
llltCC..lVm AT MArM cwncz 
1044 P'OURTH STRUT 

(u.e.~tcn'Ul 
SANDIEGO. CALIF. 

'nUPHOHa. MAIN ZOSJ.UA 

MK SANFRAN CAL DEC 31 1925 
COLO EL ED FLETCHER 

920 EIGHTH ST SANDIEGO 

D£UV~, 

ST ANOARD TIME 
aNDK:AT£0 ON THIS NE:'SSAG£ 

F AVOR:\BLE ACT I ON WAS TAKEN B V THi:: u0\,\1 .1 SS I ON ON THE TOTAL EXPEND I TURES 

REQUESTED APPROVED BY DISTRICT ~~ I T'i THE EXC~Tl a~! ~F TH~ Tf[ 'T V N I 1E THOUSAND 

FIVE HUNDRED FORTY S I X DOLLARS AND NIt ETY N I LJt: CENTS AC3RU I NG BY REASON OF 

THE EXTENSION OF THE TWO OPTIONS DATED MAY FOUR 1925 AND JUNE THIRTEEN 

1925 
CAL BOND CERT IF JCAT I Q\J COM .• 11SS ION . 

BY DAN S CANNY SECY 

54oP 

M4rch iUto 
1 9 2 

llr. Charles L. Heumi ..... ~' ires. 1 
Sta to B rd ot Prison rca tors 1 
Room 61 Perr:r Bldg., 
SOJ;l Francisco, Cal! r. 
My dnnr !lr. n ou:nlll rr 

Enclos.ed find lottor .rrom ButJ.nr \bat 1o explan:. ~ry. 
Kindly return at your convenience. 

I nmn!Jling to pElrole hie if yo:· feol th ·t bo should b 
parolled. 

Don't forget h you are down to S~ Di3fO c"J I • culd 
love to ObOW you 60t18 of our bonu t.ituJ. OOOk CO~"'ltr'J'e 

o arc hoping to h!lve r. and L:n. Force do=n no..':t 
month. 

LUio.n ond Lnwrcr.ce ure hittinc it ofr together lOD:'. 

~ith kind personal regurar. , 

Sincerel7 yours, 

.. 
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• COPI 

• 
Depo.r tr:aont ot Public Jfonl th 

668 Phelan Dullding 
Stm Francisco 2, Ce.lltorn1a 

JanlV\lj" 27th' 1953 

• 
Jfr. Fd Flotohor 
1020 - 9th f\veme 
"" an go 11 CnJ i .fnrn1a 

Dear Ur. Fletchdrl 

In X"eply to your lotter o"' Jo.nu:lry 16, 1953, I M.vo reviewed your 
i.nquiry vi th our Dure.,u or Snni taM" l1{;1 morinr, i'in tl:.n t they 
recently ro}X)rtod on a joint Mnitary' 9ur-;cy or vo.tcral od aT"Ons 
in San t :logo County. 'lids w.s e. c,nparntivc invostir,ntion by tho 
_.._.. Diogo , 'n.tor nernrt:~nt 1 t!.o , · ., n1cro Jtcnl th ' C}Xlrl-"'10nt nnd 

o Stnto Detxtrt::ent of . 'Ul,lic Rauth. 

'1ile rccomondA.t1ons ,...ndo 1n tho joint report nrc attached. Your 
lettor fJP'\!"'nt v refon; to roeo::rctxhtion 3 uh e!, T'Ond!J n:J 
tolloJs: 

"3. . tere 1nnd is not ovnC'd by the City, the flannine 
Corisa ion shoul 1 set up ... r.onin~ proem.., ost.1.bJ inh:1nc 
an tterlculturo.l nrcn L"l n bud 1000 foet uirlo n 
reservoir hir.h \li\to 10\81:: nnd :r.-ohibiti.n.LI rcoi-ontinl 
building in this nmn. Pcna!n-- should b9 conntl-uetcrl 

rove tbo high wter lnwl round oervolrs to kcop 
out enttlc." 

Inu vUl note tlllit thia is not a fin'11 action o" tho St,lltc Uo~rd 
or Public P.cnlth, but that tho eor.t:rl.ttec viahcd t,ho dooioion to 
be t:ade vhorever tlGCC9Stll7 by tho County rlonn!ng Cor.cission. 
'l'his clone in order that property owera tdght have a rencon-
ablo opportunity tn prenent tl eir view to a loe~.l rletemining 
body tore decision is mde. 

' e cnll your attention to the ot that the f'lrs~ recxmmeooat1on 
is tr..nt tbe City attempt tn ow or control ill tl.a and s:rouncl 
the reservoir ~ed for public vator supply. 

Tho State J3ottrd or f"blio 1reo.1 th hno not b!en called on and l ns 
no plnns to ta e at17 action on thlo mtbjoct. 

Very s1ncerel.7 yourc, 

~ ll ton L. TiaJ:vorson, t. D. 
Director of 1 bllo l!onlth 

I • 

COP'l 

nF.COHUE!lDA TIOJ1S 

cont.rol l un ourround~ ronorvo1ro and nlo113 ari ti cnl otroon'l 1 

auch o Pul.11Urn Crook, \lhorolJY catt o nnd unnutl10rlzcd people 

mn ho kept out or contoot \dtJ1 tho vntor • 

2. !l dcntinl n;renn or tic lly loc -- .1. d rro:l [l" it~,..y nt/Jnd-

point v1 tJt ~a ct to tho tcr ::~uppl1, :ruoh en Ucl ioo 'l.nd 

Dttl::urn, ohould bo ou.~ynd annunlly to ·etcr::dn~ \ 3 .,tus of 

i~d1vldunl ~o1 cc iopo~il cyntc~o . 

3. l.cro r-~d n n')t rmn ... rl y t. o r i t- 1 t! ~ 'le i.-·· Co•nie ion 

should oot up zoni.n.G prorr"' c!ltabl:!. :in,:; nn "·- : cul~ 1 nrc 

in 1nttl 1000 cet uido , ro:tor'V') : r hi~.h :·-tor lcvcl.tt 

pro i 1tine ronir!entinl 'buil..dJ.nc in t lin nro~ . eir.: ohoulrl be 

f!C . 'Vo .:. • •• t "COp 

out cnttlo. 

4. ( ) Tl"o nah.rurtaoo ooil on l!>nda !'ror.t 1000 feet to one ,....Uc 

rro~ ronorvoiro should 

·· tionn 

roc~r;n:tza t.h!l.t n r:o:--c "lrcr..:lt .o. 1 • o··th of ~~cond..( o, 1.:!1 ro!ltrictcd 

tJon it•· or hotw09 wuld l"r. clt in \Ul!J tisr~ctory ~ 

din ~cd of vith-

fi.nnl nnnlyaitl C'lCh buildinP, !Ji• 0 nt lx: SOJn tely ::tVCHJti.~tod. 
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(b) Cor=m!ty' cs rage tnoillt! oould be protidod \lhoro 

s w bUilt clos ·tocother, but 1\ bich otandnnl tor tho 

S. Reco,-ndntions on sot-lnok or resicJonthtl dovelotnent n.t 

the resor'V'Oir:J should npplled no\J to tk) /J.O root contour 

6 • Cn:tpill(l a. t ururuperrlood s 1 s ru.o ~ <J t t'OM'lJ t-c-1 u t."l r;.· • 

the rooel""''irs ohould l.'C proh'b1tod. 

7 • ~otter toUet ihcilitiorJ should be :rrov-;c;ed t n:\ny o~ tJ ,o 

renorvoir p1rkin!; aren:~ nnd nt tl boet nonts such na l~o 

recently ooan in!Jt.,lled nt lake 'oo:o!1. 

8. tailed surveya, oirdlar to tlJo onl! :vtde in t.he tdro Iloc1f]CS 

re8ion, 9hoald :rule on other +..era. ec1a vl:ore tl oro P.ro 

critical f'S8!t ot populntion con n~tion noo.r 1"EUlorvoirn rm 

long tributa.ry strca."19. This vith tho vicv to\:"..1rc1 tl.l'l1llysio or 
existi conditions and tre eotabllamnont or propor cont.roln to 

avoid an increase or contardnc.tion hllznr.is. 

• 

f BUREAU CIF AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION 
JULIAN A. McPHIE. IIUIIIIL\U CHIIP, 

• 

nA'C LUI• 0•111'0 
1:, W, IYIRIITT. AnlaTAH1' 

ALICE M. DANIEL. II~ITANY 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

~ cpnrintctt t of ~butntion 
WALfll:lt f', DIAU,., ITAfl IU,.IftiHf&HDIHT or 

PUDLIC IHelftUCfiOH 

CALit'OAt~IA POLYT CHNIC SCHOOL 
SAN LUI8 OPI•PO, CALif'. 

Honorable Ed Fletcher 
10.20 9th Strdet 
San Dieeo, California 

Dear Senator l~letcher: 

On 'behalf of the ..;alifomia Polytechnic .";chool, the 
menbcr!l of the .. alifornin As!lociation, Future F'armers of America, 
and the A~icultural Teachers of the .:ita to, I wish to t.hanl{ you 
for your splendid surport on all hills at. the recent legislative 
~ession d aline with th~ir activities. 

The confidence you have sho .. ·.n in each of thes.: CTOUps, 
as eviddncud by th~ favorablo votes ·:l.ich you rav~ in their 
behalf, ;lll be a stL~lation for their continued pro ess. 

I 1 ope it wi1 i.. bo possible for ~rou to visit the California 
Polytechnic 3choo1 and tho various Future ~··arr.v.;:r chapters 
throuehout the J tate \',hcnevur you have the or.portunity. 

"':ith b~st wish us, 

hief, uroau of 
Ar;ricul tural ···ducation 

And 
President, California 
Polytechnic ~chool 



Ro tkT w. K.:HNY 
ATTO I:Y OI:II&Ul4::_ 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

State Building, San Franoi s co 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, r~ads in part as follows: 

"The people of San Diego overwhelmingly voted 
to set aside a certain five acres of land for a 
State Building on two conditions, 1. that it cost 
not 1ess than $500,000 and 2. that construction 
be co~nced within five years. 

"The State has appropriated the money for the 
plans and specifications and has set aside the 
money for th~ pos t\var construe tion. n 

You further state that your Harbor Commission is 
opposed to the setting aside of tidelands belonging to the 
oity, it being their position that no fUrther tidelands 
ahould be used for any activities of any nature that do 
not have to do with fisheries, commerce or navigation, 
hich are the uses for which they claim the tidolanda are 

held in trust by the city. 

In a 13tter addressed to you by the Secretary of 
the Harbor Comm1 ssion under date of June 23, 1944, this 
view is expressed. They conclude, however, that the matter 
has been taken out o£ the hands or the Commission and the 
authority to make the trans£er 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 author! ty to lmke the transfer of this 
land now rests with the City Council, assuming, of course, 
the validity or the municipal e1ect1on. 

Your second question is, "Is there any reason 
why the plans and specitioatioll3 cannot be prepared by the 
State Architeet at the present ttme?" 

We are now advised that any fWlds tor plans and 
specifications for the state Building at San Diego must 

l-llS5586 

come from those mado available by Chapter 20 of the fourth 
oxtra session of the 55th Session or the Legislature (all 
or tho fUnds mndo available by Chapter 572, Statutes of 1943, 
boing othorwise allocated). Chapter 20 makes nn additional 
swn of ~2,000,000 avnilabl to tho Stnto Department of Public 
Worka for oxpondl ture as pro vi dod by law for surveys, prepara-
tion of plana and specifications, and other preliminary work 
necesuary to n program of construction, reconstruction, re-
habilitation and replacemont of State buildings nnd other 
.fo.c111 ties in connection wl th the State building program con-
templated by Chapter 572 or 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 Snn Diegp is one o.f 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: 

rrThere 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 tum over 
to the State and have ' 'rected a temporary warehouse 
on 1 t. I ask you this further ques t!on: Is time 
running against the State of California so lon~ as 
the government occupies and holds possession of 
that five acre piece of tideland? The government 
now has possession and the five year 11tn1 t voted by 
the people will probably expire before they give 
up possession. Tho stato has done its part in ap-
propriating the money both tor the plans and speci-
fications and for the ~~ilding or the building. 
Where do we stand?" 

On July 19, 1944, we asked that you supply us with 
certain additional information, w~ich was supplied by the 
Chairman of the Citizens Civic center Committee o.f your city 
under date of August 71 1944. In his letter he states: 

"The proposition voted on by the people of San 
Diego reads ns follows: 'Shall the City o£ San Diego, 
through its council, be empowered and authorized to 
receae and transfer to the State of California the 
hereinafter described property for tho purpose only 
and exclusJvely of constructing thereon by the state 
of California a state office building, costing not 
less than ~500,000; construction to be comnenoed 
within :five years from the date of recedin~ and 
carried on continuously tO completion.• T s indi-
cates, number one, that the matter is entir~ly in 
the hands of the Council; and1 therefore, the Harbor 
Commission has nothing more to do vtith it. And, 
number two, that the five-year time limit does not 
begin until after the Council has receded tq.e 
pro?erty, which, as yet, has not been done. 

2-NS5586 



e believe that this answers the inquiry as to whon 
the five year period begins to run~ ror we concur in the view 
tba t the 1'1 ve year period starts from the date or receding. 

In this opinion we assume that the proposed site tor 
the State Ot.fioe Building is land s i milarly s1 tuated to the 
15 acre parcel that ~s the subject ot our SUpr6me Court•s 
opinion in the case or Atwood v. Hammond, 4 Cnl. {2d) 31. 
From a sketch supplied us I£ appears that tho proposed s1 te 
lies south ot the ne City and County Administration Building 
and the proposed Hall or Justice site, and east ot Harbor 
Drive which separates the property in question .t'rom tho Bay 
ot San Diego. This land is impressed w1 th a trust for naviga· 
tion and fishery, and hile it is shoreward ot the bulkhead 
line and has been reclaimed by filling, 1 t would seem ad vis -
able to have the Legislature 1'ree it !'rom such trust, as was 
done in the case ot the oi ty and county building site. 

RLCtehv 

Ve17 truly yours, 

ROBERT W. KENNY, 
Attorney General 

~,l--::::r I • : 6 . ~~H~, ~~~~ 
Deputy Attorney General 

• 3-NS5586 

RODEftT W. KENNY 
41'TOIIHIY OIHCI'AL 

• STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

llouul•llble Ed l•lotchet· 
State Senator 
St1.1te Capitol 
Snc~omento, C~lifornlo 

Deer uenetor Fletcher; 

600 State Building 
San Francisco 2 
February 11, 1946 

In your letter f January 14 , 1946, you 
requested our opinion on the following tvo questions : 

"1 . As~uming that a pipeline is built connecting 
the Metropolitan Wcter District at S·n 

• • 

Jacinto with the City of Sen Diego's water 
system, sufficient to trensfer 25 or 50 million 
gallons deily to San Diego ; in case there is 
a shortage of vater supply for domestic use , 
has not the United States government ~uthority, 
by negotiation r~ otherwiee , to teke this 
veter supply from the M.etropoliten District 
end deliver it to Sen Diego for the use of 
government activities in Se.n Diego County 
without the necessit~ of becoming a member of 
the Metr p liten Weter District? 

2 . If the City of SEn Diego or the San Diego County 
Water Authority built its own fecilitie~ to c. 
connection with .. .;he l~etropoli t£n 1-/~. te::-- District 
at San J cinto from San Diego, hes the Metro-
poll ten 1-fa ter District now the: legel ~1ght 
if it v1shes so to do to rent for e reasonable 
period its unused ca~rying capecity in the 
Metropoliten r/eter District system to bring 
weter from the Colorado River filed on by the 
city end county of Sen Diego, the unders t and-
ing being that the terms and conditions vill 
be mutuelly egreed on es to the time limit 
and nrice for the rentel of this service . 
Is there €-nyt-hin& jn the Nctropoliten Act 
which prohibits it?" 

We discus sed the first questlon with you orelly and 
you made it cleer thet you contemplPted if the United Stetes 
did obte in any water from the ~1etropo11tcn \·:cter District , it 
would pay therefor at e price first agreed cpon or fixed by 
t he court in the event of condemnation of the ftster . 

lJ6 - 27 
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