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DES

43, ADPROVAL OF SAN ELTJO LAGOON BOUNDARY STUDY. W 20725.4.

buring consideration of Calendar ITtem 43, Mv. James F. Trout, Manage,,
l,and Operations, explained the purprse and contents of the subject
bhoundary study. e stated the peport is declarative of the -genexal
interest of the State il the area, ahd‘would be the basis for addi-

ﬁiohal~magtings and discugsions with privite owners and with the
County of San Diego.

Mp. James O. Tennant,,Park Develbpment Director, County of San Dicgo,
appeared in support of the GLoundary study.

Mr. prert‘B.'Krueger, with the lavw Eirm-pf'Nossaman, waters, Krueger
§ Marsh, appeared representing two 1andowners-»United california
Bank, through .an option naming Mr. Lewis Akerman; and Dome, Limited.
Mr. Kruegget distributéd<the following pieces of correSpondence for

the regord:

Memo from Robert B, Kruegeyx 'to File regarding pome Limited

(Bile: po-7), dated October 22, 1963.

Letter from B. Hy ffmaster, Floocd Control Engineer, Depart-
ment of Special D _ vices, to Robert B. Krueger
regarding Ownerghip.Of‘the gtate of California in Tide and
Smeerged'Land$ in. the Vicinity of San Elijo Lagoon - Your

~ PFile DO-7, dated October 3, 1963,

fetter from Robert B.. Krueger tO the County Bngineer,ACounty
of SanlDiego,rggarding,Oanrship of the State of california
in Tide and Submepqu“baﬁds in the vicinity of San Elijo
Lagoomn, dated September 4, 1963. '

Letter from Robert B: Krueger to Mr. Berman Sswarttz, Dome; Ltd.,
regarding Ownership of the State oﬁ‘ChlrEQpnig in Tide and.
Submenged~hands in the Vicinity of the PToposed san Elijo
Develcpment of ‘Dome, Ltd.s dated geptember 3, 1963.

Letter from Admiral Carl E. Bull, USN‘(Rét.Tl‘Maryloyd5‘Realtor,
10 Mr. Geotge B. Davis,‘State\Lands Commission, regarding @&

request fotr maps containing the high tide 1ine, dated

Angust 5. 1960. ,
Letter fmoﬁ John H. Knight, Deputy. Chief, Technicail gervices,
Department of‘Natuqu'RéSourbes,;Division of Beaches and
parks, to Carl E: Bull, Reat Admiral U:S. Navy {Ret.),
;egarding a proposal for the development of the San Elijo
Lagoon, dated July 7, 1960. .
Letter from carl E. Bull, Rear Admiral usN (Ret.), to Mr. George
B. Davis, State Lahds‘Commission, regarding the San Elljo
Lagoon marina project, dated July 25, 1960.
(Said copies«being on £ile in the gffice of the Stat
and by reference made a part hereof.)
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After setting forth his objections to the boundary study, Mr. Krueget
requested that the Commission:

1) defer taking action on the item at the presént time;

2) instruct the staff to meet with interested property
owners to review the plan and obtain their input;

3) tequest the Office of the Attorney General to prepare
a statement concerning the ability of the State to
make the claims purported in. the subject study and
concerning its duty to the property owners.

Mr. N. Gregory Taylor, Assistant Attorney General, stated that if
there isn't an jimmédiate need to act on the study at this meeting,
it would be appropriate to defer action on it for 30 days to allow
for consultations and public hearings in the area. However, Mr.
Tayilor clarified for the record that Mr. Krueger's characterizaw~
tioas of the State actions is not necessarily borne out in the
State's position by anything he has submitted. Nr. Taylor also
ghunciated the State's position in this matter.

Chgirman Kenneth Cory stated the report should be published so that
all interested parties will krnow the ekteht of the State's claim in
the area and can therefore suybmit their input. Mr. Krueger agreed,
but expressed concern over the recommendation by the staff in which
the Commission's approval of the study is requested. It was there-

- fore suggested, and unanimously approved by the Commission, that in
Recommendation No, 1 the word "Approve'! be deleted and the words
"Receive for consideration” be inserted. 1In addition, the Co.mis-
gion instructed the staff to report back to the commission afiter
the public hearings areé held.

Thie Gominisgion unanimously approved the following resolution, as
amended: '

1. RECEIVES FOR CONSIQERATION THE SAN ELIJO LAGOON BOUNDARY STUDY.

2. DIRECTS THE STAFE TQ PROYIDE COPIBS OF THE SAN ELIJO LAGQON.
BOUNDARY STUDY TO THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO AND TO INTERESTED
PARTIES.

AUTHORIZES THE STAFF TO CONDUCT PUBLTC INFORMATION SESSTONS
AS MAY BE APPROPRIATE.

AUTHORIZES THE STAFF TO CONDUCT SUCH ADDITIONAL STUDIES AS
MAY BE NEEDGD TO PREPARE AGCURATE MAPS DELINEATING THE EXTENT
OF STATE OWNERSHIP IN SAN ELIJO LAGOON.

5. AUTHORIZES THE STAFF TO REPORT BACK TO THE COMMISSION AFTER
- COMPLETION OF THE STUDY.
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The coastal lagoons in San Diego County are environmentally
significant because they constitute the last remnants of a
rapidly diminishing wildlife habitat in an otherwise developing
urban coastal strip. Several years ago State Lands Division
staff met with the Comprehénsive Planning Organization of 8an
Diego County, which 1s composed of local government gntities,
Upon the urging of that organization and the entire San Diego
County legislative delegation, staff agreed to study the title
and beundary problems in the «coastal lagocns of San Diego County
and report the findings to the Stats Lands Commission. The
first study was made at San Elijo Lagoon in order to assist and
complement the County's @multi-phased program for acquisition of
the land for park purposes.

In further meetings County officials advised that uncertainties
of State and private ownership interests in the lagoon dreas
have greatly impeded their offort to negotiate with private
parties. They have askéd that the San Elijo Boundary Study be
made available to the public so that all persons will be aware
of the nature and extent of the title problems in San Elijo
Lagoon,

3taff has intensively studied the title data, maps, and other
Lhistorical information 2nd concludes that there are tide and
submerged lands within the lagoon owned by the State of California
and under the jurisdiction of the State Lands Commissilon.

The ptesent study, being baséd upon the available historical
records, can at best provide only generalized information. It
will be necgssary to conduct detailed field operations before
final maps delineating the exact extent of State ownership
interests within the lagoon can be prepared and recorded, and
the lipes monuwmented on the ground.

EXHIBIT: Vicinity Map-.

TT 1S RECOMMENDED THAT THIE COMMISSION:

1. CONCOR IN THE SAN ELIJO LAGOON BOUNDARY STUDY.

2.. DIREGT THE STAFF TO PROVIDE COPIES OF THE SAN ELIJO LAGOON
gigﬁ?ﬁg? STUDY TO THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO AND TO INTERESTED

AUTHORLZE THE STAFF TO CONDUCT PURLIC INFORMATION SESSIONS
AS MAY BE APPROPRIATE.
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AUTHORIZE THE STAFF TO CONDUCT SUCH ADDITIONAL STUDIES AS
MAY BE NEEDED TO PREPARE ACCURATE MAPS DELINEATING THE
EXTENT OF STATE OWNERSHIP IN SAN ELIJO LAGOON.




