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Buring .consideratioi of Calendar Ttem 41, attached, Mr.

Robert C. Hight, Chiel Counsel, explained the item.

Upon. motion duly made and cariied Ca lendar Item 41, was
approved approved as presented by .d vote of 2-0.

Attachmént: Cadendat Jtem 41 (L page)
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CALENDAR TTEM 10/76
W 503.556
41. DRJ

JUDGMENT LN SETTLEMENT OF A QUIET TITLE ACTTON

The above quiet titidc action was filed i 1968 against the
City of Caﬁpinfen@avto quiet title to & portion of the beach
within the city limits to Garpinterid. The ciiy f;i@d.a
Cross- complaint seeking to quiuvt t¥tle*mo‘the PQ?CG¥5.¥R‘
question and named the ‘State 4S8 @ necessdry party, pursuunt
to Secflon 6308 of the Public Resoutces Code; due to any
possible tideland interests involved in -the suit, Later
&ﬁvcstigatioh.prqvéd that qp'tldg@anq§zwenc the sub;e;;_gf
the suit, but the Stdté remained a pavty due to the public

- Pes

ihterést in beach protection.

B

‘cstqblishiugra»ip¢gment line forl mosit of the property. The

proposed sidipulation fox inteviocutgty,judgmehtfﬁstaﬁlishes

a judgment Yine for the remainder of the property. The
.prﬁpqﬁgd;jpdgméng line is located tandward .of the Iine of

L

THOAPTAY 673, pursyant to stipulation, a ludgiment was entered

nean High tide of Lh& Pacifi¢ Ocean and 15 slightly landward
of the .extension o f the 1973 judement line. In all othér
@gspectsd.xhe‘juggmcnt does not purpoift to detériiine the Tine

Of meai. high tide. As ip «the 1973 judgment, this dréposed
judgment would resolve the issue of implied dedication: of .
the ‘beach in the subject avea by describing the Iine at which
‘the éXq&psiyé\pightsrof the upbanﬂﬂpﬁivaté,propeﬁty end and
theé nights of the public begin, The stipuldtion for inter-
Locutory judgment includes a contingency that if the jplan is
not approved by aly NEcessary government agencies; ‘the inter-
docutorny judgiient may pe set aside,

thit the proposed stipulation for judgment is in the best
inférést of the State and. the city and: that through this

The :Division's staff and the Attorney Céherai“seéffkce believe

stipulation for jgdgment; the ppublic intercst in ‘beach pro-
tecxidnlhas.best‘been served,

EXHIBIT: A. lbocation Map,

LT TS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMI'SSION AUTHORIZE THE A TTORNEY
GENERAL AND BXECUTFVE OFFICER OF THE STATE LANDS COMMISSION

TO BXEGUTE A SIJRULATIQNaFOR‘INTERLQCUTORY‘JUDGMENT IN ,
CLENN ROBERTS V. CITY OF CARPINTERTA, ‘SUPERIOR COURT, SANTA
BARBARA COUNTY NO." 79327, WHEREBY THE 1,INE BETWEEN THE PUBLIiC
AND PRTVALE BEACH IS ESTABLIEHED,






