

The second amendment in order of appearance woulf 

be to provide, in lieu of what is now provided in Section 4 

of the bill, which "?ould yield to Long Beach it is estimatef , 

between $293 and $335 million dollars ...... in lieu thereof, 

to provide a financial ·schedule which would .accrue to the 

State; and a sum total of approximately $165 million dollal:'$~,: 
' 

representing the maximum amount that has been justified fer 

the record in terms of ne,eded and applj_dable and qualified 

shoreline development programs as reported by the City 1 to 

Long Beach 

MR,. CHAMPION: I might add. this figure represents 

no recognition of Harbor improvements. This would remove the 

whole subj ec.t of Harbor improvements as a proper expenditure 

of these funds. 

MR4 RORTlG: And it would be proposed to a.mend 

Section 6 of the proposed bill~ AitBil 132, relating to ex-
; 

pendi tures ~ to provide a mechanisn1 whereby the e,i~pendi. ture o ",; 

the $165 m:i..llion dollars would be subject to r~v~tew and 
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approval by the State Lands Commission pur·su.ant ta master 

plans which h~d been filed by the City of tong Beach relative 

to their proposed shoreline development -- again outside the 

Harbor District, as the Chairman just noted~ 

Section 7 of the bill as drafted proposed to estab- · 

lish by legislation a boundary of the Long ~each tidelands 

anq.a very substantial effect of this would be the eliminatio 

of the B,.oundary lit:i .. gation which is currently on file, with­

out any compensation 01: compromise as to the values which 

might be recovered by the State under that boundary litigatio • 

Therefore, it is suggested that this definition of a boundary 

be deleted by ameudment from the bill, and the question of 

boundary dete:rmiuation be determined by the court, as it is 

already unde:t-way as a pendi11~ litigation. 

I 

These, Mr. Chairman, then~ with exception of 

appropriate clarification of the vast field of sub~idence 

control, would constitute the- proposed amendments.,, The pro""' 

posed clarification of subsidence contt<Ol would be to provide 

a mechanism for as:surance that the determination as to the 

nec,,essity for subsidence rJontrol would be in the hands of 

the City of Long Beach on any proposal to conduct operations 

alleged to be or found to be necessary, felt to be necessary 
.. 

for subs:tdence controliJ These progrm1s or plans would be sub-

ject to review by the State Lands Comm:t.ssion. On a finding 

of the. State Lands Commission that the program was reasonably 

necessary for subsidence control, the progt;·am would be 



? . 

I ,, 

'.::-- . 

;. 

\\ 
\\ • . \I,~' 

\';~· 

____ ....._ _____ .....__. ________________________ ..,..1 

l 

2 

3 

4 

5 

implemented by the -City, On a finding that there was serict4s;j 

question as to the reasonable necessity and a finding of a 

question by the Lands Commission and a determination by the 

,.~ 

"1, 

}i 

:1 n 
~ fi City that the program still was necessary, the matter would I 

be referred to a thirc1 p···a.rty arbitrator -- again not to deterJ 

6 
. ~ 

mine the economic necessity,. but only whether there :i, ·s any i. 

7 reasonable basis for invoking the operation for subsidence 

8 control, in which event it would be :tmplemented~ 

9 MRt CHAMPION: I would like to add two points, 

10 because of the complication of this problem:. One is that 

ll Long Beach could act on its own initiative and proceed while 

12 any review process was going on; and, secondly, in the ulti• 

13 mate determinatiCln in the review process by an arbitrator, 

14 the burden would be on the State t~, show that there was no 

15 reasonable ground for this action in the area of subsidence .. 

16 (Lt. Governor Anderson returned to meeting) 

17 MR. CHAMPION: (continuing) It is only the purpose 

I 

18 to have the State participate in some ·way in the determinatio 

19 of whether & $Ubsidence measure is, in effect, a subsidence I 
20 measure instead of something else,,. Without some language of · 

21 this kind" anything could be don~1 and could be labeled a sub ... 

22 sidence measure by Long Beach and -chere would be no State con 

~3 · trol. This element is. intended to provide that ultimate 

24 third party determinat.ion if the State should question that 

25 this is, in fact, a sttbsidenc~ measure) a reasonable subsid-

2a ence measure; and the f::1nt.i.re burden of prov:tn.g that it is not 
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is on 'the State, and the lneasures go forward unless there is;, J 
~ 
~ 
I, some Ultimate final determination by that third party that 
I 

In other words, it is not the inten- ·1
1

. 

tion to have the. State intrude in the subs.idence process* 

it is not reasonablew: 

It is a measure designed to have the State be able to have 

an arbitrator decide whether something is or is not a sub­

sidence control~ Otherwise, the whole operation could be 

completely controlled simply by saying it is subsidence con.• 

I 

9 trol; and this is to give the State ability tQ question t:hat,.,. 

10 MR. HORTIG: If I may add a third item -- This 

11 could also be of advantage to the City of Long Bea.ch in term 

12 of having independent support for their determination agains 

13 some other party who might feel that :Lt might not be su'bsid-

14 

16 

16 

17 

18 

ence control. 

MR~ CHAMPION: Unfortunately, Governor, we have 

been on this subject and Mr. Hortig has almost completed his 

review. 

MR. HORTIG: Those a:· :e the proposed amendments for 

19 consideration4 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

1'1R9' CHAMPION: Now 1 I 'd like to say one other 

thing with respect to the~e amendments and tha,t is) as I 

said at the outset, these were drafted after long discussion I 
w:i..th the City of Long Beachl as was the bill# A..,:s,. 132.; and 

they obviously repl:esent poin.ts of view on which we said we 

had some difference and they would have to be settled throug 

the legislative process. 'l:~ese-=ndments really provide ~j 
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l other side of what was presented in A.B4 132 and it is in thi 

2 area we feel the Legislature has to make the decision,. In th 

3 interest of compromise, it is undeJ:stood that ,there probably 

4 · is going to be some movement between these two positions·" It 

·5 was my personal feeling, at1.d this was the question I was 

a 

7 

a 
9 

10 

ll 

12 

13 

bringing t.o the Lands Con:nnission, that this other question 

shouid be put as concretely as the other side of these nego­

tiations was put into Al)B. 132 -· to present to the Legisla­

ture these two views, which have come much closer together 

than they were before the negotiations started'¥ I think we 

made a good deal of progress and some of the things inA,.B,. 

· 32 represent specific agreement; some of the things here 

represent some agreement; but it was he.re we were unable to 

· i;4~ reach final agreement~, 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

The provisions in AillB.,. 132 represent one side of 

the matter; the amendments represent the other side of that 

matter. It is in that spirit that I am offering these to the 

Lands Comtnission11 If they want to a:~~opt them as pol~cy, as 

Chairman of the La11ds Commission, as well as Director of 

Finance, l would represent them,. 

MR!lf RORTIG: (To Gov~ Anderson) It would be propos d 
"' 

to add the requi'rement that the op 1erations be conducted at 

maxim.um profit consistent with public policy :i;elattive to the 

prevention of the forming of monopolies111 

GOVo ANDERSON: Now, then, what about tlle operation l 

control? 
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l MR~ HORTIG: Operational control,would be included 

2 far norm.al field operations under approval and directions of 

3 the S·tate Lan,ds Commission; subsidence control under the 

·· 4 initiative of the City, but subject to State Lands Commission 

5 review -... and· in th\~ event of difference of opinion, for refe 

6 ence to a third party arbitrator. 

7 GOY~ ANDERSON: Would that eliminate the present 

8 impasse, where we always have a feeling we are presented ·wi. th 

9 a deadline? 

10 MR. HORTIG: 'l'hat would be a mechanical problem 

11 which we could probably handle better under the proposed 

12 language than we have been able to in the past. This would 

13 be a matter of inter-staff cooperation more than necessary 

14 legislation. 

16 MR. CHAlvJPION: I 1d like to speak to that. I think 

16 there 'was general agreement in this operational area; we 

17 understood each other pretty well. What would facilitate it -

l.8 we would have people ·working with Long Beach in theit7 da.y ..... to-

1~1 day oi')erations and control.,. We would have them there in 

20 · constat\t communication111 

21 GOV. ANDERSON: This has been constant pressure on 

22 our part" Where we don 1 t act favorably, we would be holding 

23 it up. The first times we went along with it. After that 

24 we got tired of it. Are they aware of this? 

25 MR• CllAMPION; I think so1* When they got to us, 

26 tb.ey had to have rapid action and we weren. • t prepared to 

i:, 

'\I 
\I 
I 

/i 
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ea~ly warning,. 

GOV. ANDERSON: What. about the boundary? 

MR.·HORTIG~ This would be eliminated by eliminatin 

the definition of the boundary entirely. 

GOV* ANDERSON; I think those were the three I was 

primarily concerned with, werentt they, Alan? 

MR., SIEROTY: Yes!t 

MR. CHAMPION; Is there anyone who would like to 

speak further to these matters of policy with respect to 

A~B. 132? (No response) What is the pleasure of the 

Conm.lissiQn? 

MR. CRANSTON: I move that we approve the amendment 

that have been proposed by the. Chairman. 

GOV~ ANDERSON: I'll second that~ 

MR. ·CHAMPION~: Is tjbere/ ·anything further _,.. any 

questions or comment? (No response) They will stand unani ... 

mously approved and they will be pre$ented to the Assembly 

Ways and Means Committee by Mr-.- Ho:t;;,tig as proposed." 1amendrttents 

to A.B.- 1324' 

MR11 CRANSTON: I would like to also move that we 

go on record as supporting the bill with these amendnte11ts., 

GOV,.. ANDERSON: Well, I will second tha.t, but that 

doesn 1 t iW~-lY that we will support it ·wi.thout them,.. 
/, ./ 

(l,v,j~ CRANSTON: No• 

GOV., ANDERSON; In ot.het" words~ we ma.ke it very cle r(i 
.__ ________ .._... ___________ ,..,._.._ ______________ ........... _____________________ _ 

··~ 
~ \ 
I! 
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1 MR"' CHAMPION: It has been moved and seconded that 

2 we support the bill t'l7ith these amendments included,.. Is t"bere 

3 any question on that, ·· (no response) Uranimously appro.ved., 

4 MR"" HORTIG: . Associated Dredging is here'-*' The~ 

6 report is Mr. Sh~nnon will not be here.. However, a Mra 

6 Howard Leach is in the audience, representing Fish and GatAe; 

7 as for Senator Rattigan, my secretary is try::.ng to locate 

8 him and standing by fc1r the report,, 

9 

10 

11 

MFL,. CHAMPION: I think we will have to proceed 

with the item at this stage of the gameta'..land that is Item 

4(a) Associated Dredging Company -- 15-year lease 30.627 

1~ acres tide: and subme:rgt~d lands of Petaluma River, Sonoma 

13 County, to create two basins for company equ:l.pment. Annual 

14 rental, $1,419,.26,. Issuance of lease opposed by Marin Rod 

15 and Gun Club, Inc .. , and by Department of Fish and Gmne1+ 

16 Now, I assume representatives of both parties 

17 are here<A Do you wish to say anything before they make 

18 

19 

20 

their presentations'? 

MR~ HORTIG; The application has been in process 

for almost two year.s in the State Lands Division, in the 

21 hopes of being able to arrive at a.n amicable settlemet1t as 

22 to how the operation might be conducted without objecti~'n .. -

23 which resolution having not been :reached up to this date, 

24 the applicant requested that this item be calendared for 

25 hearing before the St.!\te Lands Commission, so that they 

20 (Mr.- Cran$ton ~.eft meeting) 
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1 <.!an be informed positively or negatively that they are going 

2 to have a leaseir Under these circumstances, the basis for 

3 the lease and the need for the lease can be explained most 

36 

4. briefl.y by the representatives of Associated Dredging Com.pa11y,. 

5· who are here this morning. 

6 MR~ GARDINER: Gentlemen, my name is Gardiner, 

7 Samuel Gardiner, attorney in San Rafael. I can't conceive of 

8 any substantial opposition to this lease. Associated Dredgin 

9 is presently operating in Sausalito,, They ax-e required to mo e 

10 from their present location. They can't very well operate in 

t;, 11 their new location unless they have access to water,. The 

. ) ,, 12 primary purpose of the lease is to provide them access to 

.•.........•. ; . 

. c:i 
.:·,:' 

13 water, since they now have upland property on which I have 

14 . negotiated a lease,, 

15 This lease ... ~ I might say there are two or three 

16 · e~tremely interes,ting facets of this thing.. In the first 

"~ 17 place, they ma.y not b~ within the jurisdiction o.f the State 

18 

19 

20 

Lands Commission~ There has been considerable controversy on 

the boundaries of the area. We made a survey in 1952, which 

indicated it was not within the iurisdiction -- that·:tt was -· 
21 accreted land~ 

22 ! would assume you would.like to assume complete 

23 control, and if you have your own lea$e you will be able to 

24 control it. These people are willing to go along with what ... 

,\)" 25 ever kind of lease you would approve.. I assume the survey of 

2a 1860 has been R.doftted; a survey was made in 1952 indicating 

• 
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2 

3 

4 

it was private land.; a resurvey was made in 1960 -- I am not 

sure how it will enll up~ 

MR .. CHAWION: Who would be the private owner?' 

MR.~ GARDINER! Mr. Halperin is here. He and his 

37 

5 a.ssociates have the upland land., I don rt wish to debate that 

6 thing. I just say it seems to me, no serious daw..age is b~i.ng 

?' done -- it is to the State 1s interest to have your own lease. 

8 As far as Fish ~nd G&ke is concerned, I am sure there is no 

... \) .·. 9 one in this room who is not interested in the preservation of 

, ·.' 

~' " ' 

, '." .~.;: I '.; . 
I.·,,;, ·' .· 

' .. , .. i·. 

• 

10 wildlife. I do a great deal of that iuyself. 

11 MR. CHAMPION: Do you preserve it, Mr .. GardineI:? 
' 

12 MR..., GARDINER: I do; I generally freeze mine. I 

13 say this is a phantom issue. The accretion that has occurred 

14 is such that there can be no substantial fish life in this . ( . 
·, 

J..5 .area; there can be no substantial bird life in this immediate 

18 thirty-acre parcel. I say it is a phantom issue. 

17 It is impossible for these people to operate without 

18 access to water... They have to have access somewhere.,, unless 

19 you want to put them out of business.. The nominal amount of 

20 fish in the accreted area is so small that it is n.ot worth 

21 talking about~ 

22 Now I. am talking in rebuttal, as a matter of fact, 

23 I suppose you should hear frctn the F:tsh and Ga.me Co:cmnission. 

24 MR,. CHAMPION: Will the representatives from f;he 

25 Fi$h and Game Commission come forward? This is the Departn1en 

26 of Fish and G.a.mej. rather than Fish and Game Commission? 

[ ______ _..._.__. __ " ___ ....... _,, ___ ,_,, -· ---.-~ .. -........... _ ... _____ ,,... ____________ .,..._...,~ 

I 
' 
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l MR., LEACH:. Yes" My name is Howard Leach and l am 

2 in the Water Projects Branch of the Department of F:tsh and 
•.. ' 

•• •• 

3 Garo.Eh I am here to represent our director, Walter Shanno11, 

4 in regards to the application of the Associated Dredging Com--

l · · 6. pany of Sausalito for a lease of a thirty-acre pa.reel. of 

;;; 
6 ti<Je and submetged lands at the mouth of the Petaluma River. 

7 The D~partment. of F:J.sh and Game has formerly recom,.. 

8 mended that the State Lands Commission not issue a permit to 

9 the Associated Dredging Company in these thirty acres of tide 

.JI 10 lands in respect to a development they propose, and we did 

J.l this in a lette-::r of January 31, 1964 directed to Mr. H. E. 

12 Palmer 11 State Lands Division, Los Angeles.,. Earlier -- in fa.c , 

13 two years ago, in October, October 21, 1963 ....... the Department 

• 14 of Fish and Game requested that the Army Corps of Engineers 

15 deny to the same company a permit to dredge in the same State 

16 lands as described in, Public Notice 6429 .. · Ea.rli,er in that 

17 month, October 8., 1963, u. s. Fish and Wildlife expressed to 

18 the. Army Corps of Engineers a p1:-otest to the granting. of said 

19. permit" 

20 Our protests, we believe, are well founded. The 

21 Department of Fish and Grune is vitally concerned with the 

22 future of San Franc.isco Ba.y" once one of the most outs tandit1g 

23 scenic areas of the world,. Tidelands are disappearing at an 

24 alarming rat\~ and :i.f the prognosis of the Bay area is true., 

25 then we can only view ·with gr~at alann the disappearance of 

26 the tidelands~ 

ii!!;;;~ \g•r;3 IO"M Sl'O 
') 
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1 · 'MR. CHAMPION: Mr. Leach, may I interrupt? We have 

2 . a. 1natter of g:teat importance currently before ·the legislature 

3 on this general problem of the tidelands.. Could we restrict 

4 this to the issue? 

5 . MR. LEA.CH: Our concer;n · fo:t thi.s thirty acres is 

a really our concern in the whole question of the tidelands and 

7 we are well aware of this nibbling of sinallparc.els of tidelan s 

a which will destroy the'tidelands. Thi&. particular thirty acr s 

9 of State-owned land, which appare11tly will be filled in with 

10 some 291,000 cubic yards of material dredged from the Petalum 

11 River~ destroys an irreplaceable wet lands~ 

12 MR. CHAMPION; Let me ask you: When you say they 

13 destroy the wet lands, ··what benefits are there in the present 

14 wet lar~ds :i taking into consi~!eration Mr., Gardiner 1 s assertion 

16 about accretior1 and· the fact this does not have any benefit 

16 either to fish or wildlife? 

17 MR., LEACH: We undoubtedly would take issue with 

18 this because tidelands are vital, are v:i.tal to the area in th 

19 Bay area,. 

20 MR. CHAMPlON: I am speaking to these tidelands, 

2 1 to this particular parcel.- Do they themselves participate in 

22 } the general benefit to fish and wildlife of the whole of the 

23 . Bay area, or is this a separate and distinct question? Is 
' 

24 there any benefit here 1 evrn as par.t of an over-all situation 

25 as far as fish and wildlife are conce~ned sp~aifically? 

26 MR.,, LEACH; Specif:tca.lly, yes, I would definitely 
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say so because even though this acreage amounts to only thirty 

acres they are utilized by huudreds of thousands of shore  

birds; different varieties of animal life frequent them 

seasonally. 

MR CHAMPI N: ►And would not do so if they are 

filled? 

MR LEACH: That L s our s to tement4 

MR, CHAMPION: what about the rate of accretion? 

Would the rate of accretion do naturally what we are supposed 

to do officially? I gather that was the point of your testi-

mony, Mr, Gardiner, I'll give you an opportunity to speak. 

Is there anything further on this matter, Mr Leach? 

MR. LEACH: I might have one thing to say and that 

is the fact that the Department of Fish and Game in our 

regional office are in a two-year study in which they are 

documenting the State lands and the importance of these lands 

to wildlife, Unfortunately, we haven't got it completed, 

MR CHAMPION: Thank you, Mr. Leach, Is there 

anyone else who wishes to be heard? 

MR HORTIG: 
	Chairman, if I gilt. supple nt 

the record, first, particularly because of 
	

Leach's refer 

ence to the objection by the Department of sh and Game 

filed with the U. S. Army Corps of Engineer, asking that a 

permit not be accorded for this filling: The United States 

Corps of Engineers did on December 30, 1963, grant such perm 

MR. CHAMPION: Let me as you this question What 
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1 is your opinion of this accret:ton question? 

2 t4R." HORTlG: The accretion would be much slower; 

3' but necessarily, b.ecause of the very natupe of the area, 

4 deposition of the Petaluma Rive:r ul tin1ately would accumul1at; 

6 ·· additional filled land in this area l:>y natural processes.,., 

would be accomplished much more rapidly by the a-rtificial 
') 

process'es p?:oposed by our applicant~ 

Additionally, I should note for the Con'ilt"ission's 

record the receipt from the Marin Rod and Gun Club of a tel:* 

gram, and I quote: 
1v.rhe Marin R.od and Gun Club with a membership · 
with over 2,000 members wishes to go on record 
as being opposed to the issuing of the perm.i,t 
to dredge and fill the stateJMlowned tidela11\ds· 
near the mouth of Fetaluma Creek Sonoma County 
California,. 

Marin Rod and Gun, Paul B..., Ware 

Yes, Mr~ Gardiner?, 16 

17 

18 

MR~ CHAMPION; 

MR* GARDINER: 
·~; 

I just want to add one brief thing '..:,~;,9 
~ 

what was said a moment ago1, and that is:> the net usable fis~ ~ 
it 

i 9 ·and wildlife area will be greater, if this occurs, in fifty '! 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

years than if a simila:r procedure goes on naturally111 

occurs ;t at least a substant:t.al portion of it will be water«1:.}~~'. 

a substantial portion will he filled"" I would say the net 

would be better., 

MR •. CRAMPtONt What ls your view of that? Has the 

staff discussed this beyond the Department of Fish and Game
1
l 

MR~ HORTlG: Definitely '11 Of course> the problem of; 
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l what the net effect is ,going to be and whe:ther there is a bal-

2 a.nee on one side or .the other depends on how many construction 

3 projects, dredging pro,i~qts to provide for additional water-
~, < 

4 ways, are ~ctually o~;~~;~t~~ken and completed~ In the view of 
, \..'1>.J !"',.' ' . ~ . 

6 Associated Dredgi11g;/ the project they see on the hori~on;; this 

6 is a reasonable expectation as it has been outlined by Mr. 

7 Gardinertt 

8 

g 

MR~ CHAMPION: Is there anything further to be said? 

GOV f> ANDERSON: Have you had any indications from 

10 Senator Rat:tigan? I know he was supposed to be here. 

ll MRw HORTIG: Senator Rattigan cannot gf~t here .. 

12 GOV .. ANDERSON: Has he left any views on this, be .... 

13 cause several ti·mes when I have been down in his county he has 

14 gone out of his 1~ay to discuss this whole problem of waterways 

15 in Sonoma County, and I would like to h~ar his views .. 

16 MR. HORTIG~ From the County standpoint there is 

because Sonoma County Indust:"Z"ial Development Board 

MRI/> CRAMPION! I hardly think they speak for Senato 

Do you have any indication from Ser1ator Rattigan? 

MR.~ HORTIG: We do n1't>t; but the Planning Director 

22 of Sonoma County has advised by letter that this area is an 

23 t1nclassified district and that the use proposed, is permitted. 

24 ·They neither underwrote itmr object;ed"' 

MR. SIEROTY: May :t ask ~hether Associated Dredging 

2a Company has had negotiations or c<:1n.ferences with the Depa.:rtme t 
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1 of Fish and Game to work out something in this area? 

2 

3 

MR. GARDINER:'" I would be surprised if they had. 

MR~ CHAMPION: I am a little concerned on whatyou 

.i:_t, could work out in a subject as general as. this. 
\ 

5 1· MR. SIEROTY: I spoke to Mr~ Shannon yesterday and 

e I thought he would.be here today to express the viewp'.9int he 

7 thought maybe there was a possibility, either by reducingithe 

8 area or some other way, of providing an agreement bet~een 

9 these two interestsq 

10 MR.- CHAMPION: Is Mr. Leach s.till here1Z Did Mr,. 

(' 11 Shannon speak to you at all of this, or are yt)u a.uthJVrized to 

12 . discuss that subject at all? 

MR., LEACH: Yes, Director Shani.,,on did imply he would 

• 14 entertain an idea of talking to these people and discussing 

16 the nature of their problem, and very likely in the discussio 

16 the issue could be resolved., 

• 

17 GOV. ANDERSON: How could it be resolved1 

18 MR~ LEACH: One thing we are vitally concer~ed with 

19 is not only the tidelands, but access. of the public to the 

20 tidelands~ Certainly, we feel the filling in of this thirty-

21 acre parcel by a private party under lease would destroy for 

22 a. time, at lea~1t, the access of the blic to these landsi\lc 

23 Cert.ai.nly we would not be agreeable or amenable to that ~olu-, 

24 tion. 

25 GOV., ANDERSON': How would that affect f:tsh and 

26 wildlife? 

-' .._ 

' ' 



I, 
11 

'.f·· 

• 

l MR. LEACH: How would it affect .... ... It would otl.ly 

2 affect the use;:\ The public has access to ·wildlife to hutlt 

3 and fish1111 

4 

Obviously, on. this land, the opportunity for this 

GOV1;; ANDERSON: You mean while dredging is in 

5 tion the areas would be kept closed to the public? 

a MR. L&\CH: No -- after it would be completed(l 

7 GOV.~. ANDERSON: I had an idea. after the project 

8 would be completed most of the wildlife woul'd be destroyed'? 

9 

10 

MRl,'t LEACH; This is what we would like to find out,. 

GOV\if' ANDERSON: Why would you want the public to 

11 have access if wildlife is destroyed? I don l' t follow this"' 

12 

13 

MR-. LEACH: The only t.i1owledge we have is we recei v ·~ 

the public notice~ and we would like to discuss with t:hese 
~ 

14 people the nature of their dredging, the extent of their 1:. 

15 dredg:tng, where they al;e taking ·their fill material) and the • 

16 nature of their filling in~ 

17 MR-. CHAMPION:: Have you made any attempt to do so 

18 since this item was first called to yo~lr attention? 

19 MR,. LEACH: No sir, it was called to our attention 

20 yesterday. 

21 GOV,. ANDERSON: Was yest~rday the first time this 

· 22 item was called to your attention? 

23 

24 

25 

MR+ LEACH: Of the hearing. 

GOV. ANDER.SON! H,o·w about the item itself? 

MR. LEACH; The item itself ...... we lodged our protest 

28 in January with the !-ands Division., 

'-------~----------------~-··~·-----------------------·J 
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1 Mll" CHAMPION: ;, Outside of your protest'? you never 
'· . , 

2 discussed it with the p~i"ty to get exact knowledge of his 

3 project? 

4 

5 

MR .. LEACH: Not to 'Pl.Y knowledge • 

MI<~,.,, CHAMPION: It :would seem to me that would be 

6 the initial setup .. 

7 GOV~ ANDERSON: Yes, but it is also our part to make 

8 sure there :i.s · some contact back and forth on som~thing as im• 

9 portant to all of us as wildlife,,. 

10 

ll 

12 

13 

MRtJ CHAMPION: Is there anything further, Mr.. I..ieach'? 

MR~ LEACH; No, sir~ 

MR. CHAMPION: Mr~ Gardiner? 

MR~ GARDINER: The only further thing I would add is 

14 that filed with the application, of course, was a diagram indi 

15 cati..ng the kind of development. That diagram indicates more -
16 tl1a>a th:Lrty per cent of the acreage would be dredged. There 

17 is no secret of the kind of development planned.. I submit 

18 on, thirty acres which are1argely accreted, if you are going 

fifteen, you are going to increase the net total 

Cranston returned to meeting) 

22 GOV~ ANliERSON: Up until this meeting you have had 

23 no furth©r contact? 

24 

25 

MR. GARDINER: Yes, sir4 

GOV~ ANDERSON: Fr.a:nk, I am a little confused.,. 

26 When we have a protest like this since January, what do we do ....... 
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1 just let it hang t~etre? 

2 MR. 1 HORTl.G: We continue to discuss with t.;nJ~, divi· 

3 sion as to whether or not they can resolve their problem on 

4 the protest.. .As of October 28,. 1963, fo?: example, we were 

5 furnished copies of discussions which the Department of Fish 

6 and Ga.me and the Uql S,, Fish and 'Wildlife Service had had on 

7 this . very p:toblem .and which the.y had :referred to the District 

8 Engineer. 

9 

10 

GOVf>. ANDERSON: With· this company? 

MR~ ·HORTIG: No sir, between themselves as to the 

11 proposed operation by this company, which discussions they 

12 furnished to the U\!! Sl) Corps of Engineers as a basis for not 

13 issuing the dredgi:ng permit; but the Army Cox:ps of Engineers~ 

14 on evaluation, proceeded and did issue the dredging pennit:. 

15 GOV 111 ANDERSON 1t I wpuld think that tllere should be 

16 a contact between the applicant and our Division to work out 

17 some o:f these things that rn.ight be worked out~ Again, until 

18 we get it in front of us,. the public acc~ss is one thing\'!! .. .,,.,. 

19 MR,. HORTIG.: I ·would agree with you, and we had 
' ' 

20 assumed _.,.. obviously not a correct assumption ..,._ that :Fish 

21 · and G~me having protested .a.nct; as I understood> having :lnvoi v d 

22 the u~ s,., Fish and Wildlife\t in a three .... corner di~'aussion wit 

23 the u. S IJ· Corps of Engineers, that they bad discussed this 

24 . operat~ . .;n with the ai;plicant~ 

25 GOV~ ANDERSON: Had the applicant been advised of 

2a the Fish and Game p1~otiest? 

~· bi .., ••••• .,., ......... , ....... __ _..._.,.......,....,...., ________ :II._. .............. -·-""-·~· ..................... --...._._---_....---,......... 

{ ;: 
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l ·MR. HOR.TIG: Yes·) sir., 
,• 

2 GOV.111 ANDERSON; Had it been suggested they get in 

5 t-0uch with ·them? ·· 

4 MR"' HORTIG: . Not in ·so many '"ords ~- ?he logio.c.:.l ass 

,·-;i 5 tion would be that Fish and Game would be contacted becaQ.se o 

6 the protest_. 

7 MR~ CHAMPION: I se~;Sen.;1.tor Rattigan has arrived~ 

8 Senator, would you care to speak on this sµbject at all? 

9 SENATOR RATTIGAN: Thank you, Mr,. Chai;man4 Since. 

10 I did just arri\re, I have to ask: Is this the dredging com .... 

11 pany applic.a.tion? 

12 MR~ CHAMPION: Yes~ '.Both parties have made their 

13 · presentations and the present discussion :t"evolves around the · 

14 

16 between the Depar tme.nt of Fish and G.ruµ.e arid the dredg1:ng com .... 

16 pany on a resolutibn. There has been some suggestion from 

17 :&"ish and Game that something might be worked out, although ft 

18 is pretty cloudy how it could be worked out~ 

19 SENATOR RATTIGAN: That goes directly to what I had 

20 hoped might materialize. As a matter of. reccr~~·~ · thel:'e is a 

21 complete conflict between the app1icant'and the Department of 
. . ,' ' 

22 Fish and ·Game~ When I received the notice of this heariug 

23 which ref erred to two pieces of oorre$potir~ence, I obtai11ed 

24 copies of the c.:orrespon'.denoe from the Dep·~rtment of Ft~sh and 

one of lllhich sets forth its objection$ ........ which, on 

face, appear to me to be very well taken; and 1.t occurr 
25 l Came:, 

2a • their 

I · •*'" '"·---~~JtR.•~•1-#. loi.6f,... .. -·~·io .,.., 1-i•b!ot....-~"*~•i , .... ,,,to-,:tl~~- • 1111; Jii.w~-...,,.-.,.,.,_ __ ,,.111._r_......__ .. ,..,,,,,M ____ __.... . ..,..., ·-~: -· 1 ·-..11•-•-~1••'" 

I 



.,-.. 
-.... 

:' ·;·.' 

'J 
I ,c,{ ,,·, 

: (} ' 

:-;_ 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

9 

10 

11 

48 

to me that perhaps they cou~ld discuss the matter and arrive 

at a mutually acceptable solution. 

I ce:r:tainly don rt war.tt to contribute to delaying it 

but insofar as it invol·.ves my district, we have a ve·~y impor ... 

ant set of commercial assets ori one side and a very valuable 

recreational into.-rest on the othertl> 

MR~ CHAMPION: Let me ask Mr. Gardiner -" Is there 
not 

any pressing reason why we should/delay this until such 

conversations take placei 

MR~ GAkDINER: I don •t see any reason why it can't 

be done~ As you indicated a while ago, the room for negotia 

12 tion doesn 1t seem to be "·ery good. The nature of this devel 

13 opment is pretty clear,. Actually, we have assumed this is 

14 simply a part of the whole Fish and Game and Conservation 

16 opposition to development of the tidelands. We d5.dn tt think 

0 la there was a.ny point in contacting t~bem. 

17 

18 

19 

20 

23 

24 

25 

2a 

MR.9 CHAMPION: I think in light of the discussion 

this niorning it Il!ight be.,. We are not going t0 try tlb set a 

new policy for the State; of Californi'l ourselves~ but if 

there is any p0ssible compromise that can be made, we would 

lik~ to cee it., 

Ma~ GARDINER: ls the repres~~ntative of Fi~1h and 

Grune here? 

MR~ LEACH~ Yes,. 

MR<11 GARDINER; 1 1d like to know if they have any• 

thing 111 mine" We might J!tS well discuss it. If they are 

I 
'·I 
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l , .... , -g-o-· i ..... n-g...;. _t_o_o_p_p_o_s_e_i_· -t-, _w_e_nu._"_g~-h-t-. _a_s_· -well ~et it over~· 

2 
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20 

21 

22 

:23 

24 

25 

26 

't -~~ 

Wl., CHAMPION:. I think the indication from Mr""' 

Shah.non is they might, and we would like to defer it for one 

month in order to see if anything might be done~ 

MISS HI1'1TON; GentlemeP.., I might point out to you 

the reason und.er which Fish and Game was contacted comes unde· 

Section 6818, Public Resources Code: uAll applications to 

the Commission •-+~'ll~ for depositing thereon or removal there ... 

from of any material shall be submitted by tP,e Commission to 

the Director of Natural Resources to make &n examination and 

report concerning possible interference with the recreational 

use of lands littoral to the tidelands or submerged lands in-

voled in such application~ Should it be found by the, 

Commission that the action proposed in any such application 

would unreasc;·aably interfe~e with the maintenance or use of 

the lands involved for recrea,tional purposes or protection of 

shore properties,. such application shall not be granted Utlles · 

modified in a manner which may avoid such interference.u 

Thatts the stanciard that they a.re seeking ......... the 

recreational purrose or protection of the shore property~ 

MR~, CRANS'fON:t Mr. Chairman, l move the ma,t ter go 

over one men.th~: with the hope expressed ·h: the Comm.issiot1 

tha~, the pax-ties will negotiate at once., 

MR!jl CHAM.PIO~~; I think what was said here provides 

a clue t:o this ""''"" the m~t..ter of public accf1ss, the matter of 

anything specific. as being of damage to fish and wildlife. _________ ...,__......._ ________________ ,_,_~ ...... ----------
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r------~~~----~------~----------~5~0 l 
I don1\

1 t think there is anything of record If Perhaps this 

111.a.ttei~ of public access :might: be discu$sed. 

MR. GARDINER: We will discuss t:t with them~ 

GOV., ANDERSON: 1 111 second it?< 

MRt' CHAMPION: Any further qu.estion or comment? 

(No response)· The motion stands approved unanimously., 

Anything further to come before the Commission .. 

MRq RORTIG ! Confirmation of the next meeting, whic 1 

should be Wednesday, April 29th, ten o'clock,·in Sacramento:JI> 

It has been cleared with all your individual calendars. 

MR.., CHAMPION: That, then, will be the time and 

place of our next meeting,. 

ADJOURNED 11:50 a~m~ 

********** 
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