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Picture: Bold Face
Sound: Light Face

Handcuffed Indians, Police Crossing Screen, Pit
: Indian Sign and Officer Pulling Indian

Buffy Sainte Marie: Chant

round surrounded by cops

’t you in here asking PG&E
assing on the

Grace Thorpe sitting on g
Grace Thorpe: “Why aren
to leave. They're the ones that are tresp

land, not the Indians.”

Raymond Lego, close up
Raymond Lego: “We have certain rights that have

never been extinguished here by due process of law.
The land is ours. The land was originally ours, and is
still ours. Nothing has ever happened to change that.”

PG&E Power Line, PG&E Private Road

Buzzing powerline

Cop with back to camera facing Lego

Copf “Mr. Lego, you're under arrest charged with
Section 602L of the Penal Code which is occupying
real property without permission of the owner.”

Lego: “I submit to your authority under protest.”

Lego holding card with name and number for mug

shot
s S}: dhgaﬁe, si_nging and chanting: “Standing up to the
4 sheriff and his guns . . . my heart isthere with you?

St. Marie at campfire
- St. Marie chanting.

Rain on water, rain on laA
- Rain falling. : - or

4 Dew on leaf

' ,Blr‘ds chirping.

',Meadow close u
e Birds chi;'ping. :
: Sgrnm in‘meadow
~ Birds chirping fades 10 stream noise

S s‘t,"cam'"':;?““ Pan to large waterfal)
P s swells to waterfa] roar

- g ) :
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Raymond Lego: “I submit to your authorit
protest.” LYnder

Rainbow on Water
Waterfall roar fades to silence

Padlock on PG&E dam
Roar of water coming out of dam

PG&E warning sign on sudden rises in river
Water roar

Water spouting out of dam
Water roar

PG&E Pit River Powerhouse
Water roar

Whirlpool at base of PG&E dam
Water roar

Pan from Indian bed outside, around house to man
washing and drinking from stream
Water roar

Pan from water dipper to PGE powerline
Water roar dissolves to buzzing powerline
Charlie Edwardson’s voice starting over the buzZ
“They are real. They are so real it . . .

Charlie Edwardson, chart showing corporate relation-
ships.

Edwardson: “ . . . hurts. In our education has been
very painful. We have been taught that ther
democracy, you know. We have been taug .
things ever since I was a student. And as a studen® -
kept — I was amazed of how fancy our Constit

is. And along with this amazement, | look <
and see it was not the case. This is
that I was taught to be. And I kept wondet®
Baby outside Indian house
Edwardson: * . . . why. Why it is thi
people face this type of a situation””
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PGE powerline insulator
Power line buzz

Lego medium shot, cuts of PG&E fac
dried up Pit River

Lego: “Pacific Gas and Electric Company went and
they persuaded the government that they wanted the
franchise and the concession by the government to
build power sites along and up and down the Pit
River. As I understand it, the PG&E at this time is
one of the richest corporations in the state, possibly
the whole nation. They have large holdings here, and
they are making money; but the thing is, on our side
of it, as Indian people, none of these things were ever
— ah — or none of our people were ever approached
to get our consent or agreement that any of our tribal
assets should be taken by this corporation. And all up
and down the river we had, originally, our salmon
runs. Our people lived on the natural food provided
by the rivers as well as the forests. And eventually
because of the chain of powerhouses, the diversion of
the river, and the drying up of the rivers in large
parts, finally destroyed our fishing — our natural
food of fish, and our people began to deteriorate.”

ilities including

Mickey Gimmell, Pit tribal chairman, close up, cuts
of Kleenix, LA Times masthead, Pit Indian area map,
San Francisco Examiner masthead

Mickey Gimmell: “I'm talking about the federal
forests whereby we haven’t been paid a dime for
timber rights either. And, today, they’re making mil-
lions of dollars off of us. And today, our people are,
again, unemployed most of the year ’round, again,
among the poorest people in the country; whereby
large logging companies make millions of dollars. We
want people to know that we aren’t going to be
pushed around any longer.” St. Marie chant comes in.

Five close ups of Indians
St. Marie chants

House number on PG&E camp building, Indians
entering property and building campfire
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St. Marie chants

Lego at campfire, medium shot, cut to old photo of
Indian

Lego: “Well, as a councilman of the Pit River tribe,
one of the areas, I feel kind of honored to welcome
all of you people here. We have occupied our land.
We have taken a position in this specific place which

is part of our land. We have carried the challenge to
the corporation.”

Richard Oakes, Indian organizer, medium shot

Richard Oakes: “Basically, the newness that you feel
here on the land itself is a newness that’s sort of —
it’s been hidden from you — it’s a fence that’s been
around you for so long. This land is yours. The
buildings here are yours. There’s one that’s lit up. For
the women that want to cook, go over there and
cook. The rest of you people that are on security, get
on security. And patrol it like it’s yours. Right now I
think the only thing we can do until the morning is to
go out and find yourself a place where you can sleep.”

Man and woman in doorway
Talbert Wilson chants

Man gives V sign in doorway
Wilson chants

Sun through trees, smoking campfire ashes
Birds chirp

Pan from cop car to sign “PIT RIVER INDIANS
WELCOME INDIANS OF ALL TRIBES”

Birds chirp. Wilson chant comes in toward end of
shot.

Group in front of PG&E house
Wilson chants

Two cops surrounded by group of Indians
One cop: “Mr. Oakes. Gentlemen. I've been
instructed to advise you that you people are in vio-
lation of the trespass laws of the Penal Code of the
State of California in that you are entering and

“The third largest business in Shasta County ‘is :
the Fruit Growers Corporation which is affiliated
with Sunkist growers.” B
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occupymg dwellmgs and real property belongmg ‘to
' the Pacific Gas and Electrrc Corporation. You will be
glven adequate time to. peacefully vacate the prermses.
- If you fail to vacate, arrests for the law violations will
- occur. We ‘would hke to have you out as .soon as.

possrble and preferably this evening. Thank you very .
~much.”, Lego:" (off- camera) “Well, you come back

‘ tomorrow, and yow'll ﬁnd us here.l

. Sunthrough trees - - - - S
Bird chirps . ... . - 0
:Crowd of cops and éars i
‘Cop: (off camera) “Get your ‘squads together men.”

'Shasta: Sheriff John Bahna' “But I beheve we have 60 -

‘to 65 officers here.” - “"_;i_:,
‘Reporter: “Could I'ask why 50 many?” : oy

- Balma: “Whenever ‘we go-on a"detail of thrs kmd we. _’: o
go with sufficient force to handle any srtuatlon that

~we'may be confronted w1th 2

Pohce marchmg across screen, arrested Indlan

!Reporter" (off camera) “Why do, you dehberately

'want to be arrested?” -
‘Arrested Indian: (off camera) “Well the more cases

we get into court, the more llkely they am’t gomg to o

throw our case out of court so fast o
Reporter' “In other: words
test case out of this?”
Ind1an- “Yes. We amt gomg to be
'to be the Umted States government not us.”
Reporter' “1 guess in some senses the entire Umted
-States belongs to the Indrans ”
{Indian: “Right> - =~ -
‘ chorter'
- back?” -
/Indian: “Nope,

up to. We know what we’ re
- going to do it. We’
Reporter: “Doy

re going to stand by our decision.”
ou want to be prosecuted?”

you're trymg to make a

on tnal It s gomg‘

“Do you plan to take the whole country'

Just some of it. ' We know what we're
going to face, and we're

Papge 4

Indlan' “Yes.. , . B
Reporter° “How wrll you plead"” ;

: _"Indran‘ “Not gullty

.Pan’ from Shasta County patch on cops arm to hls
" face . "
, .-Indran (off camera) “You ve always been trespassmg

’all over the world, now'. you re trespassrng rlght here
“in-your own backyard.”, '

i Indlan woman close up, pan to chlld m front of house
o Indran woman Mormngstar‘ “You’ll pay for it. It’
' not the lastof it” ;" -+

Cop (off camera) “Let’s move em out men. Let’s go

... We haven’t got all! day e :
Mormngstar' “Yeah arrest the chﬂdren That s.all
.-Oh, you've got it coming. You've

you're good for
got . chlldren and youre going to pay for it, too.

_ You re going to know what 1t’s like. You should be
-'ashamed ashamed that you re living on our land.”

Pan to cop in front of cabin’ o N

Cop: “All nght Jet’sstart with the next cabms, meii.
Anybody in thrs cabln" Start arrestmg these people

“here.”: . ¢

‘ cBalma:.“Start gettmg these people
Cop' “Hey, fellas, start arresting these p60p16 Escot

’em over: Load em up. e

oow

" Cop brrngs Oakes out of cabin, cut to chart showing
o 'mterlockmg drrectorshrps of large corporations, Pit
" welcome sign, cop pulling Indian, arrest line, Thorpé
Gimmell: “There can be. little argument that large
'corporations and - the rich control and' run ‘most ;e
our government’s policies and that they dictate

 American way of life. This big business, big bulsrze:;
. a u

get rich syndrome has corrupted America’s v

. tem to the point that no one, today, any longelre S
‘trust his own brother or his neighbor. V’Z wa)"

money, position of power are the white man

pigh




The American Indian can no longer allow his values
and culture to be destroyed and corrupted by a
society that does not relate to one’s fellow man except
to see what they can get from him »

Thorpe on ground surrounded by cops

Thorpe: “Why aren’t you in here asking PG&E to
leave? They’re the ones that are trespassing on the
land, not the Indians.”

Lego close up, cut to various arrest scenes and back
to Lego facing cop
Lego: “Our ancestors started right around about
1920. Hopefully they had filed a petition for redress
of grievances against the United States government
for the taking of our land, dispossession of our
people and the general abuge that was suffered by our
people in the process of removing Indians, The result
of that work was brought to a head in 1963. And this
was all done beyond our control and not to our
knowledge. And later on they came and told us we’d
have to vote on whether we accepted this formula of
compromise settlement, one package, consolidated
agreement for — well, it was stipulated that it would
be 47 cents an acre. And, so, today, we feel that the
claims case was mishandled it was compromised and
brought to a conclusion without our authority or con-
- sent. We hadn’t agreed to anything. And, at this time,
We re-assert and reclaim our land.”

Lego facing cop

Cop: “Mr. Lego, you're under arrest charged with

Section 602L of the Penal Code which is occupying
real property without permission of the owner.”

~ Lego: “I submit to your authority under protest.”

Lego mug shot
Crowd noise

Cop shakes down Indian

Cop: “Spread your legs out there please. You have
dny weapons on you at all?”

Indian: “Might have a small pocket knife.”

Cop: “You want to take it out?”

St. Marie chant fades in.

Handcuffed Indians in bus, bus pulls away, cop closes
Wagon door on handcuffed Indians, wagon pulls
away into trees

St. Marie chants and sings: “By the trestle in the
COVe, standing up to the sheriff and his guns . ... my
heart is there with you.”

Cops carry away Pit Indian welcome sign
Silence

Man behind jail bars
Background noise

Aubry Grossman, attorney for Pit Indians
Tter: “Mr. Grossman, isn't it a little late to make

L‘

Buffy Sainte Marie

a claim on these lands for these people you
represent?”

Grossman: “Well if it’s late, it’s the responsibility of
the United States government. Took them 117 years
to declare, finally, that the land had been illegally
taken in 1853, so most of the delay has been due to
the United States government.”

Reporter: “What are you going to advise them to do
now?”

Grossman: “I'm going into the meeting with them . . »
St. Marie chant fades in.

Grossman in jail meeting with arrested Indians, cut to
“EVICT PG&E” picket sign and man’s chest painted,
“LET MY PEOPLE GO,” cuts and pan of Pit Indian
area map, cut to Grossman in tribal meeting
St. Marie chants. Grossman: “All of that land within
these confines was Indian title in 1853. It was your
land, taken away illegally. So, let ’em come in and
say, ‘OK, we took the land illegally, we’re going to
give ’em 47 cents an acre to take care of it.” They got
to say to you — by bringing you into court — they
got to say to you that though you’ve got a decision by
the highest body that exists in this country to decide
these things — that Congress intended to decide it —
nevertheless, some private corporation, PG&E, can
get you arrested, not only — how many? — 34 of
you, the same way they could get 3400 of you
arrested. And they could not only get you arrested
once, they could get you arrested 100 times if you
went back. You see the big questions that are raised;
that radicals are supposed to be the only ones that
raise: who runs the country? (power line buzz comes
in under voice) And what does law and order mean?””

Handcuffed Indians, close up on hands
Power line buzz

Jack Fallon, PG&E attorney, close up

Power line buzz fades out. Jack Fallon: “PG&E paid
money for record title to this parcel. Our title dates
back in each instance to the United States govern<

Page 5
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ment: In other words, thlSr com
for record title drrectly from the Umted States govern
ment for: thrs land Py !

Cuts of PG&E Prt Rlver faclhtles, Prt Indlan area
map, chart showmg mterlockmg tles between PG&E
and other large. corporatlons .
Narrator: “‘The Jargest busrness in.
_the. Pacrﬁc Gas and ‘Electric. Company :PG&E owns .
An Shasta County, 52 525.acrés with an’ assessed valua-
non of '$320, 000;
'Shlps and dlrectorshrps with a numben -of -the- largest
¢ _corporations’ ‘in ‘America mcludmg (powerhne buzZ
~-and water roar. under ciits. from’ b1g busmess chart)
and Stanford Research Instrtute

a

Farm worker adjnstlng urrgatlon m huge field i
Narrator “One-of the’ blggest shareholders in PG&E

I.Ioaqum Valley 130 OOO acres; of land: Russell Glffen
over the past’ several years has been’ the second largest
: ’recrprent of. pubhc ‘welfare in theState of Cahforma. :

Afor growmg cotton and for not growrng cotton

i Lego close up, cut to erlram Bennett“: former
member of the Cahforma Pubhc Utlhtles Commrssron
W1llram Bennett :*The plight’ of the Indtans is syrnpto-

f matrc and typical of the manner in whlch a; monopoly
such as Pacrfrc Gas & Electrlc Company treats people
whether they  be . ratepayers ‘or, in :some. .casés’ even

f small’ shareholders (Intercut rof, handcuffed Indlans)
" The attrtude of. PG&E which' is: exemphﬁed ‘I think; .
by ‘the’ testrmony of the- pre51dent “of . PG&E Mr.

Shermer Slbley, ‘given. “under: oath When I sard to

him, ‘Is "the $67,000,000° rate mcrease ‘you're. seekmg

mﬂatlonary or non—mﬂatlonary" “he.. sa1d ‘It-is™

sald “Because 1t gives people less money for’ d1scre—

Shasta County is

000. PG&E has mterlockrng owner— :

1s ‘a ‘man named Russell Grffen who farmsin- the San L

.For; 1nstance in 1969, Grffen received’ over $3 000 OOO‘,

o4

deﬂanonary, ‘and I'said; ‘Well,: how is that?" and ‘he -

; nonary spendrng (Intercut man lookmg ‘out
PG&E burldmg) Now he’s: decrdmg that one Way ?r
i meet 1nﬂatlon is-to raise: your. utrhty brll glvmg Yo
2 Jess: money to. spend for things you:decide as an 1nd1u

: v1dual you mrght need whether they’re foohsh or not
foohsh At s 1nterest1ng to. -note that- Mr. Slbley :
salary was raised’$20, 000 last‘year.so hé’s now maks
ing’ $150 ,000 .per “year.. "He' considérs:. his salar
mcrease to be deflatlonary as\well (Intercut San Frap.
_cisco Bay ﬁll) Just for- the sake of the eStabhshment.
1tself if.you beheve msavrng it— the establrshmem
" has to- be ‘'saved’ from . its“own: excesses. What's g0in
on.at Pit Rlver should 111ustrate ‘to people how dlfﬁ% _
j “éult the task is’ toward achlevmg €COnomic: justice i in
. the 'Umted States of’ Amenca 1n the year 1970. Whep
. "I talk about the__PG&E s 1 could do the same
. thmg about U:S: Steel or General Motors or what.

| ever. They Te. all basrcally the. _same the same type. of
Ll narrow corporate thmklng - an: almost calloused
1nd1fference to the spmtual nature of man as a beauti:
ful creature and ammal the great preoccupatlon with
~'proﬁt for the sake of rofxt ‘to ‘the neglect of human
yalues. (Intercut ‘man’ n'. street ‘high angle) But the -
) ‘1mportant thlng ‘to’ know is you and I, in a’ sense,
don’t have, the power- to_ correct ‘those-except through ‘
orgamzatlon “union. and numbers. Individually we '
“can’t do'it,’and ‘that’s what has '‘to be done And this is i
f why people whether they are’ “black" or brown or red
sruror whrte, students, lntellectuals, oppressed third layer :

: £ corporate utrhty ‘executives,; have somethmg
; /" common,- (Intercut handcuffed Indlans) They re bemg :
P had (Power line - buzz under voice) And. unless they |
reahze 1t they wﬂl contlnue to be had or explorted P

PG&E Powerlme pan to old Indran house, cut to Plt
Indran area: map, man on porch close ups of porch
and road out
Narrator' “PG&E is also mterlocked with the second
largest prrvate busmess 1n Shasta- Connty ‘which is the
‘_ ‘Pacific Telephone.. ‘Pacific Telephone on only six
- acres.. Cof - land .  holds . an ‘assessed valuation of
$27,000,000. - Pacxfic Telephone is - also interJocked
‘with , Levi Strauss, Stanford Research. Institute and
.the Bank of . América. : Also a number of other cor
poratlons 1nclud1ng Broadway Hale; "W.T. Grart,
- Wells: Fargo;- DiGiorgio -Fruit. Corporation, Tenneco:
Bank of. Cahforma, U.s.. PlYWood and the SOlllh"'fn
Pacrfic Rallroad ™ - o s : .

- - 5

Three oranges,'Plt Indtan area map Lego waSbmg e
Narrator' ““The tliii"d largest business. in- Shas astd
“County is. the . Fruit Growers_ Corporanon - which! 3
-affiliated. 'with the. Sunkist- growers, Fruit. Growe?
owns“in Shasta County.82,217 acres w1th an assess
valuatlon of. $23 000 000 P B

SP train,” Prt Indlan area- map Iudian bD
‘water into house oo ‘

Narrator “The fourth largest _business in

%

y . taking

hastd

.

N



County is the Southern Pacific Railroad which owns
165,617 acres with an assessed valuation of
$15,000,000 for Shasta County alone. Southern
Pacific is the single largest holder of private land in
the State of California. Southern Pacific is also
aﬂili_ated with other big businesses in Shasta County
including Pacific Telephone. Southern Pacific has
interlocking ownerships with Stanford Research Insti-
tute, Del Monte, Union Oil, Fibre-board Corpora-
tion, IBM, Equitable Life Insurance, Texaco Oil, Ten-
neco, Southern California Edison, Bank of Califor-
nia, Marineland of California, Caterpillar Tractor,
New York Life Insurance, Con Edison of New York
and the Ford Foundation.”

Sign on California Water Project canal, tractor in
huge field

Mtor: “One of the big owners in Southern Pacific
152 man named J. G. Boswell. J. G. Boswell in the
S4n Joaguin Valley owns approximately 125,000
4cres of land. Over the past several years J. G. Bos-
Well has been the single largest recipient of public wel-
g in the entire state. Boswell received, for example,
n 1969 nearly $5,000,000 for growing cotton and for
10t growing cotton.”

'.Ib.do“ up, pile of logs, San Francisco Examiner

County

Pit Indian area map
tor: “Another large land owner : '
ity is Hearst Publications. (sound of chain saw

in Shasta

Page 7

and tree falling) Hearst Publications owns in Shasta
County 38,823 acres with an assessed valuation of

nearly $7,000,000.”

Times-Mirror Lumber Mill, Los Angeles Times
masthead, logging truck, Pit Indian area map, Times-
Mirror Lumber yard

(Sound of chain saw and falling tree) Narrator:
“Publishers Forest Products owns in Shasta County
25,515 acres with an assessed valuation of nearly

$2,000,000.”

Kimberly-Clark Mill, Pit Indian area map, Kleenix
labels

Narrator: “Another big business in Shasta County is
Kimberly-Clark. Kimberly-Clark owns in Shasta
County, 82,806 acres with an assessed valuation of
$8,500,000. Kimberly-Clark has interlocking owner-
ships with a number of national corporations includ-
ing Pan American, the First National Bank of New
York and Miller High Life Beer. Kimberly-Clark is
one of the largest manufacturers and distributors of
paper products in America.” (Sound of chain saw and

falling tree.)

Pit Indian area map, polluted stream sign, man

felling tree, pile of logs
Narrator: “Now about half of Shasta County is
owned by the federal government but most of the eco-

nomic benefits from this public land are enjoyed

B



mainly by the big businesses .in tht'e area ag(li nlz)tllii
the public. These companies like Kimberly- ar.tl; T
Times, Sunkist and U. S. Plywogd contract wi R
federal government to buy the tlmber.. They cu e
trees for paper and lumber products Wth‘h the);j se e
a profit. They make money off the pub.lu.: 'lan f“l/l ;
out accepting any of the direct responsﬂ’)’lhty of lan
ownership such as paying property taxes.

Chart showing interlocking corporations, Kleenix
label, Safeway sign, grape pickers, Viet Cong d.ead,
Examiner masthead, Pit indian area map, LA Times
masthead, doorbells, mayor’s door, war dead, man
behind barbed wire e

Narrator: “The rulers of Shasta County are an intri-
cate part of the vast yet tightly controlled military
and industrial complex which runs the country and
much of the world. The key interest of this complex is
control: control of products, control of markets, con-
trol of people and control of countries. Key elements
in their systems of control are information gathering
and propaganda. This vital function is performed in
part by the Stanford Research Institute. The Stanford
Research Institute writes reports on urban problems
and long range planning for various governmental
agencies. It also does warfare research for the federal
government.”

Boycott Safeway Picket, Pit Indian area map, grape
picker, farm labor housing

Narrator: “One example of the complex’s attempts at
domestic social control is Safeway Stores. Safeway is
the second largest chain in America. It is interlocked
with the PG&E, the LA Times, the Southern Pacific
Railroad and the Stanford Research Institute. Safe-
way has been one of the chief roadblocks to efforts of
farmworkers to organize and improve their economic
conditions. While other chain stores agreed to pur-

chase only union grapes, Safeway continued to buy
non-union grapes.”

Handcuffed Indians, close up
St. Marie chanting

tIl,ego, medium shot, dry Pit River bed below PGE
am

Lego: “And in our legends and in the teaching of our
fore:fathers we know that Mother Nature was the best
— 1t carried out the will of the Great Spirit. It was
not our .place to dictate or change. It was not our
place to impress upon — to inject or to impress or to
put forth our ideas to control nature. So, today, that
15 one reason why we’re 5o concerned about the,pres-
ent plight of Mother Nature itself — ecology, pollu-
tion, pollution of the rivers, bad air and eve’rythin
else — beca}xse we somehow wished that the peo leg
today, that is in power could only learn like we gaé
;:: learn; because they have impressed their own think-
tl: :mthey l§ave begun to remake the nature itself, to
ent right now we are all worried about the

;

Page 8

v

environment and everything e{se. This i.s Why v
such a strong feeling zitbout this as Indian . Ye
Indian is not an Indian unless he has 3 i A
because our people has always. been close t, e tase,
close to the land. Our whole lives was prqy; o Ure,
sustained by that which came from the Land. :hd
looking at it from that pomt.of view, we lnd'n
people are not too many at this point, apqg e flan
that we are fast disappearing from this lang 5 - &g
and it’s about time that we tried to take a stang :r,
we feel this is an opportune time. We o .mand
people that are concerned of the very things which ny
are concerned — ecology and many other thinwe
environmental conditions and many things i
And we are also concerned; but the fact of the mat?t'
is we have been rendered powerless. We haye e Oer
voice in matters of this kind. And we want t, rebuilll(; )
this. We would like to preserve our land. We Woulg
like to build our people again on the strength of |5, =

Pit Indian area map .
Chain saw sound and falling tree.

Stump zooming out to cut over area

St. Marie chanting. Oakes: “The Indian Clajp,
Commission found that the U. S. government tog
possession of the land illegally. After conceding to the
illegality of the act the Indian Claims Commissiop
offered to pay to each tribe 47 cents per acre, but this
money was refused by the Pit River tribe of Indians
with the contention that as the legal holders of title to |
the land that all the land within the boundaries in the
findings of the California — of Indian Claims Com-
mission was to be immediately returned to the tribe.
The contention, then, that the Pit River Indians and |
other Indians for being their guests are trespassers, a
stated indirectly by the U. S. Government and |
directly by PG&E is ludicrous. The trespassers are
indeed, the U. S. government — there was no trel)
signed — PG&E and other large corporations as we!
as the State of California.”

Chart of interlocking corporations

Oakes: “It has to be remembered big business &
government are almost synonymous terms. Big D"
ness and its pressures exert policies emanating o' *
government affect not only Indians, but poor ¥1®
blacks and other minorities.”

“EVICT PG&E” sign, “RETURN INDIAN LAV
TO INDIANS” sign
Oakes: “The Indian Claims Commission Concf‘i':.
that the land was taken illegally in 1853 and by 1;":,:
ad".“ssion alone it would seem that Clearl'\,-‘;v
Indians are not the transgressors of law and Ob
but the upholders was what law and order >

for.” St. Marie chant fading in. .
ot
Blackboard: “Big business and go"emmenl
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synonymous — they are only right as long as they can
get away with it!”

St. Marie chant

Qakes close up

Oakes: “The Indians have never sold the land. They
still maintain that they own it. They do not want to
sell it. They want the land back and they want to live
on this land according to the ways of their ancestors
and according to the ways that they see fit.”

Gimmell close up, Pit Indian area map

Gimmell: “We believe that money cannot buy the
Mother Earth. She has sheltered, clothed, nourished
and protected us. We have endured. We are Indian.
We are the rightful and legal owners of the land.
Therefore, we reclaim all of the resourceful land that
has traditionally been ours with that exception of
land now owned by private individuals. On this land
we will set up our own economic and social structure
retaining all of the values which are commensurate
with Indian life. We will encourage and help other
Indian tribes and groups to establish structures across
the country in order to establish inter-tribal economic
and cultural ties, basing the economy on the barter
system. Therefore, let it be known by all concerned
that the Pit River tribe makes the following demands:
number one, that the U. S. government and the large
corporations including PG&E, PT&T, the Southern
Pacific Railroad, Kimberly-Clark, Hearst Publica-
tions and the Los Angeles Times-Mirror Corporation
among others return all of our land to us immedi-
ately. No amount of money can buy the Mother
Earth, Therefore, the California land claims case has
10 meaning. The earth is our mother and we cannot
sell her.”

Zoom out from handcuffed Indians, zoom out from
Mountain peak, credits 9
St. Marie singing and chanting: “By the trestle in the
Cove, standing up to the sheriff and his guns. . . my

is there with you . . . ” OO
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If you are into any sort of community involvement
in your area, you should be aware of the controlling
forces or you will have no conception of what might
be required to make change.

Most of the information you need is public; it can
be found in libraries and various public offices. For
instance, you can find out who the biggest land-
owners are by checking records in the county
assessor’s office. These records are public. The
employees there are obligated to help you find what
you want. From these records, you can determine, the
size, location and value of land. Also past owners and
sale prices.

Public and college libraries — 1n their business
sections — have directories of public corporations
and corporation executives (Standard & Poor’s, for
example). From these records you can determine
interlocking business relationships. Libraries also
may have a file of corporation annual reports — or
you can contact companies directly for these
documents.

The local newspaper files, although they are not
public, may be helpful. By being cool, courteous and
persistent you will probably be able to find out
almost anything you want to know about the real
powers in your community, how they are inter-related

and how they operate.

For a detailed outline of how to do community
research, write for: “Where It’s At,” Department of
Social Justice, National Council of Churches, 475
Riverside Drive, New York, N.Y. 10027.

“Research Methodology Guide,” NACLA, Box
226, Berkeley, Calif. 94701.
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- The dotted line on the above map’ outlines the-
-+ nearly 3.5 million acres taken illegally from .the Pit
 River Indians in Northern California; The basis for
- this Indian.claim is- spelled ‘out on- the following
- Pages by a legal memorandum filed- in. Burney ‘-
Judical Court by Pit River attorneys June 22, 1970,
..~ following mass arrests of Indians for ‘allegedly fres- =
< -passing ‘on PG&E property. - Also -included on.

. "iplag‘e 10 ‘ \ F

3 "

@menrmor N\

t-River

Q@

D

e
=
D

.5 -

ILLION ACRES  / :,' -.

S
2~.3.5

- Cunby .. Alwras STy

\

B R E,

-Pagel7. s the Shasta County district attomef® |
~-answer to-the Indian claims. After the court d¢% 5
~.the Indian motions to dismiss the trespass chargee

and refused. to inititate charges against P&

Indians * filed in U.S. District Court
~$10,000,000,000 civil rights suit against the St
California, PG&E and Shasta County. go?




The following memorandum was
Burney Judicial District Court by A
ney for the Pit River Indians.

filed June 22, 1970, in
ubry Grossman, attor-

INTRODUCTORY REMARKS

A few introductory words in explanation of the title page
of our Memorandum. As you can see, we reject the title
of People of the State of California versus the Indians, as
defendants. The People of the state of California are not
against the Indians, and the Indians are not defendants.
The Pit River Indians have decided that they are not, and
never again will be, defendants, because they will never
again be on the defensive — on the taking of Indian land.

The process of systematically taking Indian land away

from Indians — to quote the Alcatraz Declaration (May
31, 1970:

“HOW DID WE LOSE OUR LAND?
wars — massacres — other violence — fraud —
occupation — expropriation — forced sale—
division of tribal lands — deprivation of
water — flooding.”
is going to be stopped here and now and a reverse process
begun, say the Pit River Indians.

The Indians know, and the Government knows, that
every single year for well over 200 years, large amounts of
Indian land were taken away, or made worthless (by depri-
vation of water). The process still goes on (Pyramid Lake,
termination of Colville reservation, etc.) An appropriate
metaphor is that the land question for the Indians is simi-
lar to an automobile going up a steep hill. Until now the
force of gravity has been greater than the power of the
automobile’s engine. However, now, for the first time,
Indian power is at least equal to the force of gravity and
undoubtedly the Indian power engine will start, albeit
gradually, to ascend the hill by stopping theé diminution of
Indian land and obtaining the return of some Indian land.

The other reason for our changing the title is to state in
the title (what the Courts have held) that the United

States, and now PG&E, are withholding this illegally
- taken land from the true owners. To call this trespass by

Indians is to believe the thief who cries “stop thief.”

- STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SHASTA
JUSTICE COURT FOR BURNEY JUDICIAL
i DISTRICT

(An incorrect and improper title selected by prosecuting

Vi

authorities:)

 PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,

Plaintiffs, )
Vs.
- MICKEY GEMMILL, RAYMOND LEGO,
LES BUCKSKIN, RICHARD OAKES et al., )
' Defendants.

Memorandum in

Support of

MOTION TO DISMISS CHARGES,
MOTION TO ACQUIT, DEMURRER,
MOTION TO ESTABLISH THE
UNCONSTITUTIONALITY OF
THIS PROSECUTION, MOTION TO

PROSECUTE PACIFIC GAS AND
ELECTRIC COMPANY.

Alternative correct and proper titles would be:)

THE PIT RIVER INDIANS OF CALIFORNIA,
Plaintiff
vs. PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC C
Defendants.
THE PIT RIVER INDIANS OF CALIFORNI
Petitioner,
vs. THE UNITED STATE OF AMERICA,
Defendant.

This is a political case. The proof is the use
governmental force to keep the Indians from regainir
their land which was stolen from them. This case poin
up rather spectacularly and dramatically who it is th
uses constitutional and legal methods, and on the oth
hand who it is that uses force and violence instead
following proper legal procedures.

On the one hand the Indians used the procedu
created by Congress, by filing a petition with the Indi:
Claims Commission. On the other hand, the governme
used the force and violence of a) forcible arrest, b) cari
ing off to jail, c) holding in jail, d) manacling. This for
and violence was visited upon the Indians because the
having waited one hundred and seventeen years, a
having obtained a decision by the “highest court in t
land,” finally, in desperation, used “self-help” when t
Government manifested no intention of enforcing tl
decision by the return of their land.

The arrest of these Indians, coupled with the refusal
arrest Pacific Gas & Electric Company, demonstrat
conclusively, an unconstitutional functioning of the le
and judicial system in Shasta County (unless they shall
corrected, as we hope they will be, by this Judge in dec
ing this Motion). We refer to the control by PG&E of 1
legal machinery and public officials; and the lack of a
control or influence, and the lack of rights, possessed
the Indians. We refer next to the “fish of one and fowl
another” activities of the public officials.

All PG&E had to do was to wave its finger and |
sheriff arrested 50 or so Indians on the charge of tr
passing; despite the fact that there could be no tresp
committed unless two elements were present: 1) the own
ship or right of possession in PG&E, and 2) the lack
the most minute ownership or possessory rights in
Indians. PG&E made no showing to the Sheriff or I
trict Attorney of their right to ownership or possessi
and the Indians had title established by the Indian Cla:

Page 11
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Commision, strengthened (if there were any need for
strengthening) by 25 U.S. Code 4, which provides:

«In all trials about the right of property in which an
Indian may be a party on one side, and a white person on
the other, the burden of proof shall rest upon the white
person, whenever the Indian shall make out a presump-
tion of title in himself from the fact of previous possession
or ownership.”

The Indian Claims Commission adjudged tha
had “previous possession or ownership.”

The Sheriff and the District Attorney were put on

notice of these facts a little less than a day before the
arrests of the Indians by receipt of the telegram which is
attached as Exhibit A (page 15). They ignored this
notice and did nothing to contact the sender of the tele-
gram or to verify the facts stated.
The optimum defense that the Sheriff and the District
Attorney can muster to our charges against them is the
claim that the occupation of the 52,000, or so, acres for
many years constituted some kind of practical evidence of
PG&E’s ownership of large amounts of land.

Even if there were not the notice given them by Exhibit
A, this cannot possibly provide any justification of the
arrest of the Indians for two reasons: the fact that PG&E
had a right to ownership and/or possession would not be
evidence that the Indians did not have a right to owner-
ship or possession; the question is not whether PG&E
had the right to ownership or possession of a great deal of
land but whether they had it in the precise area where the
trespass occurred.

On the day our Motion was presented, in open court,
we offered a sworn statement of Indian ownership and the
right to possession, relying on the decision of the Indian
Claims Commission and 25 U.S. Code 194 — and
requested the initiation of a prosecution for trespass
against PG&E. In response, District Attorney Robert
Baker asserted that he would not permit a prosecution
against PG&E, because he was not personally convinced
that the Indians had title, whilst admitting that PG&E
had furnished him no evidence whatsoever of its title; and
he admitted that he had never read the Indian Claims

t the Indians

¢MENT are

Page 12
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Commission decision qf whi‘ch we had given |
In response, Judge Billy Covert tentatively ., (Ol
accept the offered sworn statement and issye , ug ¥
Later he definitively refused to issue the Warray W iy
that he was advised by the County Counsel not tot, S‘ating
We want it specifically understood that our g, dog,
dismissal and acquittal of the “defendants Mang i |
prosecution of PG&E is . ba§ed upon the Foan i
Amendment t0 the Constitution, being a deniallmee"‘h
equal protection of the laws. In support of thjs of 4
tional claim ongj;

we ask leave of the Court to proq '
dence in support of the statements made in this M:% 6.
dum. We request permission (our constitutiong rrn i
support of this claim) to place on the Wwitness Sta:ldh[ :
question, Sheriff John Balma, District Attorney p o
Baker and Judge Billy Covert as to their rela, °b§n
PG&E, its representatives, lawyers or otherwise: annds Wil |
their knowledge, pefore the arrests of facts showinas 7
right to ownership and possession of the land in quegs{lhe
by PG&E and by the Indians. We assume thy u;n
examinatio the
as to time and pla

n of these witnesses will have to be caleng,
Ted
We now procee

ce, and we so request.

d to the merits of our claim wpig
that, as a matter of law, the Indians were possesseq ;1
such rights of ownership and/or possession as yoy
legalize their entry on the property and void any rigy 1&

prosecute them for trespassing.
At the outset, we note a curious omission from Sectio;

602 of the Penal Code. Reading it literally, a person coul
be guilty of occupying his own land, if someone else hi
any ownership or possessory right to it. This is obviou
not what the Legislature intended, so we will read i
this statute the following words:

“A person cannot be found guilty of trespass
under this statute if he has any measure of
ownership or possessory rights to the land in
question.”

It flows from what we have said that to justify disms
or acquittal we need not establish the absence 0 e
right to ownership or possession, but need establish
that the Indians have a right to ownership or P

The Indians’ right dervies from thousands of ¥
“Indian title” to the land shown in the map “}l_‘f
Appendix A to the Motion (page 10). It funher‘ u
from 25 U. S. C. 70 et. sequ., which establf.m:
Indians Claims Commission. It furt %

0ssession

her derives L p
decision of the Indian Claims Commission 1 "/‘_:»,
River Indians of California vs. the S, of A7
Docket No. 347 before the Indian Claims Co™"""
“Following hearings in 1956 on the quest®
title and liability, we made findings of fact?
entered an interlocutory order °° gun
1959 holding that the Pit River Indi™ 1.
over-all identifiable group, had &2
original Indian title to eleven tracts L '

ing approximately 3,386,000 acr® Di >
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parts of .Lassen, Shasta, and Modoc Counties,
California, which had been used and occupied
by eleven autonomous groups or bands and
that the original Indian title to that land had
been taken by the United States without
compensation as of March 3, 1853, by the Act
of March 1853 (10 Stat. 244). We directed the
parties to present evidence of the acreage of
the tracts concerned and the value as of the
date of the taking (7 Ind. Cl. Com. &15). This
docket number has been inactive since said
above date until the present proceedings were
initiated.” (13 Indian Claim Commission
Reports 369,381)

For Congress’ purpose in establishing the Commission,
and the authority it intended to vest in the Commission,
we quote from the Commission’s 1968 Annual Report, as

follows:

“FUNCTION AND DESCRIPTION”
“The Indian Claims Commission is an
independent agency established by Act of
Congress on August 13, 1946 (Public Law 79-
726. It is a judicial arm of the Congress
created for one special purpose: the hearing
and determining of Indian claims against the
United States which came into existence prior

to the approval of the Claims Commission Act
of 1946.”

As the Report demonstrates, Congress was creating a
judicial body to establish the facts, and determine the law,

on the subject of deprivation of Indian property by the U.

S. Government. With the exception of Court of Claims
jurisdiction (based upon statutes passed by Congress for
disposing of specific Indian claims,which are of no further
significance), the Commission is the only body having
jurisdiction, and it has exclusive jurisdiction, on the illegal
taking of Indian land by the United States.

The Pit River Indians of California have in their favor
a final Decision, Order and Judgment that in 1853 they
Were the exclusive owners of this land and that this title
Wwas taken away from them illegally without compensation
In 1853, by the passage of a federal statute.

The United States Supreme Court has held, unequivo-
cally, that when the United States has taken land from an
Indian tribe without agreement or compensation, it
thereby violates the Fifth Amendment to the United
States Constitution. Shoshone vs. United States (1936)
2% US 476,811 Ed. 360. Also see Miami v. U.S. (1960)
28F (2d) 202.

. No other court has jurisdiction to do anything on this
egal taking of the Pit River Indians’ land in-1953 except
1o enforce or implement the Commissions decision. There-
fore this Justice Court must dismiss these actions and
“qm these “defendants.” To deny this is to declare that a

Court Judge or jury has the power to reverse a

decision of the Indian Claims Commission. Even more, 1t
declares that a Justice Court judge or jury can reyerse th‘e
United States Supreme Court because a Commission dFCl-
sion, since it could have been appealed to the United
States Supreme Court and was not, has the finality of a
Supreme Court decision. The situation is identical to one
in which Congress has declared certain land to be owned
by the United States. In such a case, obviously, a federal
employee could not be charged with trespass for entering
on the government land. Similarly, if one were charged
with trespassing on another’s land he would have an abso-
lute legal defense if there was a judgment in his favor in a
quiet title suit.
Having stated that the appropriate and exclusive tribunal
has rendered a final decision that this land was illegally
taken from the Indians we have said enough to justify the
granting of our motion. However, because of public state-
ments by the District Attorney and PG&E we can antici-
pate what position they will take. We will address some
remarks to their position. They claim that the Pit River
Indians of California have somehow given up their right
to the return of their land because there was a consent or
stipulation or agreement to the money aspect of the Com-
mission’s judgment.

Let us analyze the position of PG&E and the District
Attorney in its naked form, admitting for the sake of argu-
ment, that the Pit River Indians had agreed to the money

aspect of the judgment. Remember, we have a solemn
judgment that the land was illegally taken away and we
have an unchallenged and unchallengable principle that
land illegally taken must be returned. How adequate was
the consideration for which the Pit River Indians gave up
their right to their land (if they did)?

It is assumed that the Commission had valued the land
at 47 cents an acre. However, that valuation was based
upon the average for all California Indians. Since the Pit
River Indians had owned more than twice as much land
per Indian (if tribal land were divided up) they are (it
would seem) being offered 20cents an acre. But this is also
not a correct statement. It vastly overstates the offer,
Actually, the Pit River Indians — for land and improve-
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Mickey Gimmell, Pit Indian tribal chairman: “We aren't going to be pushed around any longer.’

ments and profits from the land which are conservatively
valued now at $5,000,000,000 — are being offered the
munificent sum of 1/12 of one cent an acre. How do we
calculate this? Very simple. The Supreme Court has held
that when there has been such an illegal taking as this
there is a constitutional right to interest; therefore, in our
case, to the 1853 value must be added compound interest.
If this is compounded at a 5% interest rate from 1853 to
1964 (date of judgment) it will be multiplied 250 times.
Expressed another way the $29,100,000 judgment (for all
California Indians including the Pit River Indians) should
be increased to $7,275,000,000. Though this sounds large,
it is actually less than 1% of the value of the greater part
of the State of California.

The Indian Claims Commission based its consent
judgment upon (1) a stipulation signed by the Govern-
ment and all the attorneys for the Indians except the
attorney for the Pit River tribe; and (2) a purported agree-
ment by vote of the various Indian groupings. The Pit
River Indians never agreed to the stipulation, rejected the
settlement at an official tribal meeting which was held for
this purpose; and consistently advised the Commission
that they would not accept the settlement, the stipulation,

or the consent judgment or the payment of
any payments under the judgment. By
action the Pit River Indians of California have
that they will not accept their shares of the checks.

In any event, Congress has determined,

Claims Act, that nothing short of the actual

the claim will discharge the United States

of its liability’

in the Ind?

the checks, Of
official trib¥

decided

payment ©

“The payment of any claim, after its determind=
tion in accordance with this chapter, shall be 2

full discharge of the United States of a

and demands touching any of t
involved in the controversy.” 25 U.

(u).

Il claim$
he ma[lefi |
g. Code ‘

Incidentally, it has been uniformly accepted b}

agency of the Government and by all courts

Indian land is concerned, the only way

ferr.ed or sold or given up is by official triba
action of the members of the tribe, or assent.

individually, have ever been accepted by
as legal or binding.
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usjon, Wwe point out that the Pit River Indians of
rnia have “exhausted their legal remedies,”

ned a decision of the “highest court of the land” that
United States Government took their Jand in 1853 in

Jation of their right not to be deprived of their prop-
ithout due process of law (Fifth Amendment).

‘this Court is willing to defy such legal and
itional authorities, it must be at least recognized

settlement paying 1/12th of a cent per acre for this
e land is confiscatory.

Respectfully submitted

GROSSMAN, ACKERMAN &
PETERS

' CASANDRA DUNN, Fresno
M Ca

~ FRED  GABOURI,
~ Sherman Oaks, Ca.

~ GARY BASS, Seattle, Wash.
- JOE MUSKRAT, Fresno, Ca:
GEORGE DUKE, Berkeley, Ca.

RICHARD B. COLLINS, Jr.,
* Berkeley, Ca.

- ROBERT S. DONOVAN,
Berkeley, Ca.

" PANO STEPHENS, San
- Francisco, Ca.

PATRICK COYLE, San
Francisco, Ca.

' GEOFFREY A. BRAUN,

San Francisco, Ca.

'MONROE  E.
- Westwood, Ca.

- STEPHEN F. KUNKEL

PRICE,

DANIEL M. ROSENFELT,
- Angeles, Ca.

NID. H,

GETCHES,

have

June 22, 1979 : Page 15

- EXHIBIT A
June 5, 1970

TELEGRAM:
T0:

Sheriff, District Attorney,
and all Superior Court Judges
Shasta County, California

This office represents the Pit River Indians who have
Just occupied some portions of their land which is
claimed without legal justification by Pacific Gas and
Electric Company. In the event that you contemplate
any type of legal action, civil or criminal against the
Pit River Indians, or any of them, be advised of the
Jfollowing. Number one: The Government of the
United States, acting through the Indian Claims Com-
mission, has determined that the Pit River Indians
had title to this land in 1853 and in that year it was

illegally taken from them, Docket No. 347. Number
two:

Since 1853 the Pit River Indians have never
conveyed, sold or given up title to this land. Number
three: the Federal Government has the exclusive right
10 legislate and administer in the field of Indian
affairs in general, and the ownerhship of land illegally
taken from Indians in particular. Therefore any
action against the Pit River Indians taken by any
respresentative of the State of California or any of its
subdivisions would violate the exclusive authority of
the Federal Government. Number Four: if you
should act in any way against the Pit River Indians
You would be in violation of the Federal Civil Rights
Act in that you would be depriving them of their
rights under federal law. As you know, the Civil
Rights Act established the illegality of state action,
and also establishes individual responsibility of any

state officer or official who participates in such a
violation.

GROSSMAN, ACKERMAN & PET, ERS
By: Aubrey Grossman
1095 Market Street
San Francisco, Ca.
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owing memorandum waqs
District Court June 22, 1970,
ttorney Robert W. Baker.

filed in Burney
by Shasta County

o
ITY OF SHASTA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA.

The People of the State of California,
; plaintiff,

vs. Richard Oakes, et al.,
Defendants.

; NDUM OF POINTS AND A UTHORITIES
PPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS

L INTRODUCTION

ants have filed a so-called “Motion to Dismiss
tion to Acquit, Demurrer, Motion to Estab-
utionality of this Prosecution, Motion to
Pacific Gas & Electric Company.” The
of the motion is representative of its
A motion to dismiss can only be granted
f the District Attorney or by the court on
- (Penal Code no. 1385). A motion to
otion only recently recognized by the Penal
only be granted by the court at trial either
istrict Attorney has rested his case or after the
ation of all the evidence (see Penal Code No.
and then only under specific conditions not here
nurrer, of course, can only be granted for
ons set forth in Penal Code No. 1004. It is
nat such defect must appear on the face of
Moreover a demurrer must “distinctly
of objection to the accusatory plead-
- Code No. 1005). This, of course,
to do. ;
tablish Unconstitutionality of this
course not recognized in the Penal Code
this motion or why this prosecution is
‘nowhere set forth in defendants’
n, the one to prosecute Pacific Gas
>qually ridiculous. It would make
based on the same legal grounds
l0tion to prosecute every land-
icensee or other person occupying
in the northeastern section of this
sections of Modoc, Lassen and

Il. LAW OF THE CASE

The entire legal argument advanced by the defendants
is based on a complete misinterpretation of a claim of tl}e
Pit River Indians filed with the Indian Claims Commis-
sion. (7 Ind. Cl. Comm. 815 (1959); 13 Ind. Cl. Comm.
369 (1964). Defendants assert that case held (1) the Pit
River Indians held “Indian title and exclusive title” to the
subject property and (2) that the land was illegally taken
by the United States Government, by the adoption of a
Statute in 1853.” This is a complete misstatement of this

case. In fact the Indian Claims Commission held (7 Ind.
Cl. Comm. at p. 862)

“It was not until the Battle of the Infernal
Caverns on September 26-28, 1867, when peti-
tioner Indians were decisively overcome and
their power to resist white domination was
broken. While this probably as accurately as
any date marks the physical taking of peti-
tioners’ title, the expiration of the period for
registration of land titles in California under
the Private Land Claims Act, . . . and the
Passage on that date of an ‘Act to Provide for
the Survey of the Public Lands of California
and the Granting of Preemption Rights to Set-
tlers’ legally terminated petitioners’ right to
assert land claims, effectively classed the land
here involved as part of the public domain and
thus constitutes the date of taking of Indian

title to the land described in our Finding of
Fact No. 25.”

That Commission at no tim
illegality in the taking;
public domain by virt
The Indian Claims C
ment between the
Indians. This decisio

e indicated there was any
in fact it said title passed into the
ue of U. S. Statute (9 Stat. 631).
ommission also approved a settle-
United States and the Pit River

n became final in 1964 (13 Ind. CI.
Comm. 369) and was never appealed to the Court of

Claims or the United States Supreme Court which was

the right of the Pit River Indians at that time (see 25
U.S.C.A. No. 705).

Moreover, it is clear that Indian title is not exclusive in
the absence of a treaty with the United

States or a grant
from the United States. U.S. vs. Santa Fe Ry. Co., 314 U.
S. 339; 86 L.Ed. 260. In the absence of such a treaty or

grant, Indians have only a right of Occupancy which is not
a property right and such right « . . may be terminated
and such lands fully disposed of by the sovereign itself
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bligation to compensate
ited States of unrecog-
ble under the Fifth
S 348 BN S
Am.Jur. 2nd,

without any legally enforceable o
the Indians . . . taking by the Un
nized Indian title is not compensa
Amendment.” Tee-Hit-Ton Indians
272 at 279, 285; 99 L.Ed. 314; See also 41
Indians No. 23.

It is surprising counsel for the defendants overlooked a
California Supreme Court decision that specifically held
that a party claiming under a patent holds title free of an
Indian possessory title when the Indian claimant failed to
file a claim with the Lands Commission pursuant to the
1851 statute above cited. Harvey V. Barker, 126 Ca. 262
(1899). In a well written opinion which is conclusive on
this court the United States Supreme Court affirmed this
decision. Barker v. Harvey, 181 U.S. 481; 45 L.Ed. 963

4

Jack Fallon, PG&E attorney: “. . . this coénp;ny
has paid money for record title directly from the

United States government for this land.”. = =

z
%
% %

(1900). See also Botiller V. Dominguez, 130 U, g i
. 238,

L.Ed. 926

upheld the constitutionality of the 1851 statute,

The statement of defendants that the Prosecutioy,
no evidence that Pacific Gas & Electric COmpany ha

the subject property is false. OWng

CONCLUSION
Defendants’ motions should be denied.

Dated: June 22, 1970.
Respectfully submitted,

/s/ ROBERT W. BAKER
ROBERT W. BAKER
District Attorney and Attorney

for Plaintiff.

_ The Botiller casc incidentally spe.ic b))
Ica]|,

A




The Power chart foldout

The companies alopg the top of the chart are the largest in Shasta County. The
lines between the various company names indicate how the firms are interlocked
through common directors and: or overlapping ownerships as of early 1970.

Some of the specifics on the large businesses in Shasta county are compiled on
the pages following the chart.

The chart is based on research done by community groups in the Pit River area.

The Pit River Indian claim of nearly 3.5 million acres covers property in Lassen
and Modoc as well as Shasta County.

Community groups settled on using Shasta County as a representative sample of

how the Indian land is being exploited by large national corporations. Similar
conditions prevail in the other counties.
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PG&E is the largest business in Shasta County. It
owns 52,525 acres with an assessed valuation of over
$320,000,000. This great wealth is concentrated in the
series of dams and powerhouses along the Pit River.

PG&E is the largest privately-owned power company
John F. Bonner,

Deltona Corporation

Macro Island Dev. Corporation
K. C. Christensen,

Gas Lines, Inc.

Natural Gas Corp. of Calif.
Standard Pacific Gas Lines
Pacific Gas Transmission Co.
Alberta Natural Gas

Alberta & Southern Gas Co., Ltd.

Ransom M. Cook,

Wells Fargo Bank

Wells Fargo International Corp.
Cutter Labs

Industrial Indemnity

Litton Industries

Wells Fargo & Co.

James F. Crafts,

Firemen’s Fund Insurance

California State Chamber of Commerce
Children’s Hospital, SF

National Industrial Conference Board
National Newark & Essex Bank

United California Bank

American Express Co.

Amex Holding Corp.

Stanford Calif. Bank

Charles de Bretteville,
Bank of California
Shell Oil

Safeway Stores
Western Union

Robert H. Gerdes,

Gas Lines, Inc.

Standard Pacific Gas Lines

Natural Gas Corp. of Calif.

Pacific Gas Transmission Co.

Alberta Natural Gas Corp.

Pacific Gas Communications Co.

Fund America

Russell Giffen,

Giffen, Inc., farmer of 130,000 acres in

San Joaquin Valley and second biggest

recipient of public welfare in state. In

1969 over $3 million for growing crops

~ and not growing crops.

in the world. It has close ties with the giants in
banking and oil. PG&E directors and the other
companies and organizations in which they hold

directorships are:

James M. Hait,

Food Machinery Corp.
Interpace Corp.

Wells Fargo Bank
Varian Associates
Georgia Pacific

Red O. Hunt,

Crown Zellerbach

Pacific National bank
Crocker-Citizens Bank

General Reinsurance Co.

Singer

Union Oil

Canadian Imperial Bank

National Industrial Conference Board
Crocker National Corp.

Elliott McAllister,

Bank of Calif. International
Del Monte

Rhodes Stores

Cypress Lawn Cemetery

Porter Sesnon,

Fibreboard

State Auto Association
State Taxpayers Association
Cate School

Cypress Lawn Cemetery
Mills College

Porter Estate Co.

Watkins Johnson

Air California

Emmett G. Solomon,
Crocker-Citizens Bank

Provident Securities

Stanford Research Institute

Mills Hospital

Crocker Estate Co.

Fibreboard

Sierra Railroad

Crocker Land Co.

Clorox

Merced Water Co.

West Bay Community Association
Suburban Realty

Universal Land Co.

Mills College

U.C. School of Business Amdinistration
Pacific Telephone

Metropolitan Life Insurance

Carl F. Wente,
Bank of America National Trust & Savings Assn.
Foremost-McKesson



Pacific Telephone is the second largest business in
Shasta County. On only six acres of land it holds an
: assessed valuation of over $27,000,000. PTT is owned
E by ATT, the largest phone company in the world, the

largest corporation in the world. The corporation is
into such things as manufacturing communications

*’Juome W. Hull,

- Crocker-Citizens Bank

?'.‘»“PSA (airline)

- New York Life Insurance
‘Occidental College

LA & Calif. Academy of Science

P: 'E. Hornsby Wasson,

~ Standard Oil of Calif.
Stanford Research Institute
- Emporium Capwell

- Bekins Van

~ American Potato

~ U.S. Chamber of Commerce

- University of Chattanooga
~ Bell Telephone of Nevada
- Prudential Insurance

- Bank of America

{ Bankamerica Corp.

~ Robert M. Cunningham,
Security Pacific Bank
Bell Telephone of Nevada

g ATT

~ Daniel P. Bryant,

Page 24

equipment, transmitting network television programs,
handling top secret government communications,
space satellites, anti-Ballistic missiles. PTT directors
and the other companies and organizations in which
they hold directorships are:

Peter Cook,

Wells Fargo Bank
Emporium Capwell
Western Pacific Railroad

Christian de Guigne III,
Stauffer Chemical

Bank of California
Stanford Research Institute

Charles E. Ducommun,
Ducommun, Inc.

Lockheed Aircraft

Security Pacific Bank
Investment Corp. of America
Stanford University
Claremont College

Walter A. Haas,
(see PGE page)

Robert DiGiorgio,
DiGiorgio Corp.

Bank of America
Bankamerica Corp.
Broadway Hale Stores
Union Oil

NY Fruit Auction Corp.
Philadelphia Fruit Exchange
Newhall Land & Farming

William French Smith,
chairman UC regents
Pacific Mutual Life Insurance

Emmett G. Solomon,
(see PGE page)



Kimberly-Clark owns in Shasta County 82,806 acres
with an assessed valuation of over $8,500,000. It is
one of the largest distributors of paper products in
the world. It has plants in Japan, South Africa, Hol-
land, Mexico, England, Puerto Rico, Australia,
Singapore, Germany, Columbia, Italy, France, El

Salvador, Canada, Thailand, Philippines. Between
1968 and 1969 its sales in Japan increased by 50%;
Mexico, 30%; Philippines, 30%; and England, 20%.
Kimberly-Clark directors and the - other companies
and organizations in which they hold directorships
are:

k .‘I R. Kimberly,
~ First National Bank of Neenah, Wis.

G. M. Minard,

Kimberly-Clark, Canada
Kimberly-Clark Pulp & Paper
Spruce Falls Power & Paper
Kimberly-Clark Lumber Canada
Slate Island Mining

D. C. Slichter,

Rex Chainbelt

Northwestern Mutual Insurance
Mauty Paint & Varnish

First Wisconsin Bankshares Corp.
Lawrence University

Wisconsin Electric Power

First Wisconsin National Bank
American Appraisel

Western Publishing

Pelton Steel Casting

A. G. Sharp,
First National Bank of Appleton, Wis.
Irving Pulp & Paper Ltd.

J. S. Rockefeller,

First National City Bank, N.Y.
National Pacific Ralroad
Monsanto

National Cash Register

Pan Am World Airways
Indiana Spring Land

Cranston Print Work
American Museum of Natural History
First National City Trust Co.
Memorial Hospital for Cancer

Louis Quarles,

Miller Brewing Co.

Milwaukee, Chicago, St. Paul & Pacific Ralroad
Mariner Realty

Peter Cooper Corp.

Allen Bradley

Oyite Corp.

Marshall & Isley Bank Stock Corp.

Oilgear Co.

E. B. Fitzgerald,

Cutler Hammer

First Wisconsin Trust

First Wisconsin National Bank
First Wisconsin Bankshares Corp.
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es-Mirror  Corporation  (through  Publishe
t Products) owns in Shasta County 25,515 acrrez
h an assessed valuation of $2,000,000. Times-
or publishes the Los Angeles Times, second
gest daily newspaper in the United States. It also
four other dailies plus being merged with the
as Times and a Dallas TV station. Times-Mirror
ols lumber and paper mills, 190,000 acres of
rlands, a cable TV company (California, New
and Florida), a 263,000-acre ranch, a huge

I productlon outfit. Tlmes Mirror companies prmt
hone books for 800 communities, election ballots,

5 Angeles Times

LARGEST
CIRCULATION IN THE WEST, 982,075 DAILY, 1,317,220 SUNDAY.

charts and maps, medical and legal books, such
popular titles (hard and softback) as Mailer’s :4rmtes
of the Night, Dr. Spock’s baby book, the Beatles’
Yellow Submarine — and Popular Science and
Outdoo_r Life magazines. Times-Mirror International,
marketing arm of the publishing subsidiaries, last
year e.xpanded to Japan, Far East, Central and South
America, India and Pakistan. This year, the
Australian and European activities are * being
expanded. Times-Mirror directors and the other

cgmpanies and organizations in which they hold
directorships are:

A estern Industries

ute of Technology
ger Foundation
an Mutual Fund

er,

F. Daniel Frost,

Avery Products

Ralph M. Parsons

Signal Co.

Rohr Corp.

Tejon Ranch

Thomas V. Jones,

Northrop Corp.

Calif. Institute of Technology
LA World Affairs Council
Stanford University
Aerospace Industrial Assoc.
Industrial College of the Armed Forces
Dorothy B. Chandler,

UC regent

Center Theatre Group
Performing Arts Council

G. Keith Funston,
Olin-Matheson Chemicals
Metropolitan Life Insurance
Trinity College

Beekman Hospital

NY State Chamber of Commerce
Westover School

Publishing Seabury House
ewspaper Publishers Assoc. IBM :
e Republic Steel

National Aviation

Illinois Central Industries

Putnam Trust

Hartford Steam Boiler & Insurance
Avco Corp.

Chemical Bank

Frank L. King,

United California Bank

Western Bancorporation

U.S. Borax

Pacific Mutual Life Insurance
Pacific Indemnity

Cyprus Mines

El Paso Natural Gas :
United California Bank International
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Harry J. Volk,

Union Bancorporation
Western Airlines
Pacific Lighting Corp.

Simon Ramo,

TRW Inc.

TRW Semiconductors
Unionamerica

Union Bank

Lowell S. Dillingham,
Bank of Hawaii
Pioneer Mill
Hawaiian Cement
Hawaiian Land Co.
Oahu Sugar

Bank of America
Bankamerica Corp.
Western Airlines

Robert F. Erburu,

Pickett Industries

New American Library
Publishers’ Paper

World Publishing

Pfaffinger Foundation
Times-Mirror Foundation
Matthew Bender

Harry N. Abrams

Yearbook Medical Publishing
C. V. Mosby

Popular Science

Spaulding Pulp & Paper

Plan Hold Corp.

Fuller & Dees Marketing Group
Publishers’ Forest Products
Sanderson Films

Southwestern Co.
Times-Mirror Co. of New York
Times-Mirror School & Library Sen
TM Communications.




PGE--Squatter on the Public Domaip

By PETER L. PETRAKIS
San Francisco Bay Guardian

In early June of 1970, a group of Pit River Indians
occupied a campgroud along the Pit River in
Northern California that was controlled by Pacific
Gas & Electric Company. The Indians were re-
occupying a small part of ancestral lands which had
been stolen from their tribe. They were trespassing,
said PG&E.

The campground lies within a 3.5 million acre
parcel of land spreading over parts of four counties
that, according to the Federal Indian Claims Com-
mission, was unlawfully occupied by white settlers
who drove out the native Pit River Indians in the late
19th century.

After that, the Federal Government took over
some of the land and, in 1923, granted PG&E 2
license to erect power plants along the Pit River.

The nominal license fee did not grant ownership to
PG&E. But PG&E nevertheless has tried mightily to
create the impression that it does own the sites. A
typical part of its characteristic “public relations”
approach to disputing the Indians’ claim:

1. Having them arrested for “trespassing,” in collu-
sion with the sheriff, district attorney and justice of
the peace of Shasta County.

2. Asking the publisher of Hearst's San Francisco
Examiner to send a reporter to Redding to cover the
story when it became clear the Indians were getting
Sympathetic treatment by other papers (the Hearst
Corporation has large holdings in the area).

al Discovering a “tame” Indian, lke Leaf, then
writing a statement for him condemning the Indian
militants, flying him to Redding on a company-
chartered plane and arranging a press conference for
him in the sheriff’s office (invitations to the press sent
out by a PG&E public relations man, who also
presided over the meeting),

THE OWNER?

Under white man’s law, the existence of a license to
occupy land is reasonable evidence. Why, then, didn’t
PG&E produce the government license to back up its
assertions that it had a right to be on the Pit River?
Why did it instead keep talking as if it actually owned
the disputed property?

The probable answer: To bring up the matter of
licenses in such a dramatic story, the subject of
intense public interest, would have exposed a cover
story that PG&E and the other private utility com-
panies have been fostering for more than 50 years.

This is that they are bastions of individual
initiative, “taxpayers” carrying their own weight in
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society, competing under adverse circumst
a government that intrudes unfairly in the
“private enterprise.”

The plain fact is that the U.S, government set
the private power companies in the POWer businegg
PG&E, staunch defender of “private initiatiye:”

1. Has built built its entire hydroelectric generating
system on public lands and waterways under federa)
licenses which allow it to operate but own none of the
power-generating sites.

2. Has captured the power generation of irrigation
districts, water agencies and municipal, state and
federal projects — representing a public
of billions of dollars — and got
from the agencies and sold it back
large mark-up.

3. Has utilized a nuclear technology developed by
the public at a cost of billions, uses nuclear fuel
produced at expensive government plants by 5
publicly developed process that uses huge quantities
of cheap public power, and has its nuclear power
plants insured by the taxpayers because no private
insurer will risk coverage.

RIVER GRAB

ances with
domain of

investment
power dirt cheap
to the public at 5

It started in the early part of the century, when
technological advances were making it possible to gen-
erate power at locations remote from marketing
areas. Private power companies were grabbing up
power sites on the nation’s rivers, despite efforts by
President Theodore Roosevelt and others to develop
the sites in the public interest.

By 1920, the private power lobby turned the tide in
Congress. It passed the Federal Water Power Act,
which vested ownership of water power sites in the
people but also created the Federal Power
Commission with authority to grant 50-year licenses
to private and public utilities for power development
on the nation’s rivers. Only token charges were fixed
for the use of the water, and public recapture of sites
held by private power companies was made difficult.

Many licenses were issued to private power
companies and public agencies over the next few
years. So now, 50 years later, many licenses are due
to expire. This means that 18 percent of PG&E's
hydroelectric capacity is subject to recapture by the
public by 1975, and all of it by 2013.

To anticipate the license expirations, the Federal
Power Commission in 1964 set up procedures to
fecapture or relicense power sites that made an
already difficult recapture procedure even more diffi-
cult.

The FPC issued the original licenses on its own
authority. But now it will send its recommendations

g T



Congress for action, at least two
jjgense. €XPIres. If Congress does 1
fe;;apt“re’ a new license would be is
rocedure has been challenged, but ne
5o, for the _present, a mere licensing a
shrough private power lobbying,
 virtual grant in perpetuity
rivate corporations.

- Qver the past 70 years, several public agencies a]
have secureq water and power rights on Californsio
fivers and, in 1913, Congress tried to keep priVatZ
gtilities from benefitting from this granting of public
ights.
“gThat came in t_he Raker Act, which prohibited the
ity of San Francisco from selling private utilities the
ower it developed on the Tuolumne River from the
city’s Hetch Hetchy project while operating under 2
Federal grant.
~ But when Congress passed the Federal Water
power Act in 1920, it buckled under severe pressures
from utility lobbyists and deserted the public power
principles of the Raker Act.
Under the Water Power Act, several irrigation
~ districts and water agencies, as well as the State of
California, are free to sell public power from public
projects on public rivers to PG&E for resale to the
public.
WATER ACT

PG&E is making a killing off this public power,
precisely the sort of thing the Raker Act was designed
to prevent. Thus, PG&E exploits the public, not only
through its own plants, built on the public domain
under its own FPC licenses, but also by capturing the
power generated by public agencies at plants built on
the public domain under their FPC licenses or federal
grants.

Historically, any time a public agency has wanted

"to dam a California stream, PG&E has followed a
consistent pattern: Get the power into the PG&E sys-
tem, or fight the project. g

For example, PG&E and other private utilities
fought the formation of the East Bay Municipal
Utilities District in 1923. But PG&E and EBMUD
have since worked out a cozy relationship.

Since EBMUD completed Pardee dam in 1928,
PG&E has been getting all EBMUD power. EBMUD
has never made even a gesture toward getting into‘t.he
power business, even though the Municipal Utility

"District Act of 1921, which permitted the creation of
EBMUD, authotized the district to go into the
Power, water and even the telephone business.
: TWO EXCEPTIONS
Over the years, PG&E has captured every
Eenerating irrigation district and water agency in
northern California, with the exception of two — the
Turlock Irrigation  District and the Modesto
igation District.
In 1952, PG&E commissione

years before g
Ot recommend
sued. The new
t tested legally.
Irangement hag
been perverted intc;
of public Property to

power-

d an official 367-page

William Bennett, former member of California
Public Utilities Commission and currently serving
on the State Board of Equalization: “. . . the
important thing to know is you and |, in a sense,
don’t have the power to correct those (wrongs)
except through organization, union and num-
bers. . . and that's what has to be done.”

company history, titled “PG&E of California: The
Centennial Story of Pacific Gas and Electric Com-
pany, 1852-1952,” written by C. M. Coleman. In it is
found this pithy summation of PG&E’s attitude to-
ward public developments on the public rivers:

“Although the Company fought hard to preserve
itself from government competition, it always will-
ingly gave cooperation to worthy public water
projects.”

To PG&E, a “worthy public water project” is one
in which the public surenders its most lucrative
product, electrical energy, to PG&E.

This, then, is the historic PG&E pattern:

1. Let a public agency build the most expensive
parts of a hydroelectric project — the dams and
canals — which PG&E would otherwise have to build
and pay taxes on, then contract with that agency to
deliver the falling water to the nearest PG&E power
plant.

2. Or, better yet, let the public build hydro power
plants too, then get the power into the PG&E system
at low, fixed annual rates, under long-term exclusive
contracts.

3. Make it clear tq.irrigationists and municipalities
that PG&E will block public projects if the power
contracts are not signed with PG&E.

4. All the while, wage vigorous publicity cam-
paigns to convince the public tha.t public water anq
energy from public water are log'lca.lly and ideologi-
cally separable — that the public 1mpogndment of
water on a public river, and its distribution thrpugh
public systems, is “a worthy public water projec
while the distribution of the inevitable byprod:
the release of that public water — public po




the expression of an alien and subversive philosophy.

5. Pose as an. altruist and argue that PG&E’s
piddling payments for this public power are ‘helping
irrigationists and municipalities to pay for their water
projects, which could not otherwise be built.

6. Condition the public to ignore the fact that, if
PG&E had exercised its self-celebrated “individual ini-
tiative” and built these projects for its power
purposes, water users would still be getting the bene-
fits from stored water that they now enjoy.

Today, 10 public agencies in California generate
power for PG&E. Seven of them are under exclusive
long-term contracts to PG&E, delivering all their elec-
tricity at low fixed annual fees to the company. One
of them, the State Department of Water Resources, is
under contract to deliver 56 percent of the power gen-
erated at the $500 million Oroville Dam to PG&E
and the rest to Southern California Edison and San
Diego Gas and Electric Co. until 1984. After that, all
the power from Oroville Dam will 80 to PG&E.

BIG PROFIT

From all these public a

gencies, PG&E gets 10 per-
cent of the electricity

it sells to the public. PG&E gets
this power so cheap, and marks it up so high, that
public power accounts for 25 percent of the com-
pany’s annual profits from electricity sales.

The Turlock and Modesto Irrigation Districts, the
only two in California to do their own electrical retail-
ing, charge 33 percent less for electricity than PG&E
does in the irrigation districts the company has
captured. And the Turlock and Modesto Irrigation
Districts pay for their projects without any “help”
from PG&E, of course.

In reality, water at the tap and water power at the
wall plug are merely different manifestations of the
potential energy of water stored at high elevations.
Yet, because of PG&E-generated confusion, citizens
who would become enraged to learn that all the water
behind a public dam had been diverted to a private
corporation for resale to the public are not at all
shocked to learn a private company is selling them
their own electricity.

PG&E confuses the public at every turn. When

PG&E builds a dam on a public river, it is called a
“power dam,” even though downstream water users
may benefit from the resulting year-round water
supply. When irrigationists, or municipalities, or the
state or the federal government build a' dam, PG&E
propaganda conditions people to think of it as a
“water supply,” though electricit

y, in vast amounts,
may be produced from it — for PG&E.

‘WATER’ PROJECT

Today’s multi-billion dollar
Project should be called a “power
since an immense amount of el
from the state’s impounding of
behind Oroville dam.

California Water
and water project,”
ectricity will result
Feather River water

But PG&E and the other private utilit
openly fighting this project, for _the simple r
they are getting all the electricity from
water project’s $500 million Oroville faciliti
ing it back to the public at exorbitant
according to the classic PG&E line, makes
plan.”

The State Water Resources Departmen
than a generator of power for private utilit
will buy power from them to help p
through the California Aqueduct that wil]
from north to south in the California Wate

The Water Resources Department hag contracted
to sell the power output of Oroville Dam — 3 billion
kilowatt hours a year — to the private utilities for 5
low fixed annual fee of around $20 million.

MORE MONEY

The utilities, in turn, will sell this hydropower tq
the public during the peak daylight and ear]
hours — and get an estimated $42 million
revenue for doing it.

Then to supply the Water Project with the power
for its pumps, the utilities will turn around and
deliver 10 billion kilowatt hours of their thermal
power to the state during the off-peak hours. That
will cost the state $26 million a year.

The utilities will sell the pumping power to the
State at cost, but they nonetheless will profit greatly
from it. For it will enable them to keep their power
plants running steadily and not Just during the peak
hours of general public demand, and thus avoid the
heavy costs involved in shutting down and starting up
steam generating plants,

There’s an ecological as
amount of water to be
Oroville reservoir

ies aren
€ason that
the public
€s and se])-
rates. That
it a “water

t is more
ies. It alsg
ump water
carry water
I Project.

Yy evening
a year in

pect to this, too. Since the
let out of the water project’s
increase as  Southern

since the private utilites ha
power from Oroville D
Southern California bec
the others will profit.

CAN'T LOSE

Even if political Opposition or legal injunction were
to stop the badly

_ conceived and possibly illegal
California Wat

er Project, the private utilities will
come out on top.

Oroville Dam already is built, the contracts for
power have been signed, and the utilities are getting
Oroville power.

Should the Proj}ect be blocked, or even delayed, the
yrate would be relieveq of part of its responsibility to
husband water at Oroville, ang would be able to
make larger

J water releases for Power generation to
the private utilitjes.

If }he Delta Peripheral Canal,
Oroville water and the Californig

V€ contracted for all of the
am, the more overcrowded
omes, the more PG&E and

last link between
Aqueduct, is not



ﬁﬁcal pressures will develop to

ces of water to send south. i lieina:

. would be a strong possibility that

come froxp sea-water desalinization p] ater
by the private utilities. plants,

E and other coastal utility compani

q . . €

to get 1nto that field and, with tl?ea;; mov-

f Water Resources, are now studying de::;lrt-'
in connection with thermal power it g t.ml_

- an order from Gov. Reagan. ation,

E also h?s offered the U.S. Interior Depart

the use of its steam plants at Moss Landingpan(;
Bay for experiments in desalinization in con

with power production. 2

AR PLANTS

Nuclear power plants are enormous heat
ducers, and studies by the Atomic Energy Com-
:on show that this heat can be used to convert sea

shen President Johnson announced this in 1964
%ndicated that the government would enter that
shock waves Were set up in the private power in-
The industry’s trade publication, Electrical
d, saw an “insidious” threat. “The alternative,”
lectrical World, “is for electric utilities 5

' ;... a responsible role in the supply of potable

other words, the private power companies are
ning to get into the water business. Thus, historic
nds are demolishing PG&E’s carefully contrived
- story that water projects are public business
ower projects are private business. To maintain
ir monopoly, PG&E and other private power com-
es must now get into the water business, too.
further advantage to private power companies is
t seawater desalinization could be done during
off-peak hours when shutdowns are SO
pensive.
The implication for principled ecologist-conserva-
fionist foes of the Water Project is that they may be
tting some covert, and unprincipled, support from
jant utility corporations of California. .
ause of their strategic position in the economic
f the state and their enormous political power,
ivate utilities have been able to rig things sO
whatever the fate of the Water Project, the net
ult will be a public capital investment for their
nef 1
ough Gov. Reagan has stopped the Upper Eel
r Development, the study is continuing. [his
on the north coast river has a direct relation-
0 the Oroville power contract with the private

itilities, and is specifically mentioned in the contract.
Section B-8 of the contract provides that, after
Resources can

5, the Department of Water
of water
ter than that to be

, for power generation, an amount
m Oroville Reservoir grea
tased from the Upper Eel River Development.

MORE WATER

5 ooT.t;zo?};,‘-:e; dECI River Development would build a
in Mendof aH‘l at Dos Rios, in the Coast Range
Willits andmo County, about 20 miles north of
dl‘OWn’ o would create a vast reservoir that would
reservatio:ql;ir;-m;lle Round Valley with its Ind'}an
Vihir the town of Covelo, 30 miles
to’It:::dpil;n for tbe Upper Eel River Development is
X ’ water into the California Aqueduct at the
queducts point of origin in the Sacramento-San
quin Delta and send it to Southern California.
2 This could relieve Oroville Reservoir of its role as
key‘ conservation unit” of water for Southern Cali-
fornia and allow the state to make greater releases of
water through Oroville’s powerhouses — not to meet
water demands in the south, but to generate power
for PG&E.
) Tt.le development also could counteract conserva-
thnlst opposition to the Delta Peripheral Canal. By
using water from the Eel River to supply Southern
California, the Sacramento River can be permitted to
flow at higher volume, flushing out the Delta and
preventing stagnation in San Francisco Bay. This will
mean maximum releases of water through the power-
houses at Oroville, for maximum generation of power
for PG&E.

‘...ORELSFE

Politically, this would be the alternative presented
to the public: “Let us build the Upper Eel River
Development, or the Delta and San FranciscoBaywill
be destroyed by diminished flow of the Sacramento

River.”
PG&E will have maneuvered the state of California

Grae horpe: “Why aren't you in here askin
PG&E to leave. They're the ones that are trespas
ing on the land, not the Indians.”
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into building a hydropower facility for PG&E at
Oroville whose generating potential nearly equals that
of all the PG&E dams in California, plus a new
source of public power for PG&E at Dos Rios, plus
an off-peak market for PG&E’s thermal power.
Alternatively, if the Eel River is not developed,
there will be a brand new product to be sold by
PG&E — desalinized sea-water for the California
Aqueduct, generated at PG&E’s nuclear power plants.

The key to the control PG&E and the other private
utilities have over public water power projects in Cali-
fornia, apart from their ability to buy politicians and
dominate newspapers, is their monopoly on thermal
electric generating plants, ;

Hydro power, which is all PG&E permits the
public to generate is variable. If fluctuates daily and
seasonally, as well as from year to year, depending on
annual precipitation. Therefore, to make it salable for
modern power demands, which are comparatively
steady, it must be firmed by thermal power.

Since private companies have a monopoly on
steam plants in California, it gives them enormous
coercive powers over public agencies in disposing of
public power. The companies tell the public in effect,
“You will sell your power to us, and on our terms, or

You won’t sell it at all.”

PG&E IN CONTROL

In 1941, when the Bureau of Reclamation first
asked Congress for funds to construct a steam electric
plant at Antioch to firm the power from Shasta dam,
and build transmission lines down the Sacramento
Valley, the result was a parade of PG&E executives,
lobbyists and attorneys that has never stopped.
Result: The Central Valleys Project still has no steam
plants, the federal project still is at the mercy of
PG&E.

The California Water Project was originally
designed to include a statecowned nuclear power
plant, which together with the hydro power, would
have made the project independent of outside sources
of power to operate its pumps. The plant has not yet
been ‘authorized, though any observer of the private
utilities in action knows that is intended to mean
forever. Result: The private utilities will get $39 mil-
lion from Water Project power, plus an additional
$26 million payment for power from the Project
itself, plus more economical performance of their
steam plants and therefore greater profits.

More recently, PG&E blocked legislation which
would have given the Northern California Power
Agency, an association of 11 small municipal power
cities, authority to jointly finance and construct a
thermal power plant to serve their growing power

demands. The bill had been passed by the State
Senate, 21 to 4. Originally scheduled for the Assem-
bly Local Government Committee, where proponents
thought their bill had a chance, PG&E lobbyists got

private utility Commerce and Public Utilitjeg C

- has 1) refyseq to
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the bill switched at the last minute tq the

eavily Pro
OMm;,,

tee by Assembly Speaker Robert T, MOnagan "

T’f;bys)érvers on the scene saw evidence thag
private power lobby had done an advance job op the
committee member.s. The lobbyists Were we); rthe
resented in the audience. Assem.bl,yman Kent %
Kern County wryly asked the bill’s author, ge, Fy of
Marler of Shasta Coupt'y, how he fe]t about ¢ i ged
0 ol
utilities, “as private utilities are.” He wag Teferring
course, to the private utll.lt}es’ Pet project, the él:f
bill to tax public power cities, Al_3 908, recently Withy
drawn for the time being by its nomipg) e
William T. Bagley. ; 5

The committee, made up entirely of soyther, Cali.
fornia conservatives, and headfad by Robert Badham
of Orange County, did not give the Rorthern ;-
fornia cities a single vote.

Having fought successfully for decades tq keep the
United States government and the government
California from building steam plants in the state, the
private utilities are not about to let 11 little citjes do it,

The cities’ desperate search for new power Sources
is based on the fact that the Central Valleys Project
cannot supply additional power to its preferreq Cus-
tomers (public power cities) after 1980. |y 1967,
PG&E forced the Bureau of Reclamation into an
agreement that prevents the Bureau from accepting
new preference customers or any new source of
supply without the consent of PG&E and limits the
amount of power CVP can supply to its existing pre-
ference customers to their estimated 1980 require-
ments.

The leverage PG&E used to get this lopsided agree-
ment out of CVP was its monopoly on steam plants,
on which the CVP is forced to rely for firming and
making salable its Shasta hydro power. The multi-
billion dollar federal CVP, and the preferred cus-
tomers that are eligible to receive its power, are
securely in PG&E’s vest pocket, barring future law-
suits for anti-trust violations.

FCC STACKED

The Federal Power Commission has retained juris-
diction to modify the 1967 PG&E-CVP agreement,
but little hope lies in that direction: The chairman of
the FPC is pro-private utility, and a vice-president of
the Arizona Public Service Company is about to pe
appointed head of the FPC Bureau of Power (he wil
also continue on the company payroll).

: Meanwhile, PG&E continues to encircle the l 1
cities. During recent hearings before Sen. Philip
Hart’s Anti-Trust ang Monopoly Subcommittee, R-
W. Cowden, NCpa secretary, disclosed that PG&E
Wheel public power to NCPA cities,

ep\

2) grabbed Up all potential sources of non-PG&,E
power that the cities could use, including public
Power from irr

Irrigation districts and water agencics.




er from the Sacramento Munici ili
ancho Seco. nuclear power l;:::: ltlxtrigty
also I.Jr.uon Oil's geothermal steafxrl
used to join with the cities to construct
ts, 4) sponsored the Bagley bill 5)
slation permitting cities whose cha’rters
the matter to issue revenue bonds for
¢ systems, 6) had the NCPA banned
ership in regional utility councils. To this
~w be added PG&E’s maneuvers to block
oan,and the lobbying effort to block the
building their own thermal power plants.

. obvious intention is to put the 1 i
ities out of business and consolidate1 121311:
 of the public domain.

on to NQPA: Move tp recapture some
censes coming up for expiration in the next
under provisions of the Water Power Act

LE has even more ambitious plans for the
future of nuclear power.
Iready has one nuclear power plant at
y near Eureka, and another nearing
Diablo Canyon near San Luis Obispo.
re are being planned. In late September,
nnounced it will purchase a quarter billion
rth of uranium fuel in 1971.
y will buy crude, un-enriched uranium
2 mining companies and turn it over to the
rgy Commission, which will purify it to
- proportion of fissionable uranium-235,
irn it back to PG&E.
- enrichment process is carried out at three AEC
5, including those at Oak Ridge, Tenn., and
ah, Ky., that are in the service area of the Ten-
Authority.
ng to the FPC, industrial TVA power costs
much as PG&E and other private
= cost to PG&E for having its uranium

by the government Will be greatly
of cheap federal

b

vernment had to buy power from a private
Eoh luranium for PG&E, its power bills
cally double, and this would be reflected
in the cost of nuclear fuel for PG&E.

xE will receive another indirect public
form of cheaper nuclear fuel, processed
blic TVA power that PG&E and other
s condemn as ugocialistic” when it 1s
by the public. _ .
1st another typical chapter 11 the story ©

u i i i he poli-
huge public parasite that dominates t
the state, g:)mpels the public t0 c.reattla \l/:isst

in i the ublic’s 1ands
QS e e E idates the

| technology, buys off and intim!

r .
Et:ts: a{‘}‘glf’-t‘./en [écks the men who “regulate” it on the
ities Commission and
i the Federal Power
PG&E doesn’t i
y see it that way, however. Its official
biographer writes: /
tiallPGtiLE’s position at all times has remained essen-
olif' 1e same — that of a staunch defender against
gnd ical invasion qf a business successfully created
maintained by individual initiative and developed
according to the needs of a growing state.”

How PG&E
gets $67 million
of public power

D. L. Bell, PG&E’s vice president and treasurer,
recently put on a poor-mouth act for the State Public
Utilities Commission. PG&E, he maintained, must be
granted $67 million more a year in electrical revenues
so that it can “maintain its credit and financial stand-
ing” with major investors.

The Guardian examined PG&E's rate application
exhibit and discovered that, although Bell hadn’t said
so, PG&E already gets a public subsidy of $67 million
worth of public power.

The $67 million — $67.4 million to be precise — IS
that part of PG&E's annual revenue which comes from
its sale of public power. This is power generated at pub-
lic facilities such as dams, sold to PG&E cheaply and
then transmitted and sold to the public by the giant

utility.
It is by far the most profitable phase of PG&E’s
extremely profitable operations.

how the company made an
of 22 percent in 1969 from
If. However, its profits from
e even greater — a Stagger-

PG&E’s own exhibits s
incredible after-tax profit
the power it generated itse
the public power sales wer
ing 54 percent.

In dollar terms, that was a profit of $138,357,000 on
PG&E-generated power and $36,482,000 on the public

power sales.

That made total profits of $175 million — a figure
that would rise by $40 million if PG&E is granted its
plea for $67 million more in revenue.
uld be passed on the public agencies

d huge tax-free capital investment
s for PG&E. Their fees are fixed

None of this WO
which have create
and profit windfall
under long-term contracts.
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TOTAL INSTALLED CAPACITY
PG&E hydro plants: 2,074,000 kilowatts

PG&E-captured public hydro plants:
2,497,000 kilowatts

Page 34

California’s rivers belong to all qf us — and
so do the sites where dams are built and elec-
trical power is generated. But who occupies
many of the sites, generates power fmd sells it
to us? PG&E and other private utilities.

The utilities don’t even pay much for this
lucrative privilege. They operate under federal
licenses which are granted for a nominal fee
and are good for 50 years.

After the licenses expire, the public could
take back the power generating sites — but
only theoretically, thanks to private utility
pressure on the Federal Power Commission
that has subverted temporary licenses into
grants in perpetuity.

Private utility holdings straddle almost all
California rivers, as this map shows. The dates
listed are the expiration dates of all 19 licenses
held by PG&E and some held by Southern
California Edison. : ,

20

Bakersfield

@ Los Angeles




on public rivers

1 HUMBOLDT BAY PG&E nuclear power plant
first of many contemplated by PG&E and other’
private companies along the California coast. These
plants utilize fuel manufactured in government
plants, and a technology developed by publicly
financed research at a cost of billions. Public also
insures these plants, because no private insurance car-
rier will take the risk.

2 McCLOUD AND PIT RIVERS Installed
capacity: 656,000 kw. Oct. 23, 1973. July 31, 2011.

3 PIT RIVER INDIAN LANDS The government
grabbed 3.5 million acres in Siskyou, Modoc, Shasta
and Lassen Counties from the Pit River Indians be-
tween 1854 and 1890. In June, Pit River Indians
reclaimed their land and PG&E arrested them for
“trespassing” on PG&E-operated campground.
Arresting agents never asked PG&E to produce proof
of ownership, and PG&E has never produced it.
PG&E operates its Pit River powerplants on a federal
license that expires Oct. 23, 1973. License is now sub-
ject to capture by public agencies. If not captured,
PG&E’s license will be renewed for another 50 years.

4 NORTH FORK FEATHER RIVER Installed
capacity: 628,000 kw. Sept. 30, 1982, Sept. 30, 2003,
Oct. 31, 2004.

5 BUCKS CREEK Installed capacity: 52,500 kw.
Dec. 31, 1968.

6 EEL RIVER Installed capacity: 52,500 kw. Dec.
31, 1968.

7 YUBA RIVER, NORTH FORK YUBA RIVER,
SOUTH FORK YUBA RIVER, BEAR RIVER
AND NORTH FORK AMERICAN RIVER
Installed capacity: 139,000 kw. April 22, 1973, July 1,
1991, April 30, 2013.

8 BODEGA BAY Area set aside for a state pa,r.k
was grabbed by PG&E for a nuclear power plant. Bit-
ter public opposition arose. Application withdrawn
when it was revealed that plant would be within one
mile of the San Andreas earthquake fault.

9 ARENA COVE Proposed PG&E nuclear power
plant.

10 MOKELUMNE RIVER Installed capacity:
190,000 kw. Nov. 23, 1975.

11 STANISLAUS RIVER Installed capacity:
119,000 kw. Dec. 31, 2004.

12 LEE VINING CREEK (Southern California
Edison) installed capacity: 10,360 kw. Nov. 30, 1986.

13 SAN JOAQUIN RIVER Installed capacity: .

63,000 kw. Dec. 1, 1972, April 30, 1989.

14 SAN JOAQUIN RIVER Installed capacity:
33,000 kw. Feb. 11, 1973.

15 SAN JOAQUIN RIVER (Southern California
Edison) installed capacity: 155,000 kw. March 2,
1971. Feb. 28, 1999.

16 COLLINSVILLE Proposed PG&E nuclear
power plant.

17 DAVENPORT Proposed PG&E nuclear power
plant.

18 MOSS LANDING Large PG&E steam plant.
Army Corps of Engineers developed harbor largely to
bring in oil tankers to supply the plant with oil.

19 KINGS RIVER Installed capacity: 315,000 kw.
Feb. 27, 1972. March 31, 1985.

20 DIABLO CANYON PG&E nuclear power
plant, under construction.

21 TULE RIVER Installed capacity: 5300 kw.
April 30, 1989.

22 TULE RIVER (Southern California Edison.)
Installed capacity: 2200 kw. June 15, 1970.

23 KERN RIVER Installed capacity: 11,000 kw.
April 29, 1975.

24 KERN RIVER (Southern California Edison.)
Installed capacity 42,000 kw. Feb. 27, 1975. April 30,
1996.

25 OWENS RIVER TRIBUTARIES Bishop.
Birch and McGee Creeks. (Southern California
Edison.) Installed capacity: 30,000 kw. Nov. 30, 1986.

26 HOLLISTER RANCH SCE nuclear power
plant, under construction.

Sources:
PG&E rate application, 11970

PG&E annual reports to the state PUC
Bonneville Power Aurthority

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

California Department of Water Resources
California Irrigation Districts Association
San Francisco’s Hetch Hetchy Annual Report
California Power Users Association

PG&E promotional brochures

Federal Power Commission



i PGE’s captive

PG&E, that grand old champigp of
enterprise, has a new motto:. Let the Pubji,
3 Build Them. That is, let us build the damg ang

! powerhouses which generate Power, the, let
PG&E grab the power and resell it to us,

This map shows the public faciliteis PGy
uses to get dirt-cheap power which it sell 3
exhorbitant rates. (It is only 10 Percent of the
5 Z power which PG&E sells, but it accounts f,,

8 25 percent of PG&E’s annual POwer profj¢ of
’ $175 million.)
PG&E already has captured tpe Public
10 power generation of fi_ve irrigation diStl’icts,
two county water agencies, a Mmunicipal utiliteg
district and the California Water Project, ¢
Rasamento N also gets cheap federal power from the Bonne.
ville Power Authority.

o/ 2 But wait till 1984. By then, PG&E wij 5,
15 3 ‘getting the entire Power output of the State’s

% huge $500 million Oroville Dam.
17
San Francisco

[
N

fl’ee

18 24
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20

B akersfield

Page 36




IA RIVER Bonneville Power Au-
al power sold to PG&E, SCE, SDG&E
Department of Water and Power, Cen:
oject and State Department of Water
A sells 763,000,000 kwh to PG&E for
&E resells to public for $12,972 000

OAST RIVERS Legislation now peng-
e 20 state and federal dams on the Ee]
amath Rivers — to divert water t(;
lifornia and the southern San Joaquin
ably: More public electric power for pri-
s, including PG&E to sell back to the

ntral Valleys Project. PG&E gets sur-
m USBR’s power plants on Sacra-
and American River watersheds, uses
¢ demands. Sells thermal power to
JSBR cannot meet its load demands.
. can’t meet its load demands: PG&E
| construction of federal steam plants in
PG&E has also blocked construction of
mission lines, forcing USBR to pay
nsmit power to its customers, i.e., public

EEL RIVER DEVELOPMENT
Water Resources. Proposed expan-
rnia Water Project. After 1985, Eel
d be fed into the California Aque-
this source, plus other north coast
uce need for water conservation at
oir on the Feather River, permitting
eleases for power generation at
gor demand by PG&E.

RIVER California State Depart-
Resources. Sells 2,846,000,000 kwh 'to
SDG&E for $16,000,000. Companies
for $48,382,000. After 1984, all
wer will go to PG&E Jan. 31, 2007.

XK FEATHER RIVER Oroville-
tion Districts. Sell 386,000,000 kwh
488,000. PG&E resells to public for
Mar. 31, 2009.

ER Yuba County Water Agency.
kwh to PG&E for $240,000. PG&E
or $1,513,000. April 30, 2013.

ER Nevada Irrigation District. Sells

¥,
Bt

[8

350,000,000 kwh to PG&E for $1,577,000. PG&E

resells to public for $5,950,000. April 30, 2013.

C9 MIDDLE FORK AMERICAN RIVER Placer
ounty Water Agency. Sells 839,000,000 kwh to

PG&E for $5225,000. PG&E .
I s o ]1
$14263,000 Fobrogio0ast g s e

10 SOUTH FORK AMERICAN RIVER
Sacre'lmento Municipal Utility District. PG&E gets
peaking power from SMUD’s hydroelectric plants,
sells thermal power to SMUD to supply district’s
base load. PG&E will get thermal power from
SMUD’s nuclear power plant at Rancho Seco, now
under construction. July 31, 2007, March 31, 2007.

11 MOKELUMNE RIVER East Bay Municipal
Utilities District. Sells 90,000,000 kwh to PG&E for
$487,000. PG&E resells to public for $1,530,000.
Power rights granted to EBMUD in 1925, in perpe-
tuity, by special act of Congress.

12 STANISLAUS RIVER Oakdale-South San
Joaquin Irrigation Districts. Sell 374,000,000 kwh to
PG&E for $2,542,000. PG&E resells to public for
$6,358,000. Dec. 31, 2004.

13 TUOLUMNE RIVER San Francisco Hetch
Hetchy water and power projects. Congress in 1913
grants unprecedented rights to San Francisco to dam
Hetch Hetchy Valley in Yosemite National Park for
water and power development. Purpose: Public water
and power for San Francisco through publicly owned
distribution systems. Sale to private utilities expressly
prohibited. For 15 years, SF openly sold power to
PG&E for resale to the public, in violation of the
Raker Act. S.F. also sells power wholesale to Turlock
and Modesto Irrigation Districts, which then retail it
to their residents over public systems.

14 TUOLUMNE RIVER Turlock and Modesto
Irriation Districts. Don Pedro Dam and reservoir.
Power and water for districts’ residents over publicly
owned systems. San Francisco paid for half the cost
of Don Pedro dam, but let the districts have all the
power. S.F. has enough trouble get}ing rid of its
Hetch Hetchy power to preserve PG&E’s illegal
monopoly in the city, without adding Don Pedro

power.

15 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA A pl:eference
customer for the federal Central Ya.llley.s Project. The
Berkeley campus could save $5 million in IQ years by
buying cheap CVP power instead of expensive PG&E

Page 37



PGE's captive

power, a 1963 study showed. But PG&E refuses to
wheel the CVP power to Berkeley, in violation of con-
gressional power policy, and Cal Regents refuse to
buck PG&E.

16 SANTA CLARA Headquarters of Northern
California Power Agency, a group of 11 public power
cities in Northern California — Santa Clara, Palo
Alto, Lodi, Lompoc, Ukiah, Healdsburg, Gridley,
Biggs, Roseville, Alameda and Redding. PG&E is try-
ing to drive them out of the public power business by
refusing to wheel cheap federal power to them from
the Central Valleys Project and lobbying against
them in Sacramentq and Washington.

17 NEWARK End of the line for San Francisco’s
Hetch Hetchy power. There it passes through a
PG&E tollgate and into PG&E’s System. PG&E trans-
mits it 35-50 miles to supply SF municipal services
(22%) and out-of- town industrial users  (38%)
assigned to city by PG&E as a dumping ground to
keep SF from selling its own POWer to its own resj-
dences and businesses. PG&E’s annua) Wheeling

charge to SF: $2,000,000. SF’s annual loss of revenue:
$30,000,000.

18 MERCED RIVER Merceqd Irrigation District,
Sells 345,000,000 kwh to PG&E for $1,937,000.
PG&E resells to public for $5,865,000. June 9, 1974,

4.

public power agencies

19 CALIFORNIA AQUEDUCT Sa Luig Da
and power plant. Built jointly by State Deparmem o
Water Resources anq U.S. Bureau of Redamati()n
Power for water project pumps, surplug to PG
SCE and SDG&E. Supplerr?entfal Power wil] p, e
chased from private companies, Including PG&E

20 SAN LUIS OBISPO POWER PLANT.
flow from northern California wil] genera

ter project pumps.
w821 I?Y}iAMID POWER PLANT. Water flow o
northern California will generate power for SCE, i
Angeles, and Water Project pumps. Beip, buil
jointly by SCE and LA Dept. of Water and Powe,

22 CASTAIC POWER PLANT. Built jointly by
State Department of Water Resources and City of
Los Angeles. Power for water Project pumps and [ o
Angeles Deparment of Water and Power.

23 OWENS RIVER (Los Angeles Departmen; of
Water and Power) Water and power rights granted t,
City of Los Angeles by a special act of Congress,

24 KINGS RIVER Army Corps cf Engineers, Pine
Flat Dam. Federal government built a large dam,
reservoir and powerhouse, but dig not insta]]
generators.

25 CORRAL CANYON Proposed [ o Angeles
Dept. Water and Power nuclear power plant.

dter
t€ power f,
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Logging on Shasta forest service land

About 40% of Shasta County, nearl
1,000,000 acres, is held by the federa’l govern)i
ment. _The economic fruits from this public land
are enjoyed mainly by big business and not the
public or the Indians. The following table com-
piled from government figures lists the amounts
of timber in board feet bought and cut in

1965 1966 1967
Kimberly-Clark Nead Lumber Lorenz Lumber
86,333,000 6,260,000 29,700,000
Nead Lumber Scott Lumber Ki';‘;’ ;';y'Cla'k
6,490,000 4,600,000 g 1000
? Bunke
Rochlin s 406,000
14,800,000 L 000 Nead Lumber
Diamond National 5,500,000
Brightwood Lumber 26,400,000 ¢
16,500,000 Twin Harbors
3 Cheney-Grant 2,000,000
15,400,000
Lorenz Lumber it ;
15,340,000 Continantal International Paper
15,400,000 43,800,000
Trinco Eagle Lake
Lorenz Lumber 13.400.000
25,000,000 246,000 ,400,
] K Talco
Diamond National 1(1)‘3331630 21,000,000
23,000,000 = e Dinsmore Lumber
, mmerson
_ International Paper 22,200,000 43,1’,690’000
14,100,000 ; g
e Kimberly-Clark 12,000,000
iU'S: Plywood 55,719,000 Main Lumber
45,670,000 PGE o
: 2,300,000 B & D Lumber
Main Lumber Mot Taiber 4,300,000
28,500,000 i SP
e Kot 425,000
- South Fork Timber S. Fork Timber e o
i 00,000
15,480,000 47,100 9,100,000
A S. Fork Salvage
Cowning Lumber 1,880,000 Emerson
3,640,000 23,200,000
Carolina-Pac. SEUIET
& % 14,700,000 Lake Mt. Logging
Trinity Alps Lumber 1,430,000
35,800,000 Tefco
32,500,000 Scott Lumber
14,800,000
Mz"sss Ehigher B & D Lumber ;
s700:000 3 600.000 S. Fork Timber
y L 2,040,000
Frank Halbert International Paper Malaby
315,000 17,000,000 520,000
: PGE U.S. Plywood U.S. Plywood
900,000 24,800,000 166,000

Shasta National Forest by logging companies.
These firms pay the forest service for the right to
cut trees which they process into wood and
paper products. They make money off the public
land without any of the responsibility of prop-
erty ownership such as paying property taxes.

1968 1969 1970
Eagle Lake Eagle Lake Moore
38,800,000 42,000,000 4,157,000

Carolina-Pac. Commander Sierra-Pac.
15,180,000 23,400,000 36,800,000
Lorenz Lumber
Paul Bunyan 3,800,000
5,500,000 Lake Mt. Logging
2,500,000 Main Lumber
8,500,000
Cheney-Grant Diamond Nat.
2E000.900 12,300,000 U.S. Plywood
10,400,000

Lorenz Lumber

50820 000 Paul Bunyan Carolina-Pac.
23,600,000 33,019,000
Lazy J
398,000 Cheney-Grant Cheney-Grant
42,900,000 16,700,000
Trinco |
ekt
Klamath Ply. i)
2,850,000 ;
Diamond National AC Logging
21,000,000 Sierra-Pac. 5,500,000
19,000,000
Kimberly-Clark P“‘l’gFgZé'(ﬁ,B"d'
57,600,000 o
U.S. Plywood SP
Lake Mt. Logging 16,544,000 H972,000
yampan
200,000 Pub. For. Prod. 10,500,000
Bratton 12,800,000 Commander
7,300,000 9,000,000
Stange Lumber Georgia-Pac.
Crawford 500,000 38,000,000
41,600,000 2
Kimberly-Clark
Main Lumber Kimberly-Clark 19,984,000
12,300,000 38,959,000 Tritico
508
Lazy J 000
B&D 390,000 Schwartz
5,000,000 269,000
Halbert Arney Varwig
702,000 115,000 184,000
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The farm price support and acreage allotment pro-
grams were initiated in the 30s under President Roose-
velt. The original goal was to keep small farmers on
the land and out of big city slums by trying to insure
them of an adequate income for their crops. In a few
years the whole administration of the program was
turned upside down. It became a source of great sub-
sidy for big farmers. It weakened the position of
small farmers and forced them out of farming. In
recent years, for example, the two biggest recipients
of these crop subsidies (public welfare) in California
have been J. G. Boswell, who is interlocked with
Southern Pacific, Safeway Stores, Bank of Cali-
fornia, Caterpillar Tractor, Fibreboard, Del Monte,

and Russell Giffen, who has served on the p,
directors of PG&E and Food Machinery ¢,
tion. Here is a record of the crop subsidies the
companies have received in the last 4 years.

ard of
IPora.
Se twg

As this booklet was going to press, Congresg again
was considering legislation to limit the amoynt of sub.
sidies to any single grower.

Giffen Boswell
1966 $2,397,073 $3,313,633
1967 $2,863,668 $4,549 833
1968 $2,772,187 $3,458,200
1969 $3,333,385 $5,013,663
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documentary film

Sl DisPossEsseD

Dispossessed was shot in June 1970 during the initial attempts of the
River Indians to regain their ancestral tribal lands.

Production crew: Music:

George Ballis Buffy Sainte Marie
Maia Sortor Talbert Wilson
Judy Whalley

Peter Rand

I Am Joaquin, an epic Chicano film poem based
on the La Raza experience from the Aztec empire
ettt to the current farm worker movement. Produced
by El Teatro Campesino with George Ballis. 16
L mm color, 20 minutes. A prizewinner at San Fran-
cisco, Monterey and Foothill film festivals.

The Oakland Five, struggle of the Oakland black
community to make the school board honest and
democratic in the face of official repression. Pro-
duced by George Ballis, Ray Hemenez and Maia
Sortor. 16 mm black and white, 40 minutes.

booklet or the film may be reproduced in any form without written permission from George Ballis

Write for Quantity Prices on this booklet

(c) by George Ballis, 132 Monticello, Piedmont, Calif. 94611

(415) 655-7927
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