State of California
Secretary of State

|, DEBRA BOWEN, Secretary of State of the State of California,
hereby certify:

That the attached transcript of 6 page(s) is a full, true and

correct copy of the original record in the custody of this office.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | execute this
certificate and affix the Great Seal of the State
of California this day of

MG 18 201

DEBRA BOWEN
Secretary of State
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RESQLUTION QOF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF
ORANGE CQUNTY, CALIFOBNTA
June 15, 1956

On metion of Supervisor Kalser, duly seconded and carried, the
following Besolution was adopted:

WHEREAS, by Resolution adopfed on February 10, 1956, this Boaxrd
fixed the koundaries of the territory described in sald Resolution
propesed to be incorporated as a city to be known as the City of Garden

Grove, and by sald Resplution c¢zlled an election to be held on April 17,
1956, within sald territory for the purpose of detemmining whether the
same shall be so incorporated, and for the purpese of electing five (5)

members of the City Council;
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 36511 of the Government Code the

petition for incorperation provided for the appointment of the elective
officers, except c¢ity councilmens
WHEREAS, the following pexsons were nominated as candidates for
the offices of City Gouncilman, to be filled at sald elections

lee B, Barx Gegorge B, Honold
Harry L. Blades Daryl Howard Hoyle
Cole Melvin L. Craty John B. Johnson

Jay Do Davis leg C., Johnsen

E, H. "BLll" Duft D, Q. Keon

Kenneth E. Dungan Harry Louis Lake
Raymond D, "Pat" Ellioti John S, May

Charles Fitch Fred "Fammex" McCabe
Maurice H. "Pat" Fleming Joseph Willlam O'Keefe
Norman Charles Florance Robext F. Rocco

Joe F, Furr Nevon S. Von Rohr
Frank T, Gleasocn Axthur B, Wagnem

John C. Hedlund
WHEREAS, notlce of said election and of the list of nominees
were each duly given for the time and in the manner required by law;
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WHEREAS, sald election was duly held on April 17, 1956, in the
time, form and mammer as required by law, the votes cast veceived and
canvassed, and the returns thereof made to thisz Roard in the time, fomm
and mammer required by law;

WHEREAS, there were 33 abgentee ballots issued for said election,
of which absentee ballots 32 have been received;

WHEREAS, this Board commenced the canvagsing of the returns
of said electiom om April 23, 1956, the date prescribed by law for the
canvessing of the returns of said electiom, and thisz Bosrd having
concluded the canvagsing of said returns and the absentes ballots on
April 24, 1956;

WHEREAS, upon the canvassing of said returns and the absentee
ballots, this Board by Resolution duly adopted on April 24, 1956,

found as follows:
1. That a total of 8218 votes were cast at sald election on

the proposition of whether the territory in the Resolution heretofore
adopted on February 10, 1956, should be incorporated as & city, of
which number 5780 were "for incorporation’ and 2346 were "against
incorporation”;

2. That a total of 32809 votes were cast at said election for
the offices of City Councilman for sald proposed mumicipal corpora-
tion. The names of the persong voted for said offices of City Councild

man and the total nusmber of votes cast for sach person are as follows:

For City Councllman No. of Votes Received
Lee D, Barr 2048
Harzy L. Blades 2480
Col. Malvin L. Crailg 1629
Jay D. Davls 392
E. H, "Bill" Duft 1894
Kenneth E. Dungan 3209
Raymond D. "Pat” Elliott 2047
Charles Fltch 605
Maurice H. "Pat" Fleming 230
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P &S

Lox ity Geuncilman Ja. of Votes Recelvad
Norman Charles Florance 174
Joe ¥. Fury 1538
Frank T. Gleaspn 348
John €. Hedlund 424
Geoxge B. Honold 3551
Daxyl Howard Hayle 459
John B, Jehnsan 741
Lee C. Johnson 1607
De Un Keon T47
Marzy Louls Lake 35623
John S, May 398
Fred "Farmer" McCabe 1037
Joseph William C'Keefe - HE9
Robext F. Rocco . 1399
Nevon S. Ven Rehx 1272
Arthur B, Wagner 388
Total T ag809

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND CRDERED that this Boazd hereby
finds @nd declares that a majority of the votes cast at said electien
on the questlen of incorporxatlon were in favor of incorporation, and
that the territorxy bounded and described as follows is hexeby incoxe
porated a4s a ¢ity and is namad City of Garden Grove:

Beginning at the intersection of a linm psrallel with and
20,00 feat Nertherly, measured at xight angles, from the
North line of the Socuth half (5%) of Sectien 1, Township 5
South, Range 1l West, San Bernardino Meridian, {said Noxth
line belng the center of Trask Avenue) with the Basiterly line
of California State Highway No. 39; running thence, North-
westerly alang sald Easterly line of sald California State
Highway No. 39 to & line parallel to and 80.00 feet Southerly,
measured at right angles from the Noxth line of said Section
1 {said North line being the center line of Garden Grove
Boulevard); thence, Easterly along last mentioned parallel
line to the point of intersectlon with the Southerly prolonge=
tion of a line parallel to and 30.00 feet Rasterly, measursd
at right angles, from the West line of Section 30 and 31,
Township 4 South, Bange 10 West (said West line being the
centex line of Magnolla Avenue)s thence, Mortherly along last
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mentioned parellel line to & line paralliel to and 30,00 feet
Southerlz, measurad at right engles, from the North line of
Section 29 and 30, said Township and Range (sald Nerth line
being the center line of Katella Avenus)z thence, Easterly,
along ssid last mgntioned parallel 1line to a point in a line
parallel to and 30.00 feet Rastexly, measured at right
angles, from the East line ef €aid Section 29 {said Gast
line being the center lipe of Euclid Avenue); thence,
Southerly along last mentioned parallel line 96Q@ feet, more
or less, to the Noxth line of Trsct No. 147% as shown on a
map of Tract, recorded In Book 68, peges 30, 31 and 32 of
Miscellandous Maps, Records of Orange County; thence,
Easterly 1290 feet, more or less, along 3ald Nerth line of
sald Tract No. 1475 to theg Bast line of said Tract Ne. 1475;
thence, Southerly 660 fezet, more or less, along said East
line 1o the South line of sald Tract No. 14753 thence,
Westerly 1290 feet, more or less, alegg gald South line to

@ point in & line parallel to and 30.00 feet Eagterly
measured at right angles, from the East line of sald Section
£29; thence Southerl{ 2316'feet, more or less, mlong last
mentioned parallel line to the Scuth line ¢f the North half
(NB) of the Southwest one-guarter (SW4) of .Section 28 of
said Township and Ranges thence, Easterly 1950 feet, more

or lass, along sald Sowth ling to the Bast line of the Southe
west one-quarter (SW4) of the Noxrtheast pne-gquarter (NE4)

of sald 8Sectien 283 thence, Northerly 660 feet more ox less,
along sald East line to the South line of the North half
(N®) of the Northeast oné=quarter (NB4) of the Southwest
one-quarter (SW4) of said Section 28; thence, Easterly 640
fest, more or less, along sald South line to the West right-
of-way line of Ninth $treet (40 feet wide); thence,
Mortherly 660 fest, more or less, along sild West right~of-
way Line to the South line of ihe Nerth half (M#4) of said
Sectlion 283 thence, FEastsrly 1345 feet, more or less, alony
said South line te a polnt in the West line of Tract No.
2255 as ghown on a map of sald Tract Tecorpded in Beok 61,
péges 28 and 29 of Miscellaneous Maps, Recoxds of Orange
County, Californias thence, Northerly 990 feet, mere or less,
along said West line te the Nexth line of said Tract No. 2255;
thence, Eastexly 13%4 feet, more or lass, along sald Noxrth
line and its Easterly prolongation to a pelint in 2 line
parallel to and 30.90 feet Easterly, m?asured at right angles,
from the East line of said Section 28 {sald East line being
the center line of West Street)s thence, Southerly 970 feet,
more or less, along said line parallel to East line of Sece
tion 28 to & line parallel to and 30.00 feet Nertherly as
maasured at right angles from the North line of the Southe
west ong=quarter (SWH4) of said Sectlon 27, (sald North line
being the center line of Orangewood Avenue); thence,
Easterly 1990 feet, more ox less, along sald linasﬁarallel
to said North line of the Southwest one-quarter (SWa) of
Section 27, te a peint in the West line of the East half

(E%) of the Northeast ene-quarter (NB4) of the Southwest
one-quarter {(8W4) of Section 2T; thence, Southerly 1340 feet,
more or less, along sald West line of the East one-half (E4)
of the Noxrtheast one-quarter (NE4) of the Seuthwest one-
quarter (Swd) of Sectlon 27 to & point in the Seuth line of
the North one~half {M4) of the South one-half {S%) of said
Section 27; ithence, Easterly, a digtance of 630 feet, mere or
less, to the intersection of a line parallel with and

30.00 feet Westexly, measured at right gngles. from the East
line of said Southwest one-quarter (SW4) of Sectlon 273
thence, Southerly, along said last mentioned parallel line,
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te the intexrsectlon ¢f a line parallel with and 30.00 feet
Northerly, measured at right angles, from the South line of
sald Section 27; thence, Eastewly, along sald last mentioned
parallel line, to a point in & line garallel to and 30.90
foot Westexly, measured at right angles, frem the East line
of said Section 27 and Sscilon 34 of said Township and
Range (said East line bsing the center line of Haster
Street); thence, Scutherly along last mentioned parallel
line and 1ts Southerly prelongation te a peint in a line
perallel to and 30.00 feet Southerly, measured at right
angles, frem the Noxth line of Section 3, Township B Soyth,
Range 10 West (sald North ling beimng the center line of
Garden Grove Bouleverd); thence, Easterxly along lagti men-
tioned parallel line to a line pazallel %o and 30.60 feet
Westerly, messured at right angles, from the East line of
said Section 3 (said Esst line being the center line of
Berzydale Street); thence, Southerly along last mentioned
arailel line to a line parsllel with and 20.00 feet
ertherly, measured at right angles, from the North line of
the Southeast one~quarter (SEMA) of sald Section 3; thence,
Westerly along sald last mentioned parslle]l line to the inter-
section of a line psrallel with and 20,00 feet Easterly,
mensured at right sngles, from the West line ¢f sald South-
east one-quarter (SEM) of Section 33 thence, Southerly,
along said last mentioned parallel line 4o & line parvallel
to and 30,00 feet Mortherlx, measured at right angles,
from the South line of Sections 3, 4, 5 and & of sald Towne
ship and Range and Section 1 of Township  South, Range 1l
Hegt T aid South line being the center line of Westminster
Avenue) to a peint in a line parallel to and 20.00 feet
Basterly, measured gt righﬁ angles, fxom the East line of
the West one-half (WK) of sald Section 1 (said Sast line
being the center line of Mewland Street); thence,
Noxrthexly aleng last mentioned pazallel line to a line
parallsl to and 20.00 feet Noxtherly, measured at right
angles, from the North line of the South one-half (S4)
of said Section 1 (sald North line being the center line
of Trask Avenue)t thente, Westerly along last mentioned
parallel line to the point of beginning,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED AND ORDERED that this Board hexeby finds

and declares thats

Harry Louls Leke Harzry L. Blades
George B. Honeld Lee D. Bazrr
Kenneth E, Dungan

are the persons receiving the highest number of votes cast for the
offices of City Councilman of said City, and they are hereby declared
elected to the offices of City Councilman of the City of Garden Grove.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED AND ORDERED that the County Clerk is

hereby authorized and directed to cause a certified copy of this
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Resolution to be filed in the office of the Secretaxry of State and
to file the Affidavit of Completion required by Section 34080 of the
Government Code of the State of California.

AYES: SUPERVISORS HEINZ KAISER, WM, H. HIRSTEIN, AND WILLIS H.
WARNER

NOES: SUPERVISORS NONE

ABSENT: SUPERVISORS C. M. FEATHERLY AND RALPH J. MCFADTEN
STATE OF CALIFORNIA}
COUNTY OF ORANGE §

I, L. B. WALLACE, County Clerk and ex-officio Clerk of the Boaxd
of Supervisors of Orange County, California, hereby certify that the -
above and foregéing Resolution was duly and regu;érly adopted by the
said Board at an adjourned regular meeting therecf held on the 15th
day of June, 1956, and passed bv a unanimous vote of said Board
members present. :

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and seal this
15th day of June, 1956,

L. B. WALLACE
County Clerk and ex~officic Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors of Orange County,
California

By Z@é@.ﬁ@@z_ Deputy

EILED

fiice of the Sacretary of Siote
" ’ha:; the State of Callfornia

JUN 1 G 1956

JORDAY, Scrglary of Sfale/
,%///) }/‘f sC

Deputy

6,
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T, FRANK M. JORDANg Secretary of State of the State
of california, hereby certify:

That on the 18th day of June, 1956, pursuant to the
nrovisions of Section 34327 of the Government Code, there
was received in this office and filed in the official
records thereof:

A éOpy, certified by the County Clerk of
the County of Orange, of the Resolution adopted
by the Board of Supervisors of said County on
the 15th day of June, 1956, setting forth in-
corporation of certain territory described
therein as a City under the name "City of
Garden Grove."

I further certify, therefore, that the records of ny
office show the "City of Garden Grove" as a duly incorpo-
rated general law city situated in the County of Orange
with official date of incorporation of June 18, 1956.

NI
‘}'w.....-au».‘..,/y ‘}\v“\“ IN WITNESS VHEREOF, T hereunto set
,‘/:4,;»\ my hand and affix the Great Seal
*'a,.“.‘t,‘(‘,"’ ! of the State-of California this
oy 13th day of June, 1956.
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SECRETARY OF/?'A TE
&5

A : .
e 7§ch~¢ Cpninn et /e (e,
“n oo, renitldnd] Fatinn brmv Tppbed on fia '52»7

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, e e B
County of Orange, }SS- '2 o Ly me ATirean |4 O P

I, L. B. Wallace, County Clerk of the County of Orange, State of California, and Clerk of the Superior
Court thereof, do hereby certify that the instrument attached hereto is a correct copy of the original on
file in this office. ' :

FHIS CERTIFICATE IS GIVEN FREE OF CHARGE

SOLELY UPON THE CONDITION THAT 1T 1S TO
BE USED FOR OFFICIAL BUSINESS UNDER THE L. B. Wallace, County Clerk and Clerk of the Superior

PROVISIONS OF THE GVERNMENT CODE OF - Court of the State of California in and for the
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. . . fCounty of Orange.
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L mewtioned paxsilel linete o Jine parsllel to and 30,00 feet
' Southezly, messured st right angles, from the North line of
end 30, seid Township and Range said North Line
; »g the center iine of Kstells Avenue) thence, Bssterly,
ol said last mentisned parallel line to & point in a line
P el ta end 30,00 feat Easterly, messured jt right .
. angles, tron the Hast line.of seid i,octiqn sald East
171 3ine being the centex Tine of Euclid Avenue); thence, :
ik Southerly along lest mentioned parallel line 960 feet, more .
e 0% less, to the Noxth iine of Tract Mo, 1475 as shown on &
sl v ™ dap of: Fract: resorded in Beok 68, pages 30, 3 and 32 of
(Al RUE .»;---'nmn_ us Weps, Records of Drange -County; thence
g !u;c{;ly 1290 feat, more or less, aion sald North 1ine of
e Tract Mos 1475 2o the East fine of said Tract No. 14751
“thencey Buuthua 660 feat, more or less, slong said East
1  line to tha South line of ‘eaid Tract No, 1473 thence, -
41 Westexly 1290 feet, more OF less, nlogs said South line to
S g point An 8 1ine parallel to and 30.00 feat Easterly
i imessured at Ti ht sngles, from the Esst. 1ine of said Section
1293 thenge Sou mxl.mb fest, more or less, slong last -
d parallel line to the South 1ine of the North haelf *
the Southwest one=quartey {Swé) of Section 28 of i
1SS - Range} thance Eastarly 1950 feet, more
SRl L ILOH __uié- h iine £o the East line of the Southe
Gl e st one= tor (94 of the Noxtheast one=guarter
i of seid Section 28} thenge, Mortherly 660 feet more or lese,
‘,-119 g said Esst line to the South 1ins of the North half
i{N4) of the Northeast :aqa-azrtcz NEM) of the Southwest
5§ o on tor (SWd) of sald Section 28; thencd, Easterly 640
fioi i feety moTe or less, slong esid South: line to the West right=
e ‘cfewpy 1ine of N}.n%h Streat (40 foet wide); thence, ;s
i NG b 3§ wore or less, along said West righ
: uth 1ine of the North hakf (M%) of said
. Section 253 S8 1 1345 feet, moxe OX less, slong
W aald South line to ‘s point in the West line of Tract No.
755 5255 5. 4% Shown. 0D & AP of ssid Tract recorded in Book 61,
ages: 725 and 29 of Miscellaneous '"‘E"" Records of Orange
uqt;y',,'-i;c;!iiomlgr,.thnr_ruc,q. ‘Northarly 99C fest, more of less,
_ l_o_nq‘,'-_nu_lt__at-.}-lim_fta the  Noj ine ‘of said Tract Noo 2253
thence, Eastexly 1354 fest, moTe Ox less, aiong said North
i1ine and 'i_.tq;:-lintlriog- prolongation o &, point. in s line ‘
i Thied a_n;ll.u'u:_mﬁ 306,00 feat Easterly, measured at right angles,
A M'--W.ln_t ling of said Saction 58 (said East line being
vi:,the .center line of We Strest); thence, Southerly 970 feat,
. more or less slong said line pltdlcl to East line of Sec~
: o -,-fum' parallel %o and 30,0@ £aat Northerly as
: %“ {rom the North jine of the South~
( of Sect] (said North. lihe
3 d Avenue}i thence, i
. . along ‘sald 11"!5&16311'1
ne of the Southwast one=quarter {SW4} of  °
'» point in the West line of the East half .
1 (wh) - of. st one-quarter (NEW) of the Southwest | '
. pneequarter (k) of Section 27; thance, Southerly- 1340 feet,
imoxe or losS, sleng said Best 1 the East ons=hslf {E®)
“of the Wizﬂ_nut ona r (MP6) of the Southwest one=
Val3 lo?t n 27 to a peint in the South 1ine of
e _ half (¥4} of the South one=half 94) of salid
L Section 27) thente, Rastarly, ¢ distance of feet, more or
I -less, to the intexsection 0 & line- aralliel with snd
30,00 feet Westarly, maasured at :,11} sml". from the East.
o line of sald Southwest one~ v |SWd) of Section 27:
| thanee,. Southerly, sleng ‘eatd last mentioned parallel line,

£y i &
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)




B T e
. l&m';lqw ey e
i
i
g ,

w3550 it 1

&’ 7 - W 4 ol o i " iy
to the intsysection of o 1lime parsllel with and 30,00 feet
Mogthazly, seesused gl right a0, frem tha Beuth line of
sald Ses Iu 27 thenca, Rastax l. slong said last mantionad
. a!c.ula:l 1ine, te a peist in a Line asllel to and 30,00
sot Westexly, messured at right ¢, fxom the Fast line
of sat Spstlde 37 and Seatien 34 o ssld Towmehip and
Range (sald East libe being the eenter line of Haster
Street)§ thends, Seoutherly nlo:! 1last mentioned parasllel
Lline spd its Southerly prolongation te a peint in a line
pcxt:tcl.tQ md 30,00 faet Southerly, measured st right
.ang qt{r ";?'““"’ﬂ" iing of BSection 3, Township 3 South,
Renge 10 Waat (sald North line being the center line of
Garden Grove Boulevard): thence, Bnu:ll slong last men-
tioned parallel line to a line parallel to and 30,00 feet
Wentezly unurd..t_ right angles, from the East lLine of
. eaid ﬁc{lon 3 (gaid Bast lines being the center line of
BorrIdalo Street); thence, Southerly along last mentioned
' ﬁ,‘” 10l 1ine to a lins psrallel with and 20,00 fest :
rtherly, measured at right 1as, from the North line of
the Southesst one= r (S8M) of said Section 3; thence,
. Westarly al dsid lest mentioned parsliel line to the inters-
section of s line parsllel with and 20,00 feet Easterly,
moasured at right a‘n from the West line of sasid South~-
a0t ONO=~ r( $ aoction‘si thance, Southerly
 along ssid last mentioned parallel line to s line arallel
to and 30,00 feet lhrthcrl.{ messured st right angles,
from the South line of Sec {onl 3, 4, 5 and 6 of said Town~
ship Range and Ssction 1 of Towmhig 9% South, Range 11
West (said South 1lins being the center line of Westminster
Avenue}) to a point in a line pazrsllel to and 20.00 feet
Easterly, measured at riﬁht angles, from the East line of
the West one~hglf (W) of sald Section i said East line
being the center line of Newland Street l thence,
Northerly along last mentioned E:xullol ine 'to a line
| parallel to and 20,00 feet Mortherly, measured it right
angles, frow the North line of the South one~half (
of said Section 1 (sald North line being the center line
of Trask Avenus); thence, Westerly slong last mentioned
parallel line tp the poiat of beginning,

'BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED AND ORDERED that this Board hereby finds

® O W O o' & W

and declarss thuti .
Harry Louis Lake Harry L. Blades
.George B, Hongld ' Lee D, Barr
Kenneth E, Dungen 7 S
. ‘are the persens receiviag the highest number of votes cast for the
offises of Gity Counsilmea of ‘said City, sad they are hersby declared
slocted to the sffices of City Cowneiluen of the City of Garden Grove,
' B IT FURTIER ARSSLYED JOD (PBEED that the Cowmty Clerk is
hezeby swiherised ane diaeeted to eouse 8 sertifisd copy of this .

b
>
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nuoluuon t0 be u).-d in the ofﬂco of the Secretary of State and
to ino thc Affidavit of Co-plotlon required by Section 34080 of tha
Govexrnment Code of the State of Califoz;nh.
AYESs  SUPERVISURS HP.I.NZ KAISER, WM, )i, HIRSTRIN, AND WILLIS Ji.

i ; 3 WARKER R

WEBY ' SUPERVISCRS NOME -
ABSENT: ’ wﬁnvxm c. M. E-EATHPJ!LY IWD RALPH J. MCFADLEN

.‘u-r: ‘l'-. . # =
TATE OF CAL!PLHNIA
QOWNTY OF CMJJKE
1, L. 8. WALLACE, County Clerk and ex-officio Clerk of the Hoard

E of Suporvison of Oungc (:ounty, Cautornio, hereby certify that t:ne
abovt and forcgolnq Ruoluuon was duly and regqularly adopted by the 203
aaid Bo;rd at an ndjournod regular meeting thereof held on tre 1Hth

.. day of Juna, 1956. and pulud by e unanimous vote of sald Board
'membcn present,

IN 'ITNE.SS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto set my hand and seal this

15th day of June, 1956,

L B, WALLACE
County Clerk and ex-ofiicio Clerx of the
Bou'd of Supervisors of Urange Courity,
: California

s o ;‘ ) -
BY//“Z/«’_/ ot DOV , Deputy
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22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

32

AFFIDAVIT OF COMPLETION OF THE INCORPCRATION OF THE
CITY CF GARDEN GROVE, AS A CITY IN THE COUNTY COF
QRANGE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
STATE OF CALIFURNIA

COWNTY OF CURANGE

88,

L. B. WALLACE, belng first duly sworn, deposes and says:
I
At all times haerein mentioned he was and now is the duly elected,
qualified and acting County Clerk and ex~officie Clerk ¢f the Board ef
Supervisers of the County of Orﬁngs, State of California.
I
All requirements of the law pertaining te the proceedings for
the incorporation of the City of Garden Grove aa;a city have been _
complied with,
II1
The Resolution and Order of the Board of Supérvisors of the
County of Crange declaring the territery comprising sald City to be
incorporated as a city, was adepted on June 15 , 1956, and

a cortified copy thereof was flled in the effice of the Secretary
of State of the State of California on June 18 » 1956,

A copy of sald Resolution gnd Order is also on file in the office of
the affiant.
v
Attached hereto, marked Exhiblt "A" gnd hereby made a part of
this Affidavit, is a certified copy of the boundary description of
sald City of Garden Grove, as fixed by the Board of Supervisoxs of the

County of Urange by Resolution adoptaed February 10 s 1956,

There is also attached hereto, marked Exhibit "B" and hereby made a
part hereof, a map delineating the boundarxries of sald City of Garden

Grove.

A
In all respects, all requirements of the law relating to the

il
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22
23
24
25
26

27

|28

incorporation of the City of Garden Grove as a city in the County of

Orange have been fully complied with.

L. B. WALLACE
County Clerk and ex-officic Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors of the County ef
Orange, State of California

By 77 g Lie L, Depuby

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to bafotre me
this L2724 dey of _{lzende .o 19%6.

-
4 Y -
-":?/’ ’//7 / /74
/'///;ﬁ_i B s Lol

Notary Public 'in and for sald County
I a;n_ﬁ State.
My Commission Expires [March 28, 1960

2.’
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COUNTY COUNSEL
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EXHIBIT ®AY

CERTIFIED COPY OF BOUNDARY DESCRIPTICN OF THE CITY OF
GARDEN GRCVE, AS A CITY IMN THE COUNIY OF GRANGE, AS FIXED
BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COINTY OF ORAMGE BY
RESGLUTION ADOPTED FEBRUARY 10, 1936,

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

O o N -

B8
6 COUNTY COF ORANGE
7 I, L. B. WALLACE, County Clerk and ex-officio Clerk of the Board
8 of Supsrvisors of tne County of Urange, do hezeby certify that the
9 following is a copy of ithe description of the boundaries of the City e%
10 |~ Garden Crove, a3 a city in the County of Orange, a& set forth in the
11 proceadings for the inceorporation thereof and as fixed by the Bosxd of
12 Supervisors of the Ceunty of Orange by Resclutlon adopted February 10,
13 19563 ‘ ‘
14 feginning at the intersection of a line parallel with and
20,00 faet Neortherly, measured at right angles, from the
15 North line of the Scuth helf (34) of Section 1, Township
5 South, Range 1l West, San Bernardine Meridian, (said
16 North line being the center of Trask Avenue) with the
Easterly line of California State Highway Ne. 39; running
17 thence, Northwasterly along said Easterly line of said
California State Highway No. 39 4o a line parallel to and
18 30.00 feet Southerly, measured at right angles, from the
North line of said Section 1 {sald Herth line belng the
19 center line of Garden Grove Boulevazd); thenes, Easierly
along last menticned parallsl line te the point of intexr-
20 section with the Southerly prolongation of a line paxallel
to and 30,00 feet Easterly, measured at right anglss,
21 from the West line eof Section 30 and 31, Township 4 South,
Range 10 West (said West line being the center line of
22 Magnolia Avenue}: thence, Northerly along last wentioned
0% parallel line to a line parallel to and 30.00 feet Southerly,
measured at right angles, from the Hoxth line of Sectlion
on 29 and 20, saic Township and Range (saild MNorth line being

the center line of Katella Avenue); thence, Eastexrly,
o5 along said last mentioned parallel line %0 a point in a
line parailsl to and 30.00 feet Easterly, meaaured al xight
5 angles, from the East line of said Section 29 (sald East
6 line being the tenter line of Euclid Avenus); thence,
o7 Southerly along last mentioned parallel llne 960 feet,
more or less, to the North lins of Trect Neo., 1475 as shown
on a map of Tract, recorded in Beok 68, pages 30, 31 and

28 32 of Miscellanecus Maps, Records of Orange Countys thence,
29 Easterly 1290 feet, more or less, along sald Noxth Iine
of said Tract No. 1479 to the East line of said Tract
30 No. 1475; thence, Southerly 660 feet, more or less, along
said East line to the South line of sald Tract Ne. 14753
31 thence, Westerly 1290 feet, more or less, along salg
South line to a point in a2 line parallel to and 30.00
32 feat Fasterly, measured at right angles, from the East

line of sald Section 29; thence, Southerly 2310 feet,
1.
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more or less, along last mentioned parallel line to the
South line of the Morth half (N4) of the Southwest one-
quarter (EW) of Sectien 28 of said Township and Range;
thence, Easterly 1950 feet, more or less, falong said
South line to the East line of the Southwest one-cuarter
(S7¢) of the Northeast cne-querter (NEk) of sald Seetion
283) thence, kortherly 660 feet more or less, along said
East line to the South line of the MNorth half (NW) of the
Northeast one-quarter (ME4) of the Seuthwest one-guarter
{Sw4) of said Section 28;, thence, Easterly 640 femet,

more or laess, along sald South line to the West right~
of-way line of linth Sireet (40 feet wide); thence,
Hortherly &80 feet, more or less, aleng said West right-
of=way line te the Houth line of tihe Morth half (Nk) of
sa3ld Fection 28; thence, Easterly 134% feet, more or less,
along seid South line to 5 point in the ¥est line of Tract
Ho, 2255 ac shown on a map of said Tract recorded in Book
61, pages 28 and 29, of Miscellaneous Maps, Records of
Crange County, Californla; thence, Mortharly 990 feet,
more or less, sleng said West line te the North line of
sald Tract Mo, 2255; thence, Easterly 1354 feet, more or
less, along said horth line and its Easterly prolohgation.
to a polnt in s line parallel to and 30.08 feat Easterly,
measured &t right angles, from the East line of said
Section Z8Wsald East line being the center line of West
Street); thence, Southerly '970)feet, more or less, aleng
sald line parallel to East line of Section 28 to a line-
parallel to and 30,00 feet Mortherly as measured at right
angles from the North line ef the Southwest one-guartex
(3kk4) of said Zectionm 27, (selid Nerth line being the
center lire cf Urangewced Avenue);[thence, Easterly 1950
feet, more oxr less, a2leng sald line parallel to said
Morth line of the Southwest one-quarter {(Sw4) of Jection
27 to & point in the West line of the Fast half (F4)

of the Northeast one-quarter (NE4) of the Southwest one-
quarter (Sw4) of Section 273 thence, Southerly 1340

frel, more or less, along said West line of the East one-
nalf (EX) of the Wortheast one~guarter (NEX) of the
Southwest one-quarter (S¥M) of Section 27 te a point in
the South line of the North one~half (IV4) of the South
one=half (S¥) of said Section 27; thence, Easterly, a
distance of 630 feet, more er less, to the intersection
of a ling parallel with and 30.00 feet Westerly, messured
at right angles, from the East line of said Sputhwest
ohe-cuarter (SWi) of Section 27; thence, %outherly, slong
sa2id last mentioned parallel line, to the intersectilion of
8 line parallel with and 30,00 feet Northerly, measured
at right angles, from the South line of said Section 27;
thence, Factarly, aleng said last menticned parallel
line, te a point in a line perallel tc and 30.00 feet
Vesterly, measured at right sngles, from the East line

of sald fection 27 and fection 24 of said Township and
Renge (said Cast line being the center line of Haster
Sireet); thence, woutherly aleng last mentloned parallel
line and its Southerly prolongation to a point in a lins
parallel to and 30.00 feet Scutherly, measured at right
angles, from the Noxrth line of Section 3, Township % Scuth,
Range 10 West {(sald North line being the center line of
Garden Grove Boulevard); thence, Easterly along

last mentioned parallel line to a line parallel to and
30.90 faet Waestorly, measured at right angles, from the
East line of said Section 3 (said iast line being the

2,
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center line of Berrydale Street); thence, Southerly along
last mentioned Earnliel line to a line parallel with the
20,00 feet Northerly, measured at right angles, from the
Morth line of the boutheast one-guarter (SEi) of sald
Section 3; thence, Westerly along seid last mentioned
parallel line to the intersection ¢f a line parallel with
and 20.00 feet Easterly, measured at right angles, from

the West line of said Southeast one-guarter (SE4) of
Section 3; thence, Southerly, along said lsst menticned
parallel line to & line parallel to and 30,00 feet Northerly,
measurad at right angles, from the South line of Sectlons
3, 4, 5 and & of gaid Township and Hange and Uection 1 of
Township 5 South, Range 11 West, (said South line being the
center line of Westminster Avenue) to a point in z line
parallel to amd 20,00 feet Easterly, measured at right
angles, from the East line of the West one~half (W) of
said $ection 1 {sald East line being the center line of
Newland Street); thence, Nertherly, along last mentiened
parallel line o a line parallel to and 20.00 feet Norxrtherly,
measured at right angles, from the North line of the South
one~half (54) of said Sectien 1 (seid Noxrth line being

the center line of Trask Avenue); thence, Westerly along
last maentioned parsllel line to the point of beginning.

DATED: June 19 » 19§6|

L. B. WALLACE
County Clerk ond ex~officio Clerk of the
8card of Supervisors of Urange County,
California

By Mﬂﬁzzﬁ&%ﬂ Deputy

3e
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RESQLUTION OF THE BOARD.OF SUPERVISORS OF # J/
ORANGE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA ' ¢
June 15, 1956 |

On motiom of Supervisor Kaisez, duly seconded and cé&xlad the
following Resolution was adopted: '

WHEREAS, by Resolution adepted on February 10, 1956, this Board
fixed the boundarxies of the territory described in sald Resolution
proposed to be incorpoxated as a city to be known as the Clty of CGarden
Erove, and by sald Resclution called an election to be held on April 17,
1956, within sald territory for the purpose of determining whether the
same shall be so incoxrporated, and for the puxpose of electing five (%)
members of the City Councilyg

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 36511 of the Government Cade the
petition for incorxporation provided for the appointuent of the elective
officers, except city councilmen;  ' v

WIEREAS, the following pexsons were nominated as cancidates fox
the offices of City Councilman, to be filled at said elections

Lee Do Barx A . George B. Honold

Harry L. Blades 9] SR -Daryl Howard Hoyle _

" Gole Melwin L. Ckaig‘ : John Be Johnson i

‘Jay D. Davis lee C. Johnson !

E. H. "B§11® Duft e D. 0. Keon _

Kenneth E. Dungan . -fi£€. Harry Louis Lahe |

Raymond D. "Pat® Elliott . John S, May

Charles Fitch ~ ; :'2"  1|Fre& "Farmexr" McCabe

Maurice H. "Pat” Fleming - Joseph William O'Keefe

Norman Charles Florance Robert F. Rocco :

Joe F, Fuzr '1 _' Hevon S. Von Rohr

i Frank T, Gleason Arthur B. Wagnexr
John C. Hedlund '
WHEREAS, motice of sald election and of the list of nominces

were each duly given for the time and in the manner required by law;

1.
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WHEREAS, ssid election was duly held on April 17, 1956, in the
time, form snd manner &8 required by law, tha votes cast received and
canvassed, and the returns thereof made to thig Board in the time, form|
and manner required by law; ! = : i

WHEREAS, there were 33 absentee ballots igsued for szid election,
of which nbmt@_za ballots 32 have baen received; ) |

WHEREAS, this Board commenced the canvagsing of the returns I f
of said electiom om April 23, 19536, the date prescribed by law for the

canvassing of the returns of said electiom, and this Board having
concluded the canmvassing of said returns and the sbsentee ballots on
April 24, 1956; ] 0

. WHAEREAS, upon the canvassing of said returns and the ebgentee
ballots, this Board by Resolution duly adopted on April 24, 1956, .

found 88 follows: ; .
1. Thst a total of 8218 votes were cast at said election on

the proposition of udaéther the territory in the Resolution hevetofore
adopted on February 10, 1956, should be incorpecrated as a city, of
which number 5780 were "for incorporation’ and 2346 were "against
incorporation'';

| 2., That a total of 32809 votes were cast at sald election for
the offices of City Councilman for said proposed municipal corpora- \
tion. The names of the persons voted for said offices of City (:ouncil;

man and the totzl number of votes cast for each person are as follows:

|
I

For City Councilman ? No. of Votes Recelved

lee D. Barxr 7 .- 2048

Harry L. Blades ' ' . 2480

Col. Melvin L. Craig ' 1629

Jay D. Davis - 392 ' |

E. H. "Bi11"” Duft =~ " 1894 - 1

Kenneth E. Dungan ' : " 3209 i

Raymond D. "Pat" Elliott - 2047 |

Charles Fitch S 605 |
|

Maurice H. ''Pat' Fleming _ 230

2,
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mentioned parallel line to a line parallel to and 30,00 feet
Southerly, measurad at right angles, from the North line of
Section 29 and 30, said Township and Range (said North line
being the center line of Katells Avenue); thence, Easterly,
along said last mentioned psraliel line to a peint in & ling
parallel to and 30.00 feet Eastexly, measured at right
angles, from the East line of said Section 29 (said Eas*
line being the center line of Euclid Avenue); thence,
Southerly along last mentloned parsllel line 960 feet, more
or less, to the North line of Tract Mo. 1475 as shown on &
map of Tract, recorded in Book 68, pages 30, 31 and 32 of
Miscellaneous Maps, Records of Grange County; thence,
Easterly 1290 feet, more or lees, along said North line of
sald Tract No, 1475 to the East line of said Tract No. 14753
thence, Southerly 660 feet, more or less, along said East
line to the South line of said Tract No, 14793 thence,
Westerly 1290 feet, more cr less, along said Seuth line to

@ point in a line parallel to and 30.00 feet Easterly
measured at right angleg, from the East line of said Secticn
29; thence Southerly 2310 feet, more or less, alcng last
mentionec parallel line to the South line of the North half
(M) of the Southwest one-quarter (SW4) of .Section 28 of
said Township and Rangej thence, Easterly 1950 feet, more.
or less, along said South line to the East lina of the Southe
west one-quarter (SW4) of the Northeast onsequarter (NEY%)

of said Section 233 thence, Northerly 660 feet more or less,
along said East line %o the South line of the North half

{N3) of the Northeast farii) of the Southwest
one=quarter (SWZ) of Tunterly 640
feet, more or less, & 2at riohte
ofeway line of Ninth : 4
Northexrly 660 feet, 1 L right=of=
way line to the Sout] @%ﬂz} of said
Section 283 thence, 188, along
said South line to 2 ict Ho.
2255 as gshown on a o Beok 61,
ggges 28 and 29 of | Crangs

unty, Californiag ore or less,
along sald West lin ‘act No, 2255;
thence, Easterly 13 sald Noxth
lina and its Eastex 8 ling
parallel to and 30. right angles,
from the East line line being -
the center line of 1y 970 feet,
more or less, alcng Saxv —we ine of Seew

tion 28 to a line parallel to and 3U.vv zwo.  rtherly as
measured at right angles from the Noxth line of the Southe
west one-quarter (SW4) of said Section 27, (said North line
being the center line of Orangewood Avenue); thence,
Easterly 1950 feet, more or less, aslong said line parallel
to said North line of the Southwest one=quarter (SW4) of
Section 27, to a point in the West line of the East half

(E%) of the Northeast one-quarter (NEY) of the Southwest
one-quarter (SW4) of Section 273 thence, Southerly 1340 feet,
more or less, along said West line of the East one=half (EX%)
of the Northeast one-quarter (NEM) of the Southwest one-
quarter (SW4) of Section 27 to a point in the South line of
the North one~haif (N%) of the South one-half {S¥) of said
Section 27; thence, Easterly, a distance of 630 feet, more or
less, to the intersection of a line parallel with and

30.00 feet Wasterly, measured at right angles, from the East
line of said Southwest one-quarter (SW4) of Section 273
thence, Southerly, along sald last mentioned parallel line,

4.
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to the intersection of & line parallel with and 30.00 feet
Northerly, measured at right sngles, from ths South line of
sald Section 273 thence, Easterly, along csaid last mentioned
parallel line, to a point in a line parallel to end 30.00
foet Westexly, measured at right angles, from the Bast line
of said Section 27 and Section 34 of said Township and
Range (said East line being the center line of Haster

Street); thence, Southerly along last mentioned parallol

line and its Southerly prelongation to a peint in a line
parallel to and 30,00 feet Southexly, measursd at xright
angles, frem the North line of Section 3, Township 5 South,
Range 10 West (said North line being the center line of
Garden Grove Boulevard}; thence, Lasterly along last mene
tioned parallel line to a line Earallel to and 30.00 faet
Westerly, measured at richt angles, from the East line of
said Section 3 {said East line being the center line of
Berrydale Street); thence, Southerly along last mentioned
parallel line to a line parallel with and 20,00 feet .
Northerly, measured at right angles, from the North line of
the Southeast one=quarter (SE¥) of said Section 3; thence,
Westerly along sald last mentioned parsllel line o the intex-
section of a line parallel with and 20,00 feet Easterly,

" measured at right sngles, from the West line of said Southe

east one-quarter (SEM) of Seection 33 thence, Seutherly, -
along said last mentioned parallel line to & line parallel

- to and 30,00 feet MNortherly, measured at right angles,

from the South line of Sections 3, 4, 5 and & of said Town=
ship and Range and Secticn 1l of Tewnshig 5 South, Range 1l
West (said South line being the center lina of Westminster
Avenue) to a point in a lina parallel to afd 20,00 fecot
Easterly, measured at right angles, from the East line of
the West one-half (W%) of said Sectien 1 (said Sast line
being the center line of Newland Strest)s thence,
Northexly alceng last mentioned parallel line to a line
parallel to and 20.00 feet Northerly, measursd at zright

' " angles, from the North line of the South one-half (S%)

of said Section 1 (said North lins being the center line
of Trask Avenue)g thence, Westerly along last mentloned

" parallel line to the point of beginning. Pl

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED AND ORDERED that this Board_hereby finds

and declares thatt

Harry Louis Leke . ' Harry L. Blades
;  ,' George B. Honold ; S Les D. Barx .

Fiy

Kenneth E. Dungan ., . .. e s

Fs

Sy -

are;the?personS'ieceiviné the hiéheét numbéf-of votes cast fér-the
offices af City Councilman of said City, and they ere hereby declared
elected to the offices of City Councilman of the City of CGarden Grove.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED AND ORDERED that the County Clerk is

hereby authorized and directed to cause a certiflied copy of this

S, . %
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Resolution to be filed in the office of the Secretary of State and
to file the Affidavit of Completicn required by Section 34080 of the
Government Code of the State of Calif rnia. '

AYES: SUPERVISORS = HEINZ KAISER, WM, H, HIRSTEIN, AND WILLIS H.
WARNER ;

NCES: SUPERVISCORS NONE
ABSENTs SUPERVISORS C. M. FEATHERLY AND RALPH J. MCFADDEN

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY GF ORANGE

S$Se.e

I, L. B. WALLACE, County Clerk and ex-officio Clerk of the Board
of Supervisors of Orange County, California, hereby certify that the
above and foregoing Resolution was duly and regu%érly adopted by the
said Board at an adjourned regular meeting thereof held on the 15th
day of June, 1956, and passed by a unanimous vote of said Board
members present. :

IN WITHESS WHEREOF, I have ﬁereuniu set my hand and seal thié

15th day of June, 1956,

L. B. WALLACE
County Clerk and ex~officio Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors of Orange County,
California

By Lo/ A ./, Deputy

EILED 3

he ofiica of the Secretary 9‘ State
i eof the State of California

JUN 1 31956

K M. JORDAN, Secretary of Stale
?""" G el e
Y

Deputy

6.
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COUNTY—CLERK AND CLERK W' .
L. B. WALLACE, COUNTY CLERK OF THE /

P. O. BOX 838 s PHONE KI 7-831%

SUPERIOR COURT, ORANGE COUNTY

SANTA ANA, CALIFORNIA

December 3, 1957

“’ECEW‘E‘) DEC 51997

Wm. Richards
City Administrator
Garden Grove, Cglifornia

Dear Sir:

I am enclosing herewith a certified copy of
e Resolution adopted by the Orange County
Board of Supervisors on November 19, 1957,
calling for Metropolitan area recognition of
Orange County by the Federal Government.

Very truly yours,

L. B. WALLACE

County Clerk and ex-officio
Clerk of the Board of Super-
visors of Orange County,
California

By Mahel L Catiiy

Deputy Clerk
MLC/ms

Enc.




Wz? ot

~wemesUPOLTTAN AREA RECOGNITION OF ORANGE COUNTY 67 W"Q -
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BY THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT o Aff:ﬂ &y

Whereas, Orange County, California, has grown into a great metropolitan .
area with a population of more than 600,000 and Kz“dug:%:tij:’—

Whereas, there are now three adjoining cities--Santa Ana, Anaheim and
Garden Grove--each having more-than 50,000 Population,with a fourth adjoining
city--Fullerton--approaching & population of 50,000, and

Whereas, the combined pPopulation of these 4 cities now exceeds 250,000
population, and

Whereas, a total population of approximately 500,000 now lives within
&n area with a'radius of énly 12 miles, and

Whereas, Census Tracts now on file with thé Federal Government verify
the urban character of Orange County, and

Whereas, surveys by the California State Department of Employment show
urban employmenﬁ in the county to be more than 125,000, and

Whereas the California State Department of Employment has seen fit to
recognize Orange County as part of what it now describes as the "Los Angeles-
Long Beach-Orange County. Labor Markeg Area," and

Whereas, Orange County haé grown from a population of 216,000 at the time
of the last county-wide Federal Census in 1950 to more than 600,000 today--
a8 proven by more recent Federal Censuses taken city-by-city and reasonable
estimates of the population in unincorporated county area--thus making
Orange County the "fastest growing county in our Nation's fastest growing
state," and

Whereas, the designation of "Standard Metropolitan Areas" across the
country started with the 1950 Federal Census and the list has been added to,
year by year, as areas qualified for such recognition, and

Whereas, Orange County 1s now included as part of the '"Los Angeles-Loné Beach"

Metropolitan Area without being mentioned as part of that area in official



nd industry look
rts for valuable information on markets,

Whereas, Ofange County's growth and advantages as a site for_:nﬂusé;faf

and trade expansion would be better known across the country if the Federal

Government would glve recognition to Orange County as a Metropolitan Area

in its frequeqt reports on such areas, now, therefore,

BE IT RESQLVED-- That we, the members of the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Orange, California, call upon the Committee on Standard Metropolitan
Areas, Bureau of the Budget, Office of the President of the United States, to
recognize the development that has taken place here in Orange County in
the past 7 years by officially designating Orange Count} as one of the

"Standard Metropolitan Areas" of the nation, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED---That we

l. Compliment the Honorable Thomas H. Kuchel, United States Senator,
for his forthright stand in urging such recognition for Orange County.

2, Compliment the Honorable Goodwin J. Knight, Governor of California,
for his action in including mention of our county in the’
designation of the '"Los Angeles-Long Beach-Orange County
Metropolitan Area" in Department of Labor reports.

3. Compliment the Honorable James M, Utt, Representative in

Congress, for his stand in favor of separate statistical
reporting for Orange County.

4. Compliment the Honorable William F. Knowland, Unlted States

Senator, -for the action he has taken in forwarding to the

Committee on Standard Metropolitan Areas up-to-date

information on Orange County.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED =-- That-we, through coples of this resolution, urge
our elected representatives in the House of Representatives and Senate of the
United States, and the Vice President and President of the United States, to
assist in securing for Orange County the recognition to which it is entitled
as a "Standard Metropolitan Area," and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED -- That copies of this resolution be sent to the

governing bodies of all local municipalities within Orange County, urging
that they join in adopting resolutions similar to this,




CITY OF LAGUNA BEACH, CALIFURNIA
CERTIFIED COPY

RESOLUTION NO. 1654

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF LAGUNA BEACH, ORANGE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA,
CALLING FOR METRCPCLITAN AREA RECOGNITICN
OF ORANGLI COUNTY, BY THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.

P O VR

WHEREAS, the City of Laguna Beach is an incorporated city,
within Crange County, California, and has a vital interest in
the growth and development and proper recognition of OCrange
County, and

WHEREAS, Orange County, California, has grown into a great
metropolitan area with a population of more than 600,000, and

WHEREAS, there are now three adjoining cities--Santa Ana,
Anaheim and Garden Grove--each having more than 50,000 population,
with a fourth adjoining city--Fullerton--approaching a population
of 50,000, and

WHEREAS, the combined population of these 4 cities now
exceeds 250,000 population, and

WHEREAS, a total population of approximately 500,000 now
lives within an area with a radius of only 12 miles, and

WHEREAS, Census Tracts now on file with the Federal
Government verify the urban character of Orange County, and

WHEREAS, surveys by the California State Department of
Employment show urban employment in the county to be more than
125,000, and

WHEREAS, the California State Department of Employment has
seen fit to recognize Orange County as part of what is now
described as the "Los Angeles-Long Beach-Orange County Labor
Market Area," and

WHEREAS, Orange County has grown from a population of
216,000 at the time of the last county-wide Federal Census in
1950 to more than 600,000 today--as proven by more recent Federal
Censuses taken city-by-city and reasonable estimates of the
population in unincorporated county area--~thus making Orange
County the "fastest growing county in our Nation's fastest
growing state," and

WHEREAS, the designation of "Standard Metropolitan Areas"
across the country started with the 1950 Federal Census and the
list has been added to, year by year, as areas qualified for
such recognition, and

WHEREAS, Orange County is now included as part of the "Los
Angeles-Long Beach" lMetropolitan Area without being mentioned as
part of that area in official Federal Government reports, and

WHEREAS, business and industry look to the Federal
Metropolitan Area reports for valuable information on markets,
production and employment, and

WHEREAS, Orange County's growth and advantages as a site
for industrial and trade expansion would be better known across
the country if the Federal Government would give recognition to
Orange County as a Metropolitan Area in its frequent reports on
such areas;



NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved--that we, the members of the
City Council of the City of Laguna Beach, Orange County,
California, call upon the Committee on Standard Metropolitan
Areas, Bureau of the Budget, Office of the President of the
United States, to recognize the development that has taken place
here in Crange County in the past 7 years by officially desig-
nating Orange County as one of the "Standard Ketropolitan Areas"
of the nation, and be it further resolved-—-that we

1. Complinent the Honorable Thomas H. Kuchel, United States
Senator, for his forthright stand in urging such recog-
nition for Orange County.

2. Compliment the Honorable Goodwin J. Knight, Governor of
California, for his action in including mention of our
county in the designation of the "Los Angeles~Long Beach~
Orange County Metropolitan Area" in Department of Labor
reports,

5. Complinment the Honorable James M. Utt, Representative in
Congress, for his stand in favor of separate statistical
reporting for Orange County.

4. Compliment the Honorable William F. Knowland, United
States Senator, for the action he has taken in forward-
ing to the Comuittee on Standard Metropolitan Areas
up~to-date information on Crange County.

Be it further resolved--that we, bhrough copies of this resolution,
urge our elected representatives in the House of Representatives
and Senate of the United States, and the Vice President and
President of the United 3tates, to assist in securing for Orange
County the recognition to which it is entitled as a "Standard
Metropolitan Area," and

BE IT FURTHER RUSCLVED--That we, through copies of this
resolution send same to the governing bodies of all local munic-
ipalities within Orange County, urging that they join in adopting
resolutions similar to this.

ADOPTED, SIGNED AND APPROVED this 19th day of March, 1958.

__d. E. RIDDLE
Mayor

ATTEST:

ED, H. BEAVER
City Clerk

I, ED. H. BEAVER, City Clerk of the City of Laguna Beach, do
hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was duly adopted at
a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Laguna Beach
held on the 19th day of March, 1958, by the following vote, to
wit:

AYES: Councilmen Riddle, Wharton, Lambourne, Odmark and
Frisbie.
NOES: Councilmen, None.

ABSENT: Councilmen, None.

T TTTTTTTCity Clerk

(SEAL)
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RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISCRS OF
CRANGE COUNTY, CALIFCRNIA, CALLING FOR
METROPOLITAN AREA RECOGNITION OF CRANGE
COUNTY BY THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

November 19, 1957

On motion of Supervisor Phillips, duly seconded and carried,
the following Resolution was adopted:

WHEREAS, Orange County, California, has grown into a great
metropolitan area with a population of more than 600,000, and

WHEREAS, there are now three adjoining cities - Santa Ana,
Anaheim and Garden Grove - each having more than 50,000 population,
with a fourth adjoining city - Fullerton - approaching a population
of 50,000, and

~ WHEREAS, the combined population of these 4 cities now exceeds

250,000 population, and

WHEREAS, a total population of approximately 500,000 now lives
within an area with a radius of only 12 miles, and

WHEREAS, Census Tracts now on file with the Federal Government
verify the urban character of Orange County, and

WHEREAS, surveys by the California State Department of Employ-
ment show urban employment in the county to be more than 125,000, and

WHEREAS, the California State Department of Employment has seen
fit to recognize Orange County as part of what it now described as
the "Los Angeles-Long Beach-Orange County Labor Market Area", and

WHEREAS, Orange County has grown from a population of 216,000
at the time of the last county-wide Federal Census in 1950 to more '
than 600,000 today - as proven by more recent Federal Censuses taken
city-by-city and reasonable estimates of the population in unincor-
porated county area - thus making Orange County the "fastest growing
county in our Nation's fastest growing State", and

WHEREAS, the designation of "Standard Metropolitan Areas"
across the country started with the 1950.Federal Census and the list

has been added to, year by year, as areas qualified for such recogni-

tion, and
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WHEREAS, Orange County is now included as part of the "Los
Angeles~Long Beach" Metropolitan Area without being mentioned as part
of that area in official Federal Government reports, and

WHEREAS, business and industry look to the Federal Metropolitan
Area reports for valuable information on markets, production and
employment, and

WHEREAS, Orange County's growth and advantages as a site for
industrial and trade expansion would be better known across the
country if the Federal Government. would give recognition to Orange
County as a Metropolitan Area in its frequent reports on such areas,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that we, the members of the
Board of Supervisors of the County of Orange, California, call upon
the Committee on Standard Metropolitan Areas, Bureau of the Budget,

. Office of the President of the United States, to recognize the

development that has taken place here in Orange County in the past
7 years by officially designating Orange County as one of the
"Standard Metropolitan Areas" of the nation, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that we

l. Compliment the Honorable Thomas H. Kuchel, United
States Senator, for his forthright stand in urging
such recognition for Orange County.

2. Compliment the Honorable Goodwin J. Knight, Governor
of California, for his action in including mention
of our county in the designation of the "Los Angeles-
Long Beach-Orange County Metropolitan Area" in
Department of Labor reports.

3. Compliment the Honorable James M. Utt, Representa-
tive in Congress, for his stand in favor of separate
statistical reporting for Orange County.

4. Compliment the Honorable William F. Knowland, United
States Senator, for the action he has taken in for-
warding to the Committee on Standard Metropolitan
Areas up-to-date information on Orange County.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that we, through copies of this Resolu-

tion, urge our elected representatives in the House of Representatives
and Senate of the United States, and the Vice-President and President

of the United States, to assist in securing for Orange County the
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recognition to which it is entitled as a "Standard Metropolitan Area",
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that copies of this Resolution be sent
to the governing bodies of all local municipalities within Orange
County, urging that they join in adopting resolutions similar to this.

AYES: SUPERVISORS WILLIAM J. PHILLIPS, C. M. FEATHERLY, WM. H.
HIRSTEIN, HEINZ KAISER AND WILLIS H. WARNER

NCES: SUPERVISORS NONE
ABSENT: SUPERVISORS NONE
STATE OF CALIFCRNIA
COUNTY OF CRANGE i
I, L. B. WALLACE, County Clerk and ex-officio Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors of Orange County, California, hereby certify
that the above and foregoing Resolution was duly and regularly adopted
by the said Board at a regular meeting thereof held on the 19th day
of November, 1957, and passed by a unanimous vote of said Board.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and seal this
19th day of November, 1937.

L. B. WALLACE
County Clerk and ex-officio Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors of Orange County,
California

Byr?/;/’?ff‘,é;.f/ = Lzg lor l, Deputy
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visi. Court of Angaal - Fourth Dist.
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL g & @

FOURTH APPELLATE DISTRICT i@ DEC U - 1958
STATE OF CALIFORNIA E. ]. VERDECKBERG,
- [yl bt '
/ Lanuty Clar'e

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
UPCHl THE RELATION OF WILLARD L, CHAPMAN, 4 Civil No. 5757

Plaintiffs and Appellants, OPINION

VSe

CITY OF GARDEN GROVE, a municipal
corporation, et al,,

Defendants and Respondents.

APPEAL from an order of the Superior Court of Orange County,
John Shea, Judge. Affirmed.

Edmund G. Brown, Attorney General; Eugene B. Jacobs, Deputy
Attorney General; Albert D. Whlte and Emanuel Gyler for Appellants.

Joel E. Ogle, County Counsel (Orange); George F, Holden, Assist-
and County Counsel; Stephen X. Tamura, Assistant County Counsel; Wil-
lard R. Pool, City Attorney of Garden Grove for Respondents., |

This is an action in quo warranto by which plaintiff challenges
the valldity of the incorporation of the City of Garden Grove, Cali-
fornla, and of the exercise by its officers of the munleipal functions
of that city.

The relator having duly obtained the permission of the Attorney
General of the State of California did on December 28, 1956, file
a complaint in the above-entitled matter alleging: that the clty
of Garden Grove 1s not validly incorporated and that the mayor and
council members are functloning without lawful right; that on Septem-
ber 27, 1955, notice of intention to circulate a petition for pro-
posed incorporation was filed wlth the board of supervlsors of Orange
County; that the boundaries proposed were substantlally the same as
those used in a prior unsuccessful attempt at incorporation, which
culminated 1in defeat at an election held May 10, 1955; that on No-
vember 15, 1955, the county assessor certified the total number of
ovners in the proposed area of incorporation to be 8222 and the total
valld signers to be 2390; that the total assessed value was $8,606, 308,
and the total petitioner value was $2,865,570; that on the same day

1



e e

)

C.

the county clerk certified to the sufficlency of the petitlon; that
1267 of the signatures came in by individuslly malled envelopes, and
the sufficlency of sald signatures was 1n the process of review and
verification of signatures and values for some weeks prior to November
15, 1955; that relator 1s informed and belleves sald 1267 signatures
were all by a single spouse in Joint tenancy ownership of husband and
wife, but that sald county clerk and county assessor counted each as

a whole qualified signature; and that on June 18, 1956, sald board

of supervisors unlawfully purported to incorporate sald city of Garden
Grove. Plaintiff asks that the incorporation be declared null and
void and the officers prohiblited from actling.

Defendants flled their answer denyling i1llegallty of the incor-
poratlon; denying that the boundarles are substantlally the same as
those of the prior unsuccessful attempt to incorporate; denying that
the signatures were belng checked by the clerk and agsessor prlor to
filing; denying the single signature charges relatling to alleged
joint tenancy in 1267 cases; alleging the affirmative defense (1)
that the action is barred by the Second Validating Act of 1956 (Chap.
16, 1956, First Extra Sesslon); (2) validation of incorporation by
the same act; (3) detalled recltal of due proceedings had and lawful
order of the board of supervisors incorporating the clty; and lastly,
a general objection to the legal sufficlency of the complaint.

Thereafter defendants moved for a summary Jjudgment, filed afflida-
vits in support thereof on the ground (1) that there was no triable
1ssue, and (2) that the defendant municipality's incorporation had
been valldated by the Second Validating Aet of 1956 (Chap. 16, Extra-
ordinary Session 1956.). This motion appears to have been noticed
origlnally for May 6th, 1957, but at the request of plaintiff the tlme
for preparation of the matter was continued over for hearing to May
26th, 1957, on conditlon that the taking of certaln depositlons be
also continued to a time after sald date of May 29th.

"11The issue to be determined by the trial court in
consideration of a motion (for summary Jjudgment) is

whether or not (plaintiff or) defendant has present-
ed any facts which give rise to a triable lgsue or

2



defense, and not to pass upon or d etermine the
issue 1tself, that 1s, the true facts in the
?aies’“ (Coyne v. Kremples, 36 Cal. 24 257, 260
1). .

"Summary judgment for plaintiff is proper only
1f the affidavits in support of his motion state
facts that, 1f proved, would be sufficient %o sug-
tain Judgment in hils favor, and defendant does not
'by affidavit or affidavits ... show such facts as
may be deemed by the judge hearing the motion suf-
flclent to present a triable issue of fact.! (Code
Civ. Proc., Sec, 437c¢; Hardy v. Hardy, 23 Cal. 24
244, 245, 247 (143 P. 24 701); Gardenswartz v.
Equitable Life Assur. Soc., 23 Cal. App. 24 Supp.

745, 750, 751 (68 P. 2d 522).)

L [ L [ 4

¥Since under that section 'an answer may- be
gtricken out, even though a perfect defense may
be stated thereln, unless the defendant by his
affidavlits shows facts to substantiate the de-
fense' (Cowan Oil & Ref. Co. v. Miley Pet. Corp.,
112 Cal. App. Supp. 773, 778 (295 P. 504); Eagle
011 & Ref. Co. v. Prentice, 19 Cal. 24 553, 560
(1227P. 24 264); Grady v. Easley, 45 Cal. App. 24
632, 641 (114 P. 24 635); General Inv. Co. V.
Interborough Transit Co., 235 N. Y. 133, 142, 143
(139 N.E. 216), a failure to file affidavits show—
Ing such facts cannot be remedied by resort to the
allegatlions or denials of a verified answer. The
answer may be stricken and judgment entered in
accord with the uncontroverted allegations of
plaintiff's affidavits. (Kelly v. Liddlcoat, 35
Cal. App. 24 559, 562, 563 (96 P. 24 185; Bank of
America v, 0il Well Supvly Co., 12 Cal, App. 24
265, 270 (55 P. 2d 885; Galusha Stove Co. V. Piv-
nick Conect. Co., 132 Misc. 875 (230 N.Y.S. 720, 721).)"

It therefore becomes necessary, in order to properly analyze

the criticism of the summary judgment in this case, to glve a rough

outline of the allegations of the affidavits.

The affidavits filed by defendants in support of the hotion

generally recite, wlth coples of supporting documents attached, the

fundamental steps leading to incorporation, viz: the filing on Septem-

ber 27, 1955 of a notice of intention to circulate a petition for

incorporation; the passage of a resolution directing notice thereof;

The servlice of the notlce on nearby cities; the filing on November

15, 1955 of the petition for incorporation with affidavits of genulne-

ness of signatures; passage of the resolution directing the ascertaln-

S



ing of signatures and boundaries; certlficate of assessor regarding
asgessed values; certlificate of clerk regarding signatures and bound-
aries; the resolution of November 15, 1955 reciting such petition and
such service and directing publicatlion of notice; the resolution of
November 29, 1955 repeating fhe direction for notice and fixing De-
cember 20 asg the time for hearlng; the resolution of January 3, 1955
reciting the facts of hearing and fixing boundarles, and election date
of March 6, 1956; prescribing notlice and further procedure; January
17, 1956 resolution rescinding order of January 3, 1956, and fixing
new date of February 8, 1956 for a hearing and notice thereof; minutes
of the hearing of February 8, 1956, reclting objJections to petitions
by mail and challenging Juriédicﬁlon of the board of supervisors;
minutes of continued hearlng of February 10, 1956 reciting inferential
challenge to flve signatures, and the finding of county counsel that
signatures were suffilclent; resolution of_February 10, 1956, recit-
ing previous proceedings, objectlons, hearing of'evidence, and find-.
ing petition and signatures sufficient and boundaries proper, and
calling the election.for April 17, 1956; prescribing notlce of pro-
cedure therefor; resoclution of April 24, 1956 declaring the returns,
finding 5780 votes "for incorporation" end 2346 votes "against in-
corporation, and'reciting votes cast for council; resélution of June
15, 1956 declaering incorporation and election of officers; affidavit
of clerk of incorporatlion, certificate of boundary description, cer-
tificate of completion, and formal recordation on June 18, 1956.
Plaintiff flled five counteraffldavits as follows: One by Joan
Borls stating affiant checked the petltions and found a portion
thereof consisted of only one name to a sheet; that she transposed
therefrom to other glips of paper the name, address and assessor's
code number, then secured property description belonging to each and
agsessed valuatlon from the county assessor, and turned all written
information over to Emanuel Gyler, attorney for plaintiff. One by
W. Te Wightman of Title Insurance & Trust Company, alleging he checked



certaln slips (source and dates not ldentified) to determine owners
of property on each name supvlied, and that he attached to his affi-
davit a 1ist showlng the description of property and names of owners.
(In thelr briefs, both plaintiff and defendant use 916 as the number
of slignatures for land where another joint tenant is involved and we
therefore assume that flgure for purposes of this opinion.)

One by Emanuel Gyler that he turned the slips of paper recelved
from Joan Boris over to Title Insurance & Trust Company to check
ownershlp.

A second affldavit from Emanuel Gyler that he %took depositions
of defendant Harry Louls Lake, of county assessor Hugh J. Plumb snd
of county clerk B; Jd. Smith; that said Harry Louls Lake will testify
that there were two types of petition, one type providing for only
one signature to each page; that all single-page slgnatures came
through “he mail; that no effort was made by the commlittee support-
ing incorporation to determine genuineness of single-~page signatures;
that sald B. J. Smith will testify that petitions were handed to him
durlng the forenoon of November 15, 1955 in the presence of all mem-
bers of the board of supervisors; that he had seen the petitions at
least four weeks before in the office of the county assessor being
checked for sufficiency; that he never delegated single signaturés to
anyone else, dld not advise assessor how to determine quaglified
signers or effect of joint tenancy on single signatures, sent petitions
to assessor November 15, 1955 and assessor shortly sent back a letter
wilth Information of total land value in oproposed incorporation area,
value signed for, total number of owners and total valid slgners;
that with these was a certificate from the county surveyor on the
boundaries; that county counsel prepared the certificate of sufficlency
signed by sald clerk B. J. Smith on November 15, 1955; that Hugh J.
Plumb, the county assessor, will testify that he wrote the letter of
November 15, 1955 re total land value signed for, total number of

ovners and total valld signers; that vetitions were received by his

5



offlice for checking at least 30 days prlor to November 15, 1955;
that others were left for checking during the 30-day interim; that
this was standard procedure in his office; that during the checking
of the signatures he was not concerned wlth the genulneness of the
signatufes; that he could check the sufflciency of a petition in

30 days; that his records do not cover information on Joint tenancy;
and that hls common procedure was to llst only one name,

In a third affidavit by Emanuel Gyler he asserts that in ex-
anining exhiblts in the board of supervlisors' office he found certain
records not attached to defendants! affldavits, to wit: notice of
intent to circulate petltion for incorporation, marked filed Septem-
ber 27, 1955; affidavlt of Dean Eastman, O. A, Peters and Clara Mae
Murphy, owners in fee or by contract of purchase that all signatures
to petition are genulne; petition to exclude certaln areas filed
December 16, 1955; that subsequent to December 16, 1955, numerous
letters, pogtcards and additional petitlons to exclude were filed;
that on January 3, 1956 a petition by 80 signers asking to withdraw
names from petition for incorporation was filed; that he found one
group of single-page signatures contalnlng 31 packages; that each
package had on the first page the total number of valld signers
weltten at the top, and that the total number of such signers was
1267; that the order for incorporation was filed wlth the Secretary
of State on June 18, 1955; that the afflidavit of completion was filed
by the clerk with the county recorder; and that the jJudgment in Brown

v. Board of Supervlisors was entered on July 2, 1956.

1. Appellants contend that it was an abuse of dilscretion for
the court to grant a summary judgment because plaintiff!s verifled
complaint and plaintiff's counteraffidavits set forth in detall trlable
issues of fact.

It is perfectly true that the court in considering a motion for
sunmary Judgment is concerned only with the question of whether or

not there are trilable lssues of fact, and does not in the process of



passing on a summary judgment attempt to determine the truth or

falslty of any l1ssues which have been established. (Coyne v. Kremples,

supra.) Plaintiff contends that the trial court can consider a
verlfled pleading as an affidavlt to support the exlstence of lssues
on the hearing of a motion for summary Jjudgment, and cites Osborn v.

Whittler, 103 Cal. App. 24 609; Hiller v. Colling, 63 Cal. 235; Falk-

inburg v, Lucy, 35 Cal. 52; Bank of America v. Williams, 89 Cal. App.
24 21; 2 Cal. Jur, 24, Affidavits, 616, 617. None of the cases cited

by plailntlff in support of this assertion involve summary Jjudgments.
In the Osborn case, a dismissal was had after demurrer was sustalned.
The Hiller case involved the denilal of a motion to dissolve an in-
Junction. The Bank of America case involved an order granting a tem-
porary injunctlon and denylng a motion to dlssolve an injunction
against defendants. By Section 437¢, Code of Civil Procedure, it is
provided that a motion for summary judgment shall be supported by
affidavit, and the Judgment may be entered unless the other party

"oy affidavit or affidavits shall show such facts as may be deemed ey
to preﬁent a triable issue of fact." It is further required that the
facts stated shall be within the personal knowledge of the affiant.

In Coyne v. Kremples, supra, the Supreme Court quite clearly answered

this question when it said:

"Defendant contends ... that if the allegations
of fact in the affidavits in support of the
motion for summary judgment are controverted
by the denlals in a verifled answer, the mo-
tlon must be denled even though the defendant
flles no affldavits in opposition thereto ...

"So construed, section 437c would be meaning-
less. 'It is not the purpose of the procedure
under sectlon 437¢c to test the sufficiency of
the pleadings.! ... a failure to file affidavits
showlng such facts cannot be remedied by resort
to the allegations or denials of a verified
answer, "

We are of the view that in considering whether the trilable
lssues are present the court may not consider the allegatlions of the
pleadings except where they are not controverted by affidavits on

elther side.



2. Appellants contend that the presence of 916 joint tenancy
signers renders the petition insufflclent by 124 signatures. Prelim-
inarily, it should be noted that the affidavit proof concerning these
joint tenancy slgnatures 1s defective in that Wightman does not
g2y he examined the 11st of names produced from the assessment roll
by Joan Borls, nor that this was the list received from Emanuel Gyler.

Pagsing such defect, however, for the purpose of reaching any
possible merlit contalned in the point, we have examlined the record
and we find that the Joint tenants in each case were husband and wife.
Thus 1t 1s clear that there were no more than two owners to each parcel
of property and 1f the petltlion is given credlt only for one-half of
the 916 signatures thus attacked (each signer would certainly own
not less than a half 1nteresf), the deductlon thus made of 458 sig-
natures would still leave a surplus of more than 300 valid signatures
for the petition. YA Joint interest 1s one owned by two or more per—
sons in equal shares.® (Civil Code, Sec. 683.)

Furthermore, and much more important 1s the faet that Govern-
ment Code Sectlon 34306, which directs the clerk to certify signatures

and boundaries, provides that

"ee. Except to the extent that proof to
the contvary has been submitted to him, the
clerk in ascertaining whether the petition
is signed@ by the requisifte number of quali-
fled signers may assume that the assessees
on the last equallzed assessment roll of the
county are the qualifled signers as hereln
defined."

There l1ls no showlng whatever that the sole owners glven on the
assessment roll were not those signed on the petition. In fact, con-
tents of plaintiffls affidavits on thls subject can only be construed
to the effect that the assessment roll did in fact contain only the
name of the petlition signer as the owner.

Since Government Code Section 34303 fixes a requlrement of %25
percent of the qualifled signers, representing 25 percent of the value

of the land included in the proposed city limlts, as such value 1s
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shown on the last equallzed assessment roll of the county", and the
clerk 1s authorized by sald Sectlon 34306 to use sald assessment roll
in certifying quallfied signers, and since the uncontradicted facts
shown by the affidavits are that the clerk did do this, the decision
of the Board of Supervisors on the sufficlency of the signatures and
the petition would be correct.

3. Plaintiff next contends that there were 1267 signatures
recelved through the mall and that they were, therefore, 'not cir-
culated" as provided by Government Code Section 34305. There is no
allegatlion that the signatures are not in fact the genuline signatures
of the persons they purport to represent. The record contains the
required statutory affidavlt of three property owners to the veracity
of the signatures. The Board of Supervisors' action was based on
sufflcient evidence.

4, Plaintiff also contends that the checklng of signatures _
prior to the date of formal filing would in some way vitiate the ve~
tition. We cannot so hold. The preliminary checking of signatures
to any petition, having strict numerlcal qualification necessities,
1s one of the most rudlmentary and common precautions that any prudent
person would take before offering the petitlon for formal filinge.
Such preliminary checking is not an official filing, and the record
in thls case does not in any way show that there was an official fil-
ing prior to November 15, 1955. Again, we note there 1s no allegation
that the signatures on any of them are, in fact, false and there is
no allegation of fraud., The ruling of the Board of Supervisors was,
therefore, correct.

5. In additlion, it is clear that all of these matters relating
to validity of signatures were factual matters presented to the Board
of Supervisors for declsion and that as against collateral attack
such declslon of the Board of Supervisors ls, in the absence of fraud,
conclusive, 1In this case there was no charge of fraud. The portion

of the affidavits relating to what certaln persons would testify to



1f a trial were held, does not in our opinion fulfill the requirement
of Code of Civil Procedure, Section 437c¢ that the facts alleged in

the arfidavit must be within the personal knowledge of the affiant.
But, even conceding that the affidavits were sufficient in this re-
spect, a careful reading of them brings only the conclusion that there

1s some indirect inuendo of irregularity. (Fresholtz v. Board of

Trustees, 208 Cal. 502; Peovle v. Town of Loyalton, 147 Cal. 774, 779;
Peonle v. Los Angeles, 133 Cal. 338, 342; People v. Clty of Belmont,

100 Cal. App. 537, 542; Peovle v. City of Whittler, 133 Cal. App. 316,
324 (9).)

Hubbell v. City of Los Angeles, 142 Cal. App. 2d 2, does not in

our opinion furnish any contrary rules of law, considering the cir-
cumstances of that case.

6. Plaintiff next contends that the allegations of the complaint
that the boundarles of Garden Grove on the election here under con-
test wers substantlally the same as those used in a prior unsuccessful
election of May 10, 1955, created a triable issue. Defendant responds
that Government Code Sectlon 34325.1, upon which plaintiff relies for
this assertion, dld not become effective until July 1, 1955; that
the wordlng of the sectlon is cast in the present tense; and that the
leglslature evinced by its wording no intent that eald section should
be glven retrospective application to allegations which had occurred
prior to 1ts effective date. "'A retrospective law 1s one that relates
back to a previous transactlion and gives it some different legal
effect from that whlch it had under the law when it occurred'.! (Ware
v. Heller, 63 Cal. App. 24 817, 821 (2).)

"It is a general rule of statutory interpreta-
tion that a statute will always be given pros-
pective effect unless the intentlon is clearly
shown that 1t should be considered to operate
retrospectively." (Botts v. Simoson, 73 Cal.
App. 24 648, 650 (Teacher tenure); Scott v.
County of San Mateo, 27 Cal, App. 708, 713
(School District Boundaries); Berg v. Treager,
210 Cal. 323 (Municipal Court Appeal); Aetna
Casualty v. T.A.C., 30 Cal. 24 388, 393 (5)

(Industrial Accident Liability); Chesin v.
Superior Court, 142 Cal. App. 24 360, 364 (2)
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(Auto Accident Liability); Rafferty v. Cit
of Covina, 133 Cal. App. 24 745, 755 (7)
(City Ann;xatlon)."

It 1s our opinion that neither the language of the statute nor
the clircumstances of this case compel any retroactive application |
of sald Government Code Section 34325.1, and we are of the opinion
that it does not operate and was not Intended by the legislature to
operate to render vold an incorporation under the circumstances here
present,

7. Defendant lastly contends that the "Second Validating Act of
1956" (Chap. 16, 19586, Extraordinary Session (in effect July 5, 1956))
effectlvely validated the Incorporstion of defendant city. Plain-
tiff contends this is not so because the act contains the reservation
in Section 7(d) thereof that

"This act shall not operate to confirm,
valldate, or legalize any act, proceed-
lng, or other matter the legality of which
1s being contested or inquired into in any
proceeding now pending and undetermined

or which may be pending and undetermined
during the period of 30 days from and after
the effective date of this act ... !

Brown v. Board of Supervisors, (Superior Court, Orange County, No.

67990) brought to test the valldity of preelection proceedings in this
lncorvoration, was filed March 12, 1956. Juégment was entered egainst
contestants July 2, 19586, denylng the petition for writ of prohibition;
a motion for a new trial was made; an appeal to the Fourth District
Court of Appeal was dismissed; and g petition for hearing before the
Supreme Court was denied on July 16, 1957. :

In any statutory interpretation one of the most cogent guides
to observe 1s the purpose of the act. Iiteral interpretation of stat-
utory language oftimes brings absurd results, entirely contrary to
the real intent of the leglslature. We believe sald section 7(d) was
deslgned to prevent the validating act from interfering with immediate—

ly pending litigation. The case of Brown v. Board of Supervlisors was

in fact pending in our opinion, and the validation was suspanded and

inoperative as to that case. However, such sugpenslon of the vali-
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dation related only to the pendency of Brown v. Board of Supervisors,

not to some other case that might be commenced at some later or aif-
ferent date involving other parties. If this were not true, action
after actlion might go on and on and on ad infinitum, providing one
was commenced before the termination of the other. We do not think
the leglslature intended any such result at all. (Peovle v. City of
Carlgbad, 128 Cal. App. 24 77, 85.)

In respect to the six months' statutory limitation, we think
the general trend of legilslative purpose has been to distinguish
in these validation acts between the curgtive power avallable to the -
leglislature in those respects in which the legislature could have
constitutlonally dispensed with the procedure sought to be cured,
and those procedures which 1t could not have dispensed with. Thus
there 1s left to the operation of a reasonable statute of limitations
those matters which would have been of a constitutionally compulsory
nature. Sometimes in cases of this kind the term Hjurisdictionall

1s used (City of Fairfield v. Hutcheon, 33 Cal. 24 475, 479; Board

of Supervisors v. Cothran, 84 Cal. App. 24 679, 686.) Applying this
reasoning, we belleve the "Second Validating Act of 19568" has effect-
ively valldated the incorporation of Garden Grove at least insofar

as such lncorporation might be affected by Sectlon 34325.1.

We have here a case in which the face of the record shows ample
compliance with preelection statutory procedure, a duly noticed and
fairly held election and overwhelming vote by the voter inhabitants
in favor of incorporation, elected officers entering upon their lawful
duties with all the myriads of ensulng complications, tax levies, em-
ployment liabllities, debts and credits, a cltlzenry Investment move-
ment and commltments that always attend when several thousand people
adjust themselves to the mutual responsibilities gnd privileges of
participation in 1ife within a municipal corporation. We have a
cagse in which substantlially all of the alleged technlcal defects

of the proposed incorporation were attacked by an action before the
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suéerior court before the election was held, in which action that
cohrt at a later date rendered Judgment holding sald preelection
prﬁceedings valid. The appeal from that judgment was by this court
dismlssed and a hearing denled by the Supreme Court. Res adjudicata
was not here pleaded, but we have no doubt the direction of the lives
of the citlzens of Garden Grove were affected by thelr knowledge of
that decision, Jjust as they were affected by the knowledge of the
electlon. As agalnst this plcture we have objections to certain
technical phases of the preelectlon procedure. Most of the material
in plaintiff's counteraffidavits 1s technically insufflclent to meet
the requlrements of Sectlion 437c¢, Code Clv. Proc., regarding affiantts
personal knowledge. But, even though thls were not true and assum-
ing all of the second and third-hand hearsay to be true and varilous
broken links in the chaln to be repalred, there is stlll nothing pre-
sented which shows, of itself, any false or fraudulent misbehavior .
nor any lack of notice, knowledge or information to the people of
the communlity who voted on the incorporation. We think that a trial
court in determining a question as to whether or not there 1s any real
triable issue should have all these matters in mind.

From an entlre examination of the record we are satisfied there
is no triable issue, and that the order of the trial court granting
the summary Jjudgment was correct and Just.

The order appealed from 1s afflrmed. -, 7
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AFFIDAVIT OF FILING

NOTICE QF COMPLETION

CITY OF GARDEN GROVE

I, L. B. WALLACE, County Clerk and ex-officio Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors of the County of Orange, State of
California, hereby certify that on the 19th day of June,
1956 I filed with the County Recorder of the County of
Orange, my Affidavit of Completion of the Incorporation
of the City of Garden Grove, with a certifled copy of the

L7yt
T

boundary description as set forth In the proceedings and i
a map delineating the boundary of said city attached thereto,
in compliance with Sections 34080 and 34081 of the Covernment

Code of the State of California.

I further certify that attached hereto and made a part
hereof are true and correct copies of the documents

mentioned above.

Dated this 19th day of June, 1956

L. B.’ WALLACE, County Clerk
and ex-officio Clerk of the

(SEAL) Board of Supervisors of the
County of Orange, State of
Califormia,
e
& ‘:&'-;;‘3



g PF~-ION FOR INCORPORA™ )N

We, the undersigned, each of whom is the owner of land in fee, or a purchaser of land under a written agreement, which
land is within the boundaries of the city herein proposed to be incorporated, do hereby petition and pray:

That all territory or portion of the County of Orange, State of California, lying within and enclosed by the boundaries
hereinafter set forth, which is wholly unincorporated and has a population of approximately twenty-six thousand (26,000)
inhabitants, be organized and incorporated as a city with all city officers, except councilmen, being appointed under the pro-
vision of Sections 34300 and following of the Government Code of the State of California. The proposed boundaries of said
city having been submitted to the county boundary commission prior to the circulation of this petition and reported by said
commission to be definite and certain in all respects are wholly outside of any incorporated city and are described as follows:

Beginning at the intersection of a line parallel with and 20.00 feet Northerly, measured at right angles, from the North line of the South
half (S}4) of Section 1, Township 5 South, Range 11 West, San Bermardino Meridian, (said North line being the center of Trask Avenue)
with the Easterly line of California State Highway No. 39; running thence Northwesterly along said Easterly line of said California State
Highway No. 39 to a line parallel to and 30.00 feet Southerly, measured at right angles, from the North line of said Section 1 (said North
line being the centerline of Garden Grove Boulevard); thence Easterly along last mentioned paralle! line to the point of intersection with
the Southerly prolongation of a line parallel to and 30.00 feet Easterly, measured at right angles from the West line of Section 30 and 31,
Township 4 South, Range 10 West (said West line being the center line of Magnolia Avenue); thence Northerly along last mentioned parallel
line to a line parallel to and 30.00 feet Southerly, measured at right angles, from the North line of Section 29 and 30, said Township and
Range (said North line being the centerline of Katella Avenue); thence Easterly along last mentioned parallel line to a point in a line
parallel to and 30.00 feet Easterly, measured at right angles, from the East line of said Section 29 (said East line being the centerline of
Euclid Avenue); thence Southerly along last mentioned parallel line 960 feet, more or less, to the North line of Tract No. 1475 as shown
on a map of said Tract, recorded in Book 68, pages 30, 31 and 32 of Miscellaneous Maps, Records of Orange County; thence Easterly
1290 feet, more or less, along said North line of said Tract No. 1475 to the East line of said Tract No. 1475; thence Southerly 660 feet,
more or less, along said East line to the South line of said Tract No. 1475: thence Westerly 1290 feet, more or less, along said South
line to a point in a line parallel to and 30.00 feet Easterly, measured at right angles, from the East line of said Section 29; thence Southerly
2310 feet, more or less, along last mentioned parallel line to the South line of the North half (N13) of the Southwest one quarter (SW14)
of Section 28 of said Township and Range; thence Easterly 1950 feet, more or less, along said South line to the East line of the Southwest
one quarter (SW14) of the Northeast one quarter (NE!4) of the Southwest one quarter (SW14) of said Section 28; thence Northerly 660
feet, more or less, along said East line to the South line of the North half (N13) of the Northeast one quarter (NE}4) of the Southwest
one quarter (SW4) of said Section 28; thence Easterly 640 feet, more or less, along said South line to the West right-of-way line of Ninth
Street (40 feet wide); thence Northerly 660 feet, more or less, along said west right-of-way line to the South line of the North half (N»)
of said Section 28; thence Easterly 1345 feet, more or less, along said South line to a point in the West line of Tract No. 2255 as shown
on a map of said Tract recorded in Book 61, pages 28 and 29, of Miscellaneous Maps, Records of Orange County; thence Northerly 990 feet,
more or less, along said West line to the North line of said Tract No. 2255; thence Easterly 1354 feet, more or less, along said North line
and its Easterly prolongation to a point in a line parallel to and 30.00 feet Easterly, measured at right angles, from the East line of said
Section 28 (said East line being the center line of West Street); thence Southerly 970 feet, more or less, along said line parallel to East
line of Section 28 to a line parallel to and 30.00 feet Northerly as measured at right angles from the North line of the Southwest one quarter
(SW14) of said Section 27, (said North line being the center line of Orangewood Avenue); thence Easterly 1950 feet, more or less, along
said line parallel to said North line of the Southwest one quarter (SW!4) of Section 27 to a point in the West line of the East one half
(EY5) of the Northeast one quarter (NE}4) of the Southwest one quarter (SW14) of Section 27; thence Southerly 1340 feet, more or less,
along said West line of the East one half (E}4) of the Northeast one quarter (NE}4) of the Southwest one quarter (SW14) of Section
27 to a point in the South line of the North one half (N)5) of the South one half (S}4) of said Section 27; thence Easterly 1980 feet, more
or less, along said South line of the North one half (N}4) of the South one half (S!)4) of said Section 27 to a point in the East line of the
West one half (W)4) of the East one half (E}5) of Section 27; thence Northerly 3300 feet, more or less, along said East line of the West
one half (W}4) of the East one half (E}4) of Section 27 to a point in the South line of the North one half (N}4) of the North one half
(NY4) of the Northeast one quarter (NE}4) of Section 27; thence Easterly 1290 feet, more or less, along said South line to a point in a
line parallel to and 30.00 feet Westerly, measured at right angles, from the East line and its Southerly prolongation of Section 27 and 34
of said Township and Range (said East line being the center line of Haster Street); thence Southerly along last mentioned parallel line and
its Southerly prolongation to a point in a line parallel to and 30.00 feet Southerly, measured at right angles, from the North line of Section
3, Township 5 South, Range 10 West (said North line being the center line of Garden Grove Boulevard); thence Easterly along last men-
tioned parallel line to a line parallel to and 30.00 feet Westerly, measured at right angles, from the East line of said Section 3 (said East
line being the center line of Berrydale Street); thence Southerly along last mentioned parallel line to a line parallel to and 30.00 feet North-
erly, measured at right angles, from the South line of Sections 3, 4, 5 and 6 of said Township and Range and Section 1 of Township 5 South,
Range 11 West (said South line being the center line of Westminster Avenue) to a poiat in a line parallel to and 20.00 feet Easterly,
measured at right angles, from the East line of the West half (W!4) of said Section 1 (said East line being the center line of Newland
Street); thence Northerly along last mentioned parallel line to a line parallel to and 20.00 feet Northerly, measured at right angles, from
the North line of the South half (S}4) of said Section 1 (said North line being the center line of Trask Avenue); thence Westerly along
last mentioned parallel line to the point of beginning.

That you, the Board of Supervisors of the County of Orange, State of California, the county in which the proposed city
is located, receive and hear this petition and all persons interested therein, define and establish the boundaries of the proposed
city, and call, give notice of and hold an election in the proposed city for the purpose of determining whether or not the same
shall be incorporated by the name of the City of Garden Grove; that you take and perform all other necessary acts and pro-
ceedings authorized by and required by the aforementioned provisions of the Government Code and other applicable statutes.

Residence address or legal description of property
NAME owned or being purchased under written agreement. DATE

IMPORTANT INSTRUCTIONS
Please Read Carefully Before You Sign!

Your name must be signed exacily as it has been typed hereon.
That's the way it appears in the records of the County Assessor.
For your convenience, the legal description of your property has
already been filled in above. All you have to do is affix your
signature, date the petition, and return it, using the postage paid
envelope which is enclosed for your convenience.



