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Well, Barnes City is a part of the'
City of T8 Angeles.

That 1s the apparent effect 0[’
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properiy. He was represented by At-
torney
terdgy
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tion” to Brays'
handied by the City of Los Angeles

' by County Counsel Everett W.
‘ "Mittoon and. Deputy Claude H. Mec-
i Fadden, following ot a ocointy cgunsel
dplnidn that Barnes City is a part’ of
Toa  Anmeles City. Bray - -argugd
the former liftle circus town. is now .
uningorporated county territory.
Bebrind Bray's action lay two def-
ihite faetors, accerding to Attomeﬁ

l a

-Lindeman., One was that Barnes N,
adjoins the Venice oll fleldes and the
residents did not want to o through
the difficalties encountered by Venice

who said ves-.

that }

an appaal to the Distrtct (‘ourt of Ap-

'peal, - The Appeliate ourt reversed
the order vacating the default,

‘This apparently left Barnes City un-
incorporated county térritery and the
City of Tos Angeles took a petition to
the Supreme Court for a review, on
the ground that the -‘Appeliste docision
was Hot understandul-ﬁe The petition

wag denied withoil comment.
Mdare recentiy the Loa Angeles County

Counset _after 'a thordugh analysis of all
ra.ctora. w:m nf the n‘pmion that ‘g cen-
uolidaﬂbn ‘proceedings, voted Sept. 14,
1926, to add Barnes City to the City of
Loa Angeles had been effective despite |-
Bray'a attempt ta declare . the ‘town
eounty ferritory, Brays attempt was
begun ‘before, the consolldation was vot-
ed, @ colnty  edunsel 'held " the view
that there ‘had bean a ds “factd congoll-
da.tlon .

ITEMIZED HISTORY .~

Ap dtemised history of 'the high lights
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BARNES CITY CASE|:
- SUBMITTED, BY |
\, SUPREME CT.

The OLLE submif-
ted for e case involving the
question whether Barnes City is a part

of the City of Los Angeles or merely un-
incorporated county territory

An early ruling 1s expected as the ch[efi
Justice during the hearing of the matter |
on Sept. 15, at TLos Angeles, com-
mented that unless it is decided soon
it will not be of much service on the
uestion of whether L. A. city or L, A,
iz to levy taxes in the Barnes
City aredy "

The cage

#_brought by George A.
Bray, a prop owner {n the »distrlct,?
who asks a . to compel #he
county auditar to evy a county rgad tax
amgmﬂixbra{y?% against his hold-
Inge. The City of Los Angejes interven-
ed in the maiter on its own behalf.

Accerding to C. A, Lindeman, attorney
for Hray, property owners in the Barnes
City digtrict wish to refrain ffom cen-
soldation with L.’ A, City beecause of
the difficulty that might be encountered
in securing oil drilling permits from the
city council and planning commission,
and algo because the county tax rate i
$1.34 per hundred dollars lower than that
of the city, the city rate being §1.59 and
the county rate being 25 cernts.

Barnes City voted to censolidate with
L. A, City on Bept. 14, 1926, but the or-
iginal incorporation was thereafter con-
tested by quo warranto proceeding
brought by Bray. Despite an appellate
couyrt decision in that action, there 18
still mueh controversy over the question
of ‘the town's proper status. The Sup-
reme Court decision is expocted to clar-
ify the matier.
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‘QU Y ON BARNES

- CITY AGAIN UP TO
SUPREME COURT

N

Asks Writ of Mandate
Against County Auditor:
Court Acts Monday

ip- -—

L The State Suraeme Court will be
CMondany inoa neaw

nsked
ard independent aetion
to dedide whethvr Barnes City is o parl
of Los Angeles County or o purl or the
ity ol las Ang Les,

The aetion is o petitiong for
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writ of
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would  coinpel County Auditor B AL
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jeounty hriry tax apains his properts.

relusdl 1o do on
Harnes part

This the auditer has
Pthe ground that
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District Court of Appeal
fault judgment neot involved—this ap-
parently left Barnes Cily as a part ot
the county).

6., Attorney General
Court for review on

asks
ground

Supreme

.
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. 1. Barnes City Incorporated February '
13, 1926, ' T

2. Consolidated with City of L. A, at
ciection Sept. 14, 1926,

3. Proceedings to dissoive and declare’
Barnes City part of County, default
judgment so declaring, Aug. 9, 1927,

4. Default set aside Nov, 9 1927 and

-=! State appeals. :
/' 5 Order vacating default reversed by’

(merits of de- .

District

GCourt of Appeal decision not understand-

ahble.

without coemment.

7. Review denjed by Supreme Court |

8. Barnes City held de facte a part‘

. of City of Les Angeles by county coun-
se! epinior, August, 193¢ (all factors, in-

ccluding Appellate Court opinicn, were
considered).
9. Barnes City comended part of

‘county by property owners in amswer to
street foreclosure
L. A. (answer filed Sept. 4,
perior Court).

0. Is Barnes City part of county o
t part of City of L. A, cguestion submittea
‘to Supreme Court in new action by
Bra;', to be passed on by court next
Mcrday, Sept. 8 at San Francisco,

1930 in Su-

STATE iNVOLVED IN CASE

i originally the State wos inwolved
A quo warranto action brought by
C AL Bray, the same person who is
Cticner in thde case 1now hefore the
prome Court,

thre

{eo.
Jret-
su-

Liray contended Barnes ity wits -
tegally incorporsted and secured the Su-

J,'é cpetior Court default judgment holding it
S to be unincorporated coungy territory.

:'I‘ll\‘ Superior Court then  varated  this
default and the State took the appenl to
e Appellute  Court. The  appellate

cotirt reyvised the order
fiarlt.

This upparentiy Jeft Ruarnes
;in('urporalml county territopy
county eocunsel, ofter a thorough
yeis of ail faerors, was of the opininn
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suits filed by City of .
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anedl that th -

Fieta

1o fevy
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Tl AR 418 S
Bames City Ag'g;n Rt
Cuts Loose; Its In

County Once More

PBarnes City is reported back in
the county again, after resting in

tite arms. of the cily of los An-
geten sinee the recent findings of
County  Counsel  NMattonon, The
property gwners thereof, in pro-
lesting certoin Los Angeles  city
ussessments, disclahin the c¢ity’s

jurisdietion.

The city of Barnes, more or less
contiguous io the city of Los An-
oeles, Hes along Washingion Boule-
vard  between  Calyver City  and
Venlee. 1t is where Barnes (lir-
cus formerly wintepred,

Sope say it was incorporated in
1926 and shortly afterward conso-

liduted with  Los Angeles  city.
Others say it was  nol ineerpo
rated and ecould not have been

taken into 1he ¢ity of T.os Angeles
except by the annexation law amd
ihat this law was not invoked.
The argument has been in the
Superior Court, and the IMstrict
Court of Appeals, and the Cali-
fornin Supremo  Ceurt, and then
Connty Clounsel Muitoon tried to
gotile it after all gthers quite evi-
dently Tailed, He did have [t all
settled, and then Barnes ity
kicked loose again.
Quo warrantoe
hrought’ by George

proceedings
PBroy are now

pending against Barnes City and
1he ity of Ios Angeles, following
recem efforts by bonding com-

panies to collecet from sontehody,
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TAX;I&%%JIN
R

1 cgusy

Hundreds of Property
Owners Ask That Area be
Declared Purely Rural

SAN FRANCISCO, Sept 8. (#)—
Several hundred property owners of
the so-called Barnes City area of
Los Angeles today sought an order

from the State Supreme Court that,
if issued, would permit them fo pay
the comparatively low eounty taxes
instead of the higher tax Imposed
on property in incorporated areas.
The property owners wels repre-
sented by their spokesman, George
' H. Bray.
"~ Bray and the other pronerty own-
ers contend the land is unincorpo-
rated, while the County Auditor
points out the area was made a
, part of the city of Los Angeles, April
.11, 1827, Later, however, the incor-
poxatlon proceedings were declared
void and succeeding litigatlon so
snarled the status of the district
that the residents are not quite sure
whether they are urban or rural
dwellers.

Bray asked a speedy decision, be-
cause taxes are <ue November 1 and
further litigatisn i* probable unless

it 3 status of the district is settled. '

Atz <y
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Los Angeles, Californis,
Auguet 1, 1930

Mr. J. E. Rockhold
County Surveyor
Hall of Records

Dear 'Bir:

In your communcation of July 11, 1930, you inquired
as to the present gtatus of the territory lying within what
was formerly known as the City of Barnes City and, referring
$0 the recent deoision of the district court of zsppesl in the
case of People v. City of Barnes City, 62 0.A.D. 184 you
requested our opinion as tc whether this territory should now
be carried on the reeordes sa unincorporated territory.

For the reasons hereinafter set forth, it is the
opinion of this office that the terriiory above referred to is
now g part of the ineorporated territory of the City of Los
Angeles, and, for thie reason, should not be carried on the
records ar unincorporated territory. :

e believe that pefore the effect of the decision in
the distriot gourt of appeal and the present status of thie
territory can be determined, the facts should be adegquately
stated in their chromological order, and an anslysis of the
decision made,.

On October 5 1925, a petition for the proposed
incoxporation of & ci‘y to be known as Barnes City was pre-—
gented to the bosrd of supervisors. FProceedings were thereafter
had thereon, and, on February 13, 1926, a certifioate certify-
ing to the inoorpoxation proceedinge wag Tiled in the office
of the eeoretary of astate.

During the latter part of 1926, proceedinges were
instituted for the comsolidation of the City of Barnes City
with the City of Los Angeles, the queetion was submitted to a
vote of the people of the former oity at an election held
therein on September 14, 1926, followed by the adoption on
November 17 1926, of an ordinange by the council of the Clty
of Los angeles (Ordinance No. 56497) (New geries), approving such
consolidation. The certificate getting forth the consolidation
proceedings was not filed with the meeretary of state, however,
until April 11, 1927, which date wae subsequent to the commence-
ment of the quo warranto proceedings hereinafter referred to.

On February 1, 1927, a complaint in a quo warranto
‘eeding was filed by the a%tornay general in which complaint,
*ted in the opinlen of the appellate court, the court was

2 adjudge:

that the proeceedings purperting to incorporate
"he City of Barnes City are illegal and void;

the defendant be ousted and excluded from all
- .0lpal corporate rights, privileges and fren-
.18es over the desoribed territory; and



3. that said territory be adjudged to be unincor-
porated territory of the County of Loes Angeleg.'

The time within which the defendant in the quo warranto
proceeding must file its anewer had been extended from time to
time, and such time having expired, and no answer having been
filed, defendante defsult was entered onm May 7, 1927, {about
26 daye after the consummation of the consolidstion proceedings)
followed, on August 9 1927, by the entry of a default judg-
ment in favor of the plzintiff in accordance with the prayer
of the complaint ac hereinbefore set forth.

Two daye after the entry of the default judgment,
to-wit, on August 11, 1927, the City of Los Angeles made what
purported to be a speclal appearance in the case and gave
notice of two motions to he made on suguetl8, as follows:

One motion was for an order vacating the
defrult and setting sside the judgment, upon
the ground that the default and the judgment
were attempted to be taken sgainst a defendant
which by operation of lsw had prior thereto
been wholly dissolved and disincorporated (by

- wirtue of the comsolidation proceedings), and
that by reason thereof the court was without
Jurisdiction to entertain or pass upon any
of the matters set forth in the complaint;
and upon the further ground that the judgment
ag entered directly affecte lawfully incorpor-
ated territory of the City of Los Angeles,
over which the city ig and for a long time has
been exercising municipel control and juris-
diction.

The other motion asked that the action be
dismissed upon the ground that by virtue of
coneolidation proceedings the defendant City
of Barnes City on the 1lth day of April, 1927,
became dissolved, disincorporated and non-
exlstent; that the matter presented in the
action had become moot; that there has not
been, since #pril 11, 1927, any defendant
against whom a default or judgment could be
rendered and that the court is without juris-
diction to further entertain amaid proceeding.

On November 4, 1927, the plaintiff gave notice of
motion, %o be made on Rovember 10, 1927, for leave to sub-
stitute the City of Los Angeles ag party defendant and for
leave to file a supplemental snd amended complaint.

On November 9, 1927, the trial court made an order
which recited the fzct that by the judgment it appeared that
by esaid judgment it was deoreed that the territory formerly
within the limits of defendant city was unincorporated
territory; and thet it further sppeared that gaid default
Judgment was based upon a misspprehension of facts and that
said adjudiction of the status of the territory was not
within the issued tendered by the complaint and was not a
matter that could have been judicially determined in this
proceeding, snd that by reagson thereof eaid judgment is so
far as it attempted to adjudicate, determine and decree the
status of the territory was void and in excess of juriadiotion,
whereupon the court made the following order:

= N



~#s » » Upon the motion of the a.bavq enu.t;l.od.
- pourt, 4% is hereby ordered and decresd ihat
© the" um judgment be vacated apd get aAside ae
- wott and in excess'of jurisdigtiom, m the.
o aame :e'aeooﬂintly declared :mn m of no
o etfes

‘ y order of December 30 1927, the court.denied
platntifﬂc mﬁm for leave to file an aménded. complaint.

L+ By order of ‘Jamuary 12 1928, the court ordered
thtt thi dcfault He' set aside and the action dismisged.

On behalf of the plainti the attqrnny zmeral

appealsd’ fre\i thé order yeonting the ént and from the
order degying plaintiff's motion for leave to file an amend-
ad and . irdental complaint and to substitufe parties.

defendant, ‘and fron the udgment diemiesing the action. Ke
appeal from the défault judgment was taken by the defendant
Bawnes: City nor by its purported guccessoT in interest, the
City of Los Angeles.

~In paising upon the various matt_ern 1n:vul.ved
th: mlm% tourt held that the default was propsrly
entsred on May Tth, notwithetanding that the proceeding for
commblidatioh’ with the City of lor Angéles. ‘had’ been gomplet-
od: o the 11th day of April and’ that as no appesl was
taken frex-%Lhe judgment ntfun ity days ITom lts. sniry, -
and thers-being no motion for new trigl, the judgment on
Oosober &, 1927, becume final.

70 Thes ruling, Ia; based upan the conolu:ion that
by wirtué of the proviaium Séction 10 of the act under
which the conrolidation procsedings were conducted, it is
provided thatin the event of consolidation.ef l\lninlpal :
corporstions-under the =ci, any dotion Brought by or againet
one of “the .odnwdlidgted ati'pora.tinnu prioxy to the: eqnselida-
tion ¢hal¥ mot be affected thersby; but that all suok pra-
ceedingd shnll be contimied and conoluded by final judgment
or otherwide, in all respeots tha same as A: such coneelids-
tion had noi ‘been effected. In this rala.tton, the oom said:

LR 1% follows that upon April 11, 1927 the
City of Los Angeles, in taking aves she City
of Barnep City as & part of iiself, bec-me
sub ject o the perils of the pending litigaticn
agaipnet sald. céhy apd. tp all summonses . or .
vnoticea to whioh the o,rigtnal defepdant was
at the timp Bound to respend.. P;nintuf was
not bound $o° perve & new gupmong. s+ * 4

The appcna,te oourt almo. hcld nut the mpcrior
court did not ery in msking its _order pf Desember 30, 1927,
whereby 1t denied plaintifftis. mation -for leave to. tdq an
amended and suppl# sutal - @mla;n apd foz leaws. 36 sub-
stitute the Oity of Los kngeles as efondut ‘in-the action,
and that, "By the game toéke en it fonou:, that the mﬂmﬁ ot
dismigsal of tne aution was an'omun« ;



The fact that the proceedings for the consolidation
of the territory with the City of Los Angeles were actually
concluded and the certificate therein filed with the secre-
tary of stete, has, in our opinion, an important bearing upon
the question as to the present status of the territory. We
believe this to be particularly soc in view of the fact that
8s3id proceedings were inetituted prior to the commencement of
the quo warrsnto action attacking the originad incorporation,
and said certificate was so filed prior to the entry of the
judgment therein.

The law recognizes that although =2 municipal corpora-
tion may bot be a legal corporation, it may still exist aeg a
corporation in faet, 2t least until its existence is attacked
by the state; ae when there is s defect in the vproceedings of
incorporation. (1 MoQuillin 2nd ed. U74; Coe v. City of Los
Angelee, U2 Cal. app. 479.)

The courte of thie state have held that de facko

minicipal corporation mey legally perform every act which

the same entity could perform were it a corporation de jure.
its existence and acts are valid agdinst all the world, even
againat the state, exoept in direct proceedines by the state
to arrent its usurpatiog of power. (People v.La Roe, 67 Cal.
526.) Thue, 1% hac been held that acts of a de faoko corpora-
tlon in the exerciee of eminent domein are valid, (4 MoQuillin,
2nd ed. 361) and that municipal corporations de facto which
lgsue bonde crnnot offer aes & defense agsinst the bonds the
round that the munlcipality wae not regularly organized. .
%Rilay v. Garfield Twp., 58 Ken. 299, 49 rac. 853 Shgpliogh
v. San Angelc, 167 U. 5. 646, 651, 17 sup. ot. 95}, 2 L.ed.
310; Uvalda v. Spier, 91 Fed. 594, 33 C,C.a, 501.

We have no doubt that at the time the conesolidation
prooceedings were instituted the purported City of Barnes City
wag & de facto municipal corporation. In this connection, it
will again be noted that at the time of the filing of the
petition and of the holdinﬁ of the consclidation eleotion in
Barnes City on Septemnet 14, 1926, and the adoption of the-
Los Angeles ordinence approving the oongolidation, the quo
warranto proceeding attscking its original incorporation had
not been commenced. It should zlec be borne in mind that the
cartificate of conmclidat on was filed with the secretary of
state on April 11, 1927, while the default of the City of
Barnea City was not entered until May 7, 1927, and the Judg-
ment was not entered until August 9, 1927, such judgment becoming
final eixty days thereafter.

From this it will sppear that, at the time the consol-
idation proceedings were instituted and a1l but completed, no
attack upon the original incorporation proceedings had been
commenced; #lso that at the time the defsult Judgment beoame
final, the consolidation proceedings had been completed and
the certificate thereof imd been on file in the office of the
gecretary of state for s period of approximately seven monthe.

Section % of the coneolidation act of 1913 (stats.1913,
p. 577), ae amended in 1917, under which the proceedinge for
consolidation were had, in referring to the filing of the cer-
tificate provides, in part, as followe:



#e % » Upon the filing of said document in
the office of the secretary of state, such
consolidetion ghall be desmed to be comnlete
and such rmunicipal corporations shall be
deemed to be consolidsted znd the one of
such municipal corporations not having the
greatest population shall be deemed to be
and shall be, annexed and joined %o and
merged into the one of said municipal
corporation having the greatest population.”

ving reached the conoclusion thzt at sll atages of
the consélidation proceedings the purported City of Barnes
City wae a de facto corporation, we believe that it necesso-
rily follows that the attempted consolidstion of the two
clties cmounted to what might be tormed a "de fncto consolide~-
tion." In other worde, that upon the consummetion of such
proosedisge the City of Los Angelern beosme o de faoto cor—
poration ar to the territory formeriy known as Barnee City.

The faot is not disputed that the City of Los
Angeles hae at all times since the date of the filing of
the cert¢ifioate in the consolidation nroceedings on April
11, 1927, assumed and exercised complete juriasdiction over
the texrifury involved, levying and collecting taxes, furn.
ishing polioce and fire protection, health supsrvicion,
enforcement of its ordinences, nnd otherwise exercising full
Jurisdietion over the territory in Auestion.

We believe out conelusion ag to the de facto consoli-
dation is inesozpable unlese it must be held that that portion
of the default judgment in the quo warranto proceeding which
decreed that the territory describad was in the unincorporat-
ed territory of the county fized the =tatus of such territory
whieh had, prior %o the rendition of such judgment beconme, at
least de facto, a part of the City of Los Angeles.

#e have reviewed the ~ntire proceedings in %the quo
warrante aetion znd find no allegation in the retition
therein referring to the conzolidation proceedinga; this
desplte the fact that such proceedinge were complete at the
time the action was commenced except for the filing of the
certlficate with the secrztary of atate.

In addition to thir, the petition does not state
any facte tending to show $th=at 4he territory involved was
in the unincorporated territory of the county at the date
of the filing thereof, nor any fucts sufficient to roise
any issue thereon. In truth, such azllegations would be
unnecegsary in sn attack upon sn incorporation proceeding.
If, ae a matter of lanw, the incorporation proceedings were
void, it would necessarity follow, also as a matter of law,
that ; Xz he 1 10 TH Q1) Qoeedinges ware nvolved
the terriiory wze and alwnye bad heen s part of the unin-
corporated territory of the county, exoept for the limited
time when its etatus was thet of compriring the de facto
City of Barnes City.

8O

If the portion of the prayer in the petition was
designed to serve as an attack on the congolidation prow
ceedings, we believe it wse wholly ineffectual for such

purpose.

b=



... -The astion wzs commenced prior to the campletion
_of 'the attempted consolidation, hénge wag premsture.
Furthermore, the quo warranto petition did noct contain sny
reference t9 the consolidation progesdings. It constituted an
attack, exeludively upon the original izncorporation praceedings.

‘ o additional ground for.copeluding mkm parfion
refarred to of the prayer was ineffactval, aud the corredpond-
.'mgﬁ:t&en of the judgment 2 nullity, is that thé code, in
providing for actione to teet the validity of 1ncorpura%1on
proceedings, doas not guthorize apm adjudication -upon that
phase of the gquestion. Seotion 803 .of the Codé of Civil Pro-
cedure, as amspded in 1907, provides, in part, gs follows:

"€03, An actlon may be bropght by the ;'att'gxge
general, in ihe name of the people of thia edate,
upon-his own information, ‘or upon complaiak of a
private party, * *.% against any corparetion,
eisher ds jure or de:faatn, whieh: b,
intyudes inte, or unlnrulh holds Or .exexeines
any franechiese, within this state. » + »¢ -

From the above quotsd seotion it will sppear $hat the
only issue authorized to be placgd before the dourt:is as
to whether thare bas .baen an usurpation, or aa insyusion, or
an unlawful holding.or .exercising of a franchisd.- -

12 there was no authorisy for an adjudicatidm upem the
gtatus of the ferrvitory within the boundaries of the-de fuoto
corporation, and 4f such statue was not within the issves of
the case tfzen, in our opinion, the cours did not have any
;juriadichon 10 render a judgment thereon.

- TE Ahe¢ prayer of the pesition had asked that this
territory bé adjudiceted to be a part of the incorpirated
territory-of a fur Aistant oity and the default $adgment
had BeeA entored in mocoordance with the praysr, clearly
that fPortion of the judgment would be void and would be
disregarded. As we view the situstion, the judgment in the
oas® deoldéd may be viewed in the same 1ight. As wap said
“gyld'ug?mxprme éourt, in the case of Basr v. Emith, 201
al. H

‘"% & 280 mugh of a judgment that eMceede the
v issued ae thus defined and detersinge issues
“'not tried or involved is CoxAm DOR- iRALCE
“and vold.¥ - ‘ S

If, in the-action, it is adjuwdged that’' thsre hua been
an-utgrjbahon‘-ot a franchime, the praetical result would be
an dusting therefrem and the status of the texxitoxj.involv-
‘6d wonld inoidentally reévers back te its fOrmer’stasus;
-gubjeet to any ohange whith may hove oceurred in $he meentime,

~ . In the imstant matter, we believe that.a ohmige did
‘ocour in the meantime, Ro-wit, & censelidation, de fasto

at leawt ‘with 'j&h,e‘ciiy*'uf Loe Angeles. No atiaok wue made
by the state upon- thim preeseding, =nd the three month period
within which such attack may be made having expired, we



_gnlnigfﬁg;mjhismgiiing,that at the time of the purported
conso gtion of the City of Earnes City with the Citv of
Los Angeles the former wae = municipal corporation de facto;

that the quo waryanto sction against csid former city did not
involve the purported consolidation proceedinge; that there
wee a de facto consolidation and that the territory of the
former became a part of the latter city a2 a de facte corpore
ation; that the portion of the default Jjudgment purporting to
adjudge the territory of the former city to be part of the
unincorporeted territory of the County of Tce Angeles ig void;
that the territory in queetion is not » part of the ineor-
porated territory of the City of Los Angeles, ot least a¢ 2
de focto corporstion with relstion thereto; and that saigd

i on %he Tecords am ypincorpor.

teryit

Y

heapeatfully submitted,

EVERETT &, HATIOOI, Jounty Coungel
By Glaude H, YeoFadden, (Sirned)
Deputy County Counsel.
Cix: D8
Copy:Li



July i1, 193¢

“Te we ie Habttoon
Cownty Qounsel
Hali of hecowds
Los Angelas

Jear Jiri

1 snolose a clipuinyg which refers tH the stutus of
the terriiory known as the Barnes City (Upnsollidation with
Los ingeles and ass that you advise me if euin territary
ghould nor Le cerried on the racords as unincorporatad.

1: uninoorpogated, the tersitor; should Le tuken out
of Lo sngeled Townahip, It coula be anpexed to Yenice Todne
ghip asa sbeorb Shavez anu Talumantes Townshiu.

The territury has beeu oarrien in Los angeles Clty
sehool Listriot. It foraerly included portions <: la B:lions
and flogu wel pey Lohool disiricte, which portions were annexed
to Los Angeles,Behoul Listrict by reason of the conmsolidation,
thersefter the rezaining portions of La Faliona sna flays Del
Hey Johool districts were annexec o 'as Anceles ity - hool
Giet.ict vy petition.

vhe cuzetion ariscs whetner the petitions wny sSubsee
cuent agtion were suflicient to lnoludge the territory noy under
conkidsration.

The whiy remalning Jisisict mhich ».o affected by the
gonueolidation wa8 yashington Houlevard L4 .htloy bi<trict, a
portion af the funge thareof veiny turhed over to ios Au eles
¢4ty upon the consulidation, although the distriet had Leen
diesulved by annexation of & portiom thereof io Qulver City
pricr to the incorporstion of iarnse Tity.
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Hre e ne MBttoon, County tounsel Poye 88 7711/ 30

%111 you kindly adviege me an to the status of the
abowe districts and of any other feuturas that might ocour
to you as affecting the v rk of this depurtsent.

The tax rate ig establiehed on the first “onday in

september and if any ohange 1a to be made I should ke udvieed
some time prior tu that dute.

tours truly,

de Fe GUKHOLD

HaGIHp . Sounty 3urveyor
Fpee (1)



OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS

February 21, 1928.

J.", Rockhold,
County Surveyor.

Dear 8ir:
An order was adopted by the
Board of Supervisors of the County of

Los Angeles ofi February 20th, granting

petition for the annexation of La Ballora
for school nurposes only,
Very truly vyours,
L. E. LAYPTON, Clerk
By(Signed) Mane T, Beatty
cory Deputy



OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Yay 24, 1927

J, ®. Rookhold
County Surveyor

Dear Sir:

An order was adopted by the
Board of Supe visors on May 23rd, grant-
ing petition for annexation of Playa
Del Rey §g§ool District to the City of

Los Angeles for shhool purposes only,
and the County Surveyor was instructed

to prepare a new description of bound-

aries.
Very truly yours,
L. E. LAMPTON, Clerk
By Mame B Beatty
Deputy
MBR
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Los Angeles, April 15, 1927.

¥Mr. Wm. Davidson,
Chief Mech. Engineer
L. A. County.

Attention Mr. Schonerd.

Dear S8ir:

4 portion of Washington Boulevard Lighting
District was annexed to the City of Los Angeles, April
11, 1927, due to the "Barnes City Consolidation’ with
sald Qity of Los Apngeles, said district having been
dissolved previously (Feb. 11, 1926) due to the "Walnut
Park Annexation District" to Cuylver City.

The total area of Washington Boulevard Light-
ing District, Feb. 10, 1926 = 714.73 Acres.

The area of the portion of Washington Boulevard
Lighting District included within said "Barnes City Con-
solidation" with the City of Los Angeles = 279.65 AcTes
or 39.13% of the entire district.

The area of the portion of said lighting dist-

rict remaining within unincorporated county territory =
1.17 Acres or 0.16% of the entire district.

Yours truly,

RF:D J+ E. ROCKHOLD
County Surveyor
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<o ASGRL RS Ar~Af] 31 1947,

GUNSULIDATED Wiid

¥ 5;;;' ~i v
8, a resdlution bV\tLe Roard

By an election neld Februsry 3, 182
of ane”v1 ors, ccocted Februrry 2, 1886, =nd notice filed Wlth the
Secret:ry of 3tste, Februsry 12, 1823, tne following aescr-oed
ter Tlu“TV w=g incorsor-ted: S ,Hﬁ,

All that part of the County ot Los Angeles witn the following
described boundsries: : R
Beginning at the intersection or tne northeasterly line of
Del Rey Avenue, as snown on map ot Cribb & Sigelair's Venice Annex
recorded in Book 7, page 179 of Maps, records of Los Angeles
County, with a 1line waich ie pqrallel with and 100 feet wouth-
easterly, measured at right angles from the center line of Wgsh-
ington Boulevard (iormerly Compton and Santa Monica Road, 6U feet
wide), as shown on said map, said point of intersection being an
anzle point on the boundary of the nroposed "Walnut Park Annexa-
tion District" to the City of Culver City as said district is
descrived in Resoluticon No. 770 of the Board of Trustees of said
City of Culver City and filed witc the City Clerk of said City;
thence northeasterly along the boundery of said district and along
saic parallel line to the northeasterly line of Redwood Avenue
(formerly Santa lonica Avenue), as shown on map of-Tract Yo. 6735
recorded in Boox 77, pages €9 & 100 of Maps, records of said county;
thence soutnees;erly along s2id last mentioned northeasterly.line. N
to a line which is pa*allel with and 150 feet southeasterly, measur-
ed at right angles from tne center line of Washington Boulevard as
shown on said map of Troct No. 673b; thence northeasterly parallel
with esid last mentioned.center 11ne and parallel with the center
line of Washington Roulevard, as shown on map of Tract No. 7147,
recorded in Book 80, pages 36 & 37 of idaps, records of said county,
to tne most soutberly corner oi Lot 2, sald last mentioned tract;
thence southeasterly in 2 direct line "to tae most westerly corner
of Lot 237, of szid last mentioned tract; thence southeasterly in
a directline to the most southerly corner of Lot 265 of said last
meéntioned tract; thence southeasterly along the northeasterly line
of lioore Street (formerly Burbank Avenue), as shown on map of o
Tract No. 7727 recorded in Book 84, page 43 of Maps, records of
said county, to the most southerly corner of lot 99 of said last
mentioned tract; tanence southessterly in a direct line to the
moet -westerly corner of Lot 118 or Tract No. 7738 as shown on_ map
recorded in Book 85, pages 49 & 50 of laps, records of saicd county;
thence soutneasterly in a direct line to tne most southerly corner
of Lot 1235 of said last mentioned tract; taence northeszsterly in a
direct line to the most southerly corner or Lot 124 of Traé¢t No.
7135 as enown on map recorded in Book 78, pages 88 & 89 of Maps,
records of s=2id county; thence northwesterly in a direct 1line to
the most soutnerly corner of Lot 72 of said last mentioned tract;
thence - northe*ly in 2 direct line through the northeasterly corner

T e AN
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of Lot 21 of said last mentioned tract, to a line which ie parallel _ j
with and 150 feet southerly measured &t right angles from the centeﬁ%i
line of Washington Boulevard as shown oMeaid last mentioned map;
thence eagterly along said last mentioned parallel line anc easterly
~along a line which ie parallel with and 150 feet gsoutherly measured
at right angles from tne center line of Washington Boulevard as

shown on map of Tract No. 7358 recorded in Book 84, pages 25 to 28

of Maps, records of said county, and easterly and northeasterly along
a line which is psrallel witn and 150 feet southerly measured at
rignt angles from tne center line of Washington Boulévard (formerly
Washington Street), as shown on map of Culver Gardens recorded;in
Book 40, page 56 of Mapse, records of said county, and as showrf on

map of Tract No. 1971 recorded in Book 323, page 185 of Maps,,records
of said county, to & line which is parallel with and 150 feet
goutheasterly, measured at right angles from the southwesterly pro-
longstion of the center line of Washington Boulevard, as shown on

map of Tract No. 7419, recorded in Book 84, pages 54 & 55 of Maps,
records of said county; thence northeasterly along said last men-
tioned parallel line to the southwesterly line of that certain .
~parcel of land described in a deed to Ygnacio Valdez, recordéd in

. Book 2202, page 55 of Deeds, records of said county; thence south-
eagterly along said last mentioned southewesterly line, leaving the

-~ boundery of said proposed "Walnut Pzrk Annexation District®, to the
most southerly corner of said last mentioned parcel of land, being

a point in the southwesterly prolongation of the northwesterly line
of the Pacific Electric Railway Company's right of way, as shown on
map of said Tract No. 7419; +thence northeasterly along said last
mentioned prolongation to toe most southerly corner of said last
mentioned tract; thence northwesterly along the southwesterly line

of MclLaughlin Avenue as shoWn on said last mentioned map to the
boundary of aforesaid proposed annexation, being a line which is
parallel with and 150 feet southeasterly measured at right angles
from the center line of Washington Boulevard, as shown on sald

last mentioned mep; thence northeasterly aleng said last men-
tioned parallel line to 2 1line wnica is parallel with and 150 feet
southeasterly measured at right angles from the center line of
‘Washington Boulevard (formerly wasnington Street) as shown on map

of Trect No. 23901, recorded in Book 43, oage 55 of Mape, records

of s2id county; thence nortneasterly along said last mentioned
parallel line to the soutnhwesterly line of Tract No. 7026, as shomn
on map recorded in Book 79, p=ge 42 of laps, records of said county;
thence southeasterly and northeasterly along the boundary of said |
lest mentioned tract; to the southwesterly line of the Elenda Young (-
Tract, as shown on mao recorded in Book 54, page 43, Miscellaneous . -
Records of said -county; thence southeasterly and northeasterly. y&
along the boundary of said last mentioned tract to the most north-
erly corner of Tract No. 1441 as shown on map recorded in Book :

20, pages 30 & 31 ot Maps, records of said county; thence south~
e=sterly, leaving the boundary of said proposed annexation, along -
the boundary of said last mentioned tract, and following the same. '
in all its various courses to the most northerly cornsr of Lot3
of tne Leidel Tract, as shown on map recorded in Book 3858, pages .
210 and 211 of Deeds, records of said county; thence southwesterly
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along the boundary ot said last mentioned tract and following the ¥
geme in all its various courses to tne most westerly corner of Lot

5 of said last mentioned tract; thence southeasterly along the
northeasterly line ot Lot 8, said last mentioned tract, a distance
of 1024.98 feet; thence S. 38° 43! W. parallel with the south-
easterly line of s&id last mentioned lot, to a point in the north-
easterly line of Mesmer Avenue as shown on mep of Tract No. 8539,
recorded in Book 104, pages 53 to 55 of Maps, records of said county,
thence southeasterly along said last mentioned northeassterly line,

to the northeasterly prolongation oI the southeasterly line of Lot rlc
547 of said last mentioned tract; tnence wouthwesterly in a direct— .:.°
line through the most soutnerly corner of Lot 364 of said last men-
tioned tract to the southwesterly line of eaid last mentioned tract;
thence southeasterly a2long said last mentioned southwesterly line to
the most southerly corner of said lsst mentioned tract; thence
southwesterly in a direct line to tne most southerly corner of Jose

T i,

. J. Machsodo 17.9037235 acres as shown on map of Parts of the Rancho

La Ballona recorded in Book 3, pages 304 to 209 inclusive, Mis-
cellaneous Records of sgezid county; thence northwesterly in & direct
line to the most westerly corner of Andres Machado 17.903735 scres
as shown on said map of Parts oi the Rancho La Ballona; thence
northessterly along the southeasterly line of Port Road, as shown
on mep of Tract No. B184 recorded in Book 923, pages 1 &2 of Maps,
records of ssid county to the southessterly prolongation of the
southwesterly line of Marshall Drive, as shown on szid last mention-
ed map; tnence nortawesterly in a direct line to tne most westerly
corner ot said last mentioned tract; thence southwesterly along

tne southwesterly prolongation of tane northwesterly line of said

-last mentioned tract to tne center line of Centinela Avenue, as

shown on map of Tract No. 7438 recorded in Book 100, pages 34 & 35

of daps, records of said county; tnence northwesterly along said
last mentioned center line to the northeasterly prolongation of

tne southeasterly line of lilton Street, as shown on said last men-
tioned map; tnence socutnwesterly along saic last mentioned prolonga-
tion and southeasterly line to tne most soutawesterly line of said
last mentioned tract; +tnence northwesterly in a direct line through
the most westerly corner of Lot 160 of said last mentioned traet to
the southeasterly line o1 the Venice Del Rey Tract, as shown on map
recorded in Book 6, paze 1l3b of Kaps, records oif srid county; thence
soutnwesterly along said last mentioned southeasterly line anc tne
southwesterly prolongation thereof to tne northwesterly line of the
Paciric klectric Railway CompanY's rignht ot way (formerly Del Rey
Div. L. A. P. R. R. ) as shown on map of Tract No. 1100 recorded

in Book 18, pages 66 & 67 of Maps, recorcs of said county; thence
southwesterly along said last mentioned northwesterly line to the
southeasterly prolongation of the soutnwesterly line or Alla Road

as shown on map of the Venice Del Rey Tract No. &, recorded in

Book 8, page 33 of Maps, records ot said county; thence north- ,
westerly along said last mentioned prolongation and southwesterly )
line to the southwesterly prolongation of tne southeasterly line

of Walsh Avenue as shown on map o: Tract No. 7¢0l, recorded in

Book 117, pagees 20 & 31 of Mans, records of s2id county; thence

T
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northeasterly in a direct line througnh tne most northerliy corner of
Lot 24, Block Q of said Venice Del Rey Tract No. 2, to the southeast
erly prolongation ot the nortneasterly line or szid Tract No. 7601;
thence northwesterly in a direct line to the most easterly corner of
said last mentioned tract; thence southwesterly in a direct line
through tne most southerly corner of Lot 74, said laet mentioned
tract to the southwesterly line of Alla Road gs shown on said map of
Tract No. 7601; +thence northwesterly along said last mentioned
southwesterly line and northwesterly along the southwesterly line of
Alla Road, as shown on aforesaid Map of Tract No. 7738 to the south-
easterly line of Maxella Avenue, as shown on aforesaid map of Tract
No. 6735; thence southwesterly along said last mentioned southeast-
erly line to the most southerly corner of said last mentioned tract;
being a point in the northeasterly line of Redwood Avenue, (formerly
Santa Monica Avenue), as shown on map ot Wrignt's Addition to Ocean
Park, recorded in Book 5, page 174 of Maps, records of said county; g
thence southeasterly along said last mentioned northeasterly line. :
to tne southeasterly line of Maxella Avenue, formerly an unnamed
lying adjacent to the southeasterly line of said Wright's Additi
to Ocdan Park; thence southwesterly along said last mentioned
eagterly line to the southeasterly prolongation of the northeast
line of Del Rey Avenue, as shown on sald last mentioned map;
northwesterly in e direct line to the point of beginning.

PR o v
% LN & ¥

Excepting therefrom the followinz escribed parcels:

, Parcel 1l: Beginning at the most easterly corner of Tract No. -
7829 as shown on map recorded in Book 86, pages 87 & 88 of Mapsj
records of s=id county; thence southeasterly in = direct line t@ -

tne intersection of the northeasterly prolonzation of the northwest- -

erly line of Lot 50 of Tract No. 8324, as shown on map recorded #m |

Book 112, page 43 of Maps, records of said county, witn the south.

wesgterly line of Inglewood Boulevard, as shown on s»id last men

tioned map; taence southwesterly in a direct line to the most
northerly corner of said last mentioned lot; thence southweste
northwesterly, southwesterly and southeasterly along tihe bounda
of sa2id lest mentioned tract to the most northerly corner of Tract > |

No. 7428 as shown on map recorded in Book 100, pages 34 & 35 of Maps,w

records oI szid county; thence southwesterly in a direct line to x

the most westerly corner of said last mentioned tract; thence north- U

westerly along the mnortheasterly line of Centinellas Avenue; formerly

Columbus Avenue as shown on map of Venice Del Rey Tract, recorded in

Book 6, page 135 of Maps, records of said county to the southeast-

erly line o1 tne Pacific Electric Railway right of way (Redondo

Division), as shown on aforesaid map of Tract No. 7829; thence

northeasterly along said last mentioned right of way line to the

southeasterly line of ssid last mentioned tract; thence northeast- 2%:;

erly in a direct line to the point of beginning. e

Parcel 2: Reginning at the most northerly corner of Tract No.
8024 as shown on map recorded in Book 105, pages 49 & 50 of Maps,
records otf s2id county; thence northeasterly along the northeast-
erly prolongation of tne center line of Russel Street, as ghown on
sanid last mentioned map, N. 31° 15' E. 151.80 feet; thence 8. 53°

o

B
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151 B, 347,14 ft.;th.N.37°45" E.§.90.42;th. §.52° i
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. —15' ‘E. 143.88 feet; thence S. 37° 45' W. 106.92 feet; thence §.

. 53° 15' E. 1273.80 teet to the northwesterly line of the Leidel
Tract, as shown on map recorded in Book 3858, pages 210 & 211 of
Deeds, records of said county; thence soutnwesterly along the

-boundary of said l7st mentioned tract to the southeasterly pro-

! longation of the nortneasterly line of said Tract} No. 8034; thnence

I northwesterly in s direct line to tne point of beginning.

Ry T

A-101. A-332. A-352. A-353.
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