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COLONEL ED FLETCHER
920 EIGHTH ST SANDIEGO
FAVORABLE ACTION WAS TAKEN BY THE GOWMISSION ON THE TOTAL EXPENDITURE
REQUESTED APPROVED BY DISTRICT WITH THE EXGZPTION OF THZ TWENTY NINE THOUSAND
FIVE HUNDRED FORTY SIX DOLLARS AND NINETY NINE CENTS AGGRUING BY REASON OF
THE EXTENSION OF THE TWO OPTIONS DATED MAY FOUR 1925 AND JUNE THIRTEEN
1925
CAL BOND CERTIFICATION COMMISSION .
BY DAN S CANNY SEC
540P

March Fifteentll;
1 9 2 9

ul'. Chnr108 L. Hﬁm ' ?1‘08.,
State Board of Prison Direotors,
Roon 6, Ferry Bldg.,

8&@ FT&DOlSOO’ Calif,

Ky dear Mr. lNeoeuniller

Enclosed find letter from Butlar shat is explan.tory.
Kindly return at your convenience.

1 an villing to parole him if yo: feel th ¢t he should be
parolled,

Don't forget when you are down w Sun Dizgo wey I wmould
love to show you some of our beauliftvl back country.

We are hoping to huve Mre and hrn. Force domm noxt
month,

Lilian and Lawrence are hitiing it off together 100%.

With kind perscnal regards,

Sincerely yours,
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Jamaary 16th, 1953

Pre Wilton L, Halverson
Diroctor of Miblio llealth
Saoramento, Caldfornia

My dear Dr, Halverscn:

I ronenber last swmer I wvrote you that we had two inmportant
problems fyom a health atandpoint that we wmnted you to help
golve and you pronised to come and see vr but nover did,

The situation 15, since 1910 we have owmed large tracts of
land faeing on Lake !'odges, the prorosed Sutherland Dan now
under construction, and Cuynmaeca Leke, as well as llonshav,
It has been our life work and investront Br the future,

Now, I havo been informed that the League of unicipnlities
°né the Irrigation Districtas, or as individual wnits have
brought presmure to bear on you to refuse, fron n ‘‘tate Board
of Health standpoint, to allow any house to be built within
1000 feet of high wnter on any lake where the water is used
for donrstic purposes, Is there anything to that and Les any
official action been taken or sbout to be taken?

It lnoks 1ike confiscation of property and the frrication
districts or city or privete owners opernting n public utility
skould te forced to acquire this property so affected for their
owvn protaction, It looks li%e a method of petting something for
nothing on the part of the powerful nroncies and I don't believe
that you vould be a party to it,

I hnve recently pone over the Foston nni New York water ayotera-
they have acquired fron one to three niles of land avmy from the
high vater line,

Flease excuse this long letter, tut won't you plense lat ne Ymow
by return mail vhat the State Borrd of Hoalth'!s attitude i3 nnd
under whnt law you would te working if you should take thio
action? ¢ have anymownt of land beinz subdivided; hnve
developed water and rade surveys and gone to a 'ig expense in
relation thereto on our properties overlooking the lakes atove
nentioned, even to formins mutunl water companies,

An early reply will bo appreciated and I do hope to see you dowm
hero at an early date,

With kindest personal regards, I an,

3incerely yours,




STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Departnent of Public Health

668 Phelan
San Franciseco 2, Celifornia

January 27th, 1953

Mr, Fd Fletcher
1020 - 9th Averme
San Diego 1, California

Dear lfr, Fletchars

In reply to your letter of January 16, 1953, I have reviewed your
inouiry with our Duresu of Sanitarv Imgimncering and find that thoy
recently reported on a joint sanitary swrvey of watershed arcas

in San Tiego County., This was & cooporative invostigation by the
3an Diego Vater Nepartment, the Sci Diepo Henlth TMepartrent and
tte State Department of “ublie Healtih,

The recomendations rmade in the joint report are attached, Your
lottor apparently refers to recomrendation 3 which rends as
follous:

"3, %here land is not ovmed by the City, the Ilanning
Cormission shoul! set up = zoning progran establishing
an agriculturel area in a hand 1000 feet wide fyon
reservoir hirh wvater lovels and nrohibiting resicential
building in this area, Fencin~ should be econstructed
atove the high vater level around reservoirs o keed
out cattle.”

You will note that this 4s not a fin~] netion of the Stnte Bonrd
of Publiec Fealth, but that the comitteec wished the doeision to
be rade wheorever necessery by the County Plaming Cormission,
This wvas done in order that property owners night have a reacon-
able opportunity to present tleir views to a loenl determining
body before a decision is made,

“e call your attention to the fact that the firs' recormendation
is that the City attempt to own or contrel 211 tle land around
the reservoir used for public wvater supply.

The State Poard of Mublic llealth Lhas not been ealled on and as
no plans to tae any action on this subject.

Very sincerely yours,

41ton L, Halverson, !, D,
Diroetor of iublic lealth

NECOMMENDAT IONS

1, Vherever possible the City of San Diepgo should own or
control land surrounding rosorvoirs and along oriticnl streans,
auch as 'ulgura Creck, vherely cattle and unnutiorized people

onn bo kent out of contact with tlw wunter,

2« Nesidential nreas criticnlly loc-ted froi » sanitary stand-
point with rasgpoct to tho water supply, such es Jel Diop and
Dulzura, should be surveyed annually to detoradne the status of

individunl asewnpe disposal syotens.,

3. “tere 1nnd {8 mot owmed by the Citr, thc Flami-~- Cormisalon

should aet up o zoning progron cstnblishing an acricultiural aren

iIn 2 band 1000 feet wide {0 rezorvoir hich vntor levels and

prohibiting residentinl huilding in this z2ren, “encing should be
1

¥ . . .1 1 ) 4 4 B e ») L2 I > '. - -
constructed chove the hish wmter lovel acround reservolirs U9 keep

out eattle,

he (n) The subsurface s50il on londs firom 1000 feet to one nile
fron resorvoirs should Ye thoroughly investirate! az to the sewnge
lenching characteristics particulnrly vwhore sutdivisions are pro-
posed, Cuelh n study would provide the braic for recormendations

to the Ilanning Comission gi=e of tuilding lots, This would

recognize that in some arees, i.c., south of Tscondido, tn restricted

density of houses would result in wnsztisfactory sewrgo cdisposal
whereas preater sepamtion may allow sewnpe to be disposed of with.
out muisance or donger to henlth, It 17 recornized that in the

final nanalysis each buildins si‘e muat be sepnretely Investismted.




BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION

JULIAN A. MCPHEE, DUREAY CHIRP,
fiaM Luis Osisro

E. W. EVERETT, ASSISTANY
a R = ALICE M. DANIEL, BECRETARY

(b) Corsamity sewerage facilitiea could be provided vhore
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Hepartment of Wducation

WALTER F. Deaven, BTATE BUPENINTEMDENT OF
PunLIC INSTRUCTION

kouses vore built close togother, but » high standard for the
finnl sevage disposal would noed to he rmet,

CALIFORNIA POLYTECHNIC S8CHOOL
5. Recommendations on sot-bagk of maidenuﬂ.l dmlomnt nt SAN LUIS OBIBPO, CALIF.

the reservoirs should be applied now to the 410 foot contour June 24, 1941
v

1ina of the Super lodpes Man projeci.

6. Canping at unsupervised sites alonz streams tributary to

Honorable Ed Fletcher
1020  Gth Street
San Diego, California

the reservoirs should be prolhibited.

7« Zotter tol ties shbould srovided at many of th % :
« Cetter tollet facilities should be provided at many of the R e

rv - ) LS 1. 1
Teservoir parking areas and at the boat floats such as hao On behalf of the california Polytechnic School, the
members of the California Association, Future Farmers of America,
and the Agricultural Teachers of the State, I wish to thank you
for your splendid support on &ll bills at the recent lepisletive
session dealing with their activities.

recently been installed at lake odoa,

8. Detailed surveys, similar to the one made in the leke lodges
The confidence you have shown in each of these groups,

as evidenced by the favorable votes which you rave in their

behalf, will be a stimulation for their continued progress.

region, should be made on other watersieds where there are

eriticel nrens of populetion concentration near resorvoirs sand
1 hope it will be possible for you to visit the Celifornia

Polytechnic School and the various Future rarmer chapters

throughout the State whenever you have the orportunity.

elong tributary streans, This with the view towurd analysiso of

existing conditions and the establishment of proper conireols 1o

avoid an increase of contaminetion hazards. /iith best wishes,

Sincerely yours,

/Chief, Bureau of

Arricultural Lducation
And

President, California

Polytechnic School




RoBERT W. KENNY
ATTORNEY GENERAL

S'/

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

State Bullding, San Francisco 2
October 27, 1944

Honorable Ed Fletcher,
State Senator,

1020 Ninth Avenue,

San Diego, California.

Dear Sir:

Your letter of July 7, 1944, addressed to this
office, reads in part as follows:

"The people of San Diego overwhelmingly voted
to set aside a certain five acres of land for a
State Bullding on two conditions, l. that it cost
not less than $500,000 and 2, that construction
be commenced within five years.

"The State has appropriated the money for the
plans and specifications and has set aside the
money for the postwar construction.”

You further state that your Harbor Commission is
opposed to the setting aside of tidelands belonging to the
city, 1t being tneir position that no further tidelands
should be used for any activities of any nature that do
not have to do with fisheries, commerce or navigation,
which are the uses for which they cleim the tidelands are
held in trust by the city.

In a latter addressed to you by the Secretary of
the Harbor Commission under date of June 23, 1944, this
view 1s expressed. They conclude, however, that the matter
has been taken out of the hands of the Commission and the
authorlity to make the transfer to the State rests with the
City Council. Therefore, in reply to your first question,
which is, "Must the State get the Harbor Commission's con-
sent, or have they anything to say about it?", we are of
the opinion that the authority to make the transfer of this
land now rests with the City Council, assuming, of course,
the vallidity of the municipal election.

Your second question is, "Is there any reason
why the plans and specifications cannot be prepared by the
State Architect at the present time?"

We are now advised that any funds for plans and
specifications for the State Building at San Diego must

1=-}35586

come from those made avallable by Chapter 20 of the fourth
oxtra session of the 55th Session of the Legislature (all

of tho funds made avallable by Chapter 572, Statutes of 1943,
boing otherwise allocated). Chapter 20 makes an additional

sum of $2,000,000 avallable to the State Department of Public
Works for oxpendliture as provided by law for surveys, prepara-
tion of plans and specifications, and other preliminary work
necessary to a program of construction, reconstruction, re-
habilitation and replacement of State buildinge and other
facilities in connection with the State bullding program con-
templated by Chapter 572 of the Statutes of 1943 upon the
written authorization of the Department of Finance and approval
of the State Board of Control. Therefore, if the State Building
at San Diego is one of the projects selected and approved pur-
suant to these Acts, there should be no reason why at least
preliminary studies and plans should not now be prepared.

The concluding paragraph of your letter reads as
follows:

"There is one other complication =~ the U,S.
Government, for the duration of the war, has seized
the land on which the people have voted to turmn over
to the State and have rrected a temporary warehouse
on it. I ask you this further question: 1Is time
running against the State of California so long as
the government occuples and holds possession of
that five acre piece of tideland? The government
now has possession and the five year limit voted by
the people will probably expire before they give
up possession. The State has done its part in ap-
propriating the money both for the plans and specl-
fications and for the tillding of the building.
Where do we stand?"

On July 19, 1944, we asked that you supply us with
certain additional information, whkich was supplied by the
Chairman of the Citizens Civic Center Committee of your clty
under date of August 7, 1944. In his letter he states:

"The proposition voted on by the people of San
Diego reads as follows: 'Shall the City of San Dlego,
through its Council, be empowered and authorized to
recede and transier to the State of California the
hereinafter described property for the purpose only
and exclusively of constructing thereon by the State
of California a state office bullding, costing not
less than $500,000; construction to be commenced
within five years from the date of receding, and
carried on continuously to completion.!' This indi-
cates, number one, that the matter is entiraly in
the hands of the Council; and, therefore, the Harbor
Commission has nothing more to do with it. And,
number two, that the five-year time limit does not

begin until after the Council has rece%gd the
property, which, as yet, has not been done.

2-NS5586



We believe that this answers the inquiry as to when
the five year period begins to run, for we concur in the view
that the five year period starts from the date of receding.

In this opinion we assume that the proposed site for
the State 0ffice Bullding i1s land similarly situated to the
15 acre parcel that wcs the subject of our Supreme Courtt's
opinion in the case of Atwood v. Hammond, 4 Cal, (2d) 31,
From a sketch supplied us It appears that the proposed site
lies south of the new City and County Administration Building
and the proposed Hall of Justice site, and east of Harbor
Drive which separates the property in question from the Bay
of San Diego. This land is impressed with a trust for naviga-
tion and fishery, and while it is shoreward of the bulkhead
1ine and has been reclaimed by filling, it would seem advis-
able to have the Legislature free it from such trust,as was
done in the case of the city and county building site.

Very truly yours,
ROBERT W. KENNY,
Attorney General

Deputy Attorney General

S5=-N35586

ROBERT W. KENNY
ATTORNMNERY CENEPAL

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

600 State Building
oan Francisco 2
February 11, 1946

Honorable Ed Fletcher
State Senator
State Capltol
oacramento, Celifornla

Deer Genetor Fletcher;

In your letter of Jenuery 14, 1946, you
rcquested our opinion on the following two questions:

"l. Assuming thet 2 pipeline is built connecting
the Metropolitan Weter District at Scn
Jacinto with the City of Sen Diego's water
system, sufficient to trensrfer 25 or 50 million
gellons deily to Sen Diego; in cese there is
& shortage of water supply for domestic use,
hes not the United States government authority,
by negotiation rr otherwise, to teke this
weter supply from the Metropoliten District
end deliver 1t to Sen Diego for the use of
government activities in Sen Diego County
without the necessity of becoming & member of
the letropoliten Weter District?

If the City of Sen Diego or the San Diego County
Water Authority built its own fecilitiezs tc e
connection with The Metropcliten Weter District
at San Jecinto from San Diego, hes the Metro-
politen Water District now the legel right

f 1t wishes so to do to rent for & reesonable
period its unused carrying cepecity in the
Metropoliten Weter District system to bring
weter from the Colorado River filed on by the
city end county of Sen Diego, the understand-
ing being thet the terms and conditions will
be mutuelly egreed on s to the time 1limit
gnd price for the rentel of this service.

Is there enything in the Metropoliten Act
which prohibits it?"

We discussed the rirst question with you orally &nd
you mede 1t cleer thet you contempleted 1f the Unlted States
did obtein any water from the Metropolitan Woter District, 1t
would pay therefor et e price first egreed upon or fixed by
the court in the event of condemnztion of the water.
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