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D. O. Lam)
August 26, 1929

-olonol Ed Fletoher
020 Ninth Street
San Diego, California

My dear Colonel Fletoher: k

I very much regret that I was unable to get aorosa to you
the real.attitude whioh I have all.along had toward thia
Solano Beach roadway business, In all conversations and
references to this matter I have stressed this point:

That whatever the legal status of this roadway
may be that we seek delay in any final decision
concerning it until we may have the opportunity
to appeal to the developeras of Rancho Santa Fe
to think of this question in relation to the
five year effort whioch we have been making to
preserve the ocean front of San:-Diego County.
That this particular question should not be
dealt with as an isolated proposition. Each
bit of ocean frontage that we are suscessful in
preserving for the people of this county adds

valuss to all of the Rancho Santa Fe properties.

We appreciate what the Rancho Santa Fe is doing in creating
or preserving the fullest values in that bit of the county
which "is inoluded in the Rancho Santa Fe properties, In a
similar way we appeal to the developers of Rancho Santa Fe
to appreciate and recognize the faot that it is worth their
while to give up a little and to yield slightly in their
individual property rights in order that wo may preserve the
waterfront as the most important feature in building an

appeal to the people of the oountrrto come to live here. -

Am I right in my remembrance that you stated that to date no
plans had been agreed on or approved by the Board of Directors
of Rancho Santa Fe provide for the development of their land
between the present state highway and the ordinary high tide
line? Will you give me a written statement to this effect?

Very sincerely yours,

Jam A

Ausust 26, 1929

Court House
San Dicgo, California Solano Beach Rocdway

lembors of the Doard:

_-~The _‘Bo'n‘rdﬂ of Dfréotora of the State-County Parks and
(__Beaches Assooclia tion, at a-meeting hold laat Fridayy
August-23rd, unanimously adopted the following

motion:
MOVED, First, that we endorse the attached maoiut:lon.

Second, that we urge the Supervisors to hold off
proceedings in sbandomment of the old roadway

any
at Solano NDeach until ample time is allowed for the
completion of a thorough investigation and deter-

“mmination of the legal rights of the county to
rinintain the road bed as a county roadway of value
as a scenic highway and as a means of access to
the beach, or in other words that the Supervisors

refuse to abandon the roadway unless legally com-
pelled to do so or unless a roadway ond pariinc
strip between private land and the ordinary high

tide line be substituted for the old roadbed.

Third, That,vhatever the legal status may be found to
be we appeal to the private intcrests involved in the

offort to seo that in the long run the general public
interest in this case becomes their own private

intereste. ;
Very respectfully yours,

onn . o L PR .
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T o secure state parks in Sen Diego County; _

To acquire end develop a system of county perks end perkways; -

. To save thebeaches for the use of all the people; = e

To work out a regional plan foc. the county ay has been done foc the city of San Diego by John Nolen;
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T o secure edequare ptom'ﬂ;on for playgrounds. particularly school yard playgrounds, and public recreation throughout the county.
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Puk and Beaches Auool.auon.
sm Diego, OCalife .

Dou' ur. morlnst

August 26, 1929

Mr, 'I‘am Deering
Parks and Beaches Association
San Diego, California REt Preservation of Beaches

My dear lr, Deering:

I want you 'to understand that I favor this ordinance
and on any future subdivision of lands that I control
there will be a dedication in confirmation with the
ordinance for preservation of the beaches. You may
rest asgsured that I am heartily in favor of this

The mtor p o:goom applicable to the further
donlopm t of Rancho: Sants Fe deteils of which we were happy ordinance.,
to 0 over with you the other lv have ell bgen tentatively accept-
the Board of Dircotors of the Ranoho Santa Fe Corpors um{n S e e
an& will become final immediately Bm the working out or ta
dotaua. am of whioh you are £ ier with, =~ |

In thta plan is. oomowlntu tno aopu'ato uuoo of the beach

trun belcnsl.ng to the. orporatton. -~ The northerly half,. subject

0_ger reatriotions and conditions, the deteils of which you are,
mmu- with, will be dedicated for ablic use, whereas the southe
erlr mc -ni bo et uu. for prln anﬂ/or hmh olub development.

Fhie “am not m a pu!.uon t0. -pull in thu letter all of the .
aomn necessary to make our plan' ally understood, dbut to the
“extent that this letter is hoz:lne such details, I roly wholly on
- your. nlnory of Nre Cheney's prospeotus and master. plan. both of whioh

<] y.cu. m opportuni.ty to beom tmnu with, -

e ﬂl dovplnmt of annoho lnta ) 13- ln‘.c qto-.._' %
ut thoi lanl ‘and’ 4deals  of your ooouuon. th' the
lntohat oz tho pnbno of ‘San m.eo county. :We are on:uouns the .
A z:unuup o=operation: of our neighbors in San Diego County
~to help ua mko amho Santa Fe & ouccess, We are glad to have your
mm luumo that ou‘ are Ihohhouudly for our project as it
thee on {1 m z,,upuu it as a peraocnal hope that
" vm o:ttniuu to jointly work
/goal that Mthmr us atton ana zwmho Santa Fe have
_.----ut :or tbl-olm. ‘ A g
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Stats, County Parks and Beaches Ass'n,,
§23 Seventh Street,

San Diego, Calif,

My dear &r, Dgerings _

Angworing yours of the twenty-sixth will suy I certainly
appreoiate the good work you are doing for tho county and
the public,

I have not baen able to make it clcar to you & cam seo
that I amn personally in a most emburrussing position

for 1 represented to the purchasors that the old road was
closed believing such to be the case and because the
State Highway Coumission had deliniltely agreed %o Aits
cloainge '

I talked with Er, Gross over the telephone yesterday
and he inforns me that after L loft the Directors
meeting at Rancho S8antu Fe the other day the Directors
tentatively approved Mre Cheney's plane HRot being
notified that any action had been takem by the Directors
I did not know anything about it.

I have Mr, Cheney's plan in my office and I will be glad
to show it to yous It culls for no subdivision of

the beach lands and Mr, Gross informed me the other day
over the Yphone that it would probably be yeurs before
the beach land would be subdivided,

Nre Cross said he was going to see you yesterday and I
hope you and he get together,

I&agpésldmhoutlqung'umn;amruumg'Uun;yan|uﬁllr.

Hastings agreo to with Mr, Gposs is perfectly satiofadtory

to mes ALV I was doing was trying to put myself
right before the Board of Dircotors,

Personally, I think that the decent and honorable thing
for you to do 4 see that the obligation made bhy the

¢lﬂiﬁmudhtg=£ruv'0¢lduu&ullntllﬁl end the consideration

put 4in the

8
be lived up to to tho epirit and the letter
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Colonel E4 Fletcher
1020 Ninth Street
San Diego, California

My dear Colonel Ed:

In our talk the other day you assumed that the ordinamce sent
to the Board of Supervisors by the Community Service, and a
copy of which was sent to you, was intended to be retroesctive.

In looking up the records I find thet this resolution wes
prepared and sent to the Board of Supervisors by the Community
Service, liss Alice Lee, President, and Mr. E, H, Dowell, Vice-
President, on August 19th, In their letter they specificelly
stated their purpose in preparing the resolution as follows:

YTo inquire of the Board of Supervisors
as to whether a general ordinence dealing
with such situations in the future might

not be in line with the policies of the
Boerd,.,"

The intent of the Community Service Board was, with reference
to the Solano Beach situation:

(1) To support the Supervisors in their efforts to protect
the legal rights of the county in this and other similar
situations r garding strips of scenic roadways;

(2) Entirely aside from the Solano Beach situation, to
propose an ordinance which would deal with any future
situation which might arise. There was no intent to
make the ordinance retroactive.

To appeal to the private owners adjacent to Soleno
Beach scenic roadway and all other such strips of beach
roadways, to place public welfare above personal and
private interest.

Their hope was that the private owners might be educated to
realize the importance of this county's efforts to preserve
its waterfront as the very foundation of the prosperity of
every piece of property in the county and, aside from our
oclimate, the most important factor in making this section
an attractive place in which to live.

I wondered after our talk, whether you understood that the
agenoy which took the lead in aoctively.supporting the Super-

SPECIAL COMMITTEES

MRS, MiNO MARCELLI, CHAIRMAN

PLAMNING AND RESEARCH
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of the law, trusting that the new property ommer, when
the time comes to file the map on the beach frontgge,
would do the right thing or force them to do 4t at that
timea,

I would not personally be a party placing any new
conditions at this time to the original agreement

made in 1926 for by so doing it i repudlating a

definite agrecment made before ths Bwpervisers ever
passed that ordinance and £ feel it is takdng unfair
advantage of the p#¥sent property omers of the property
who had every right to expect that the 8tate §f California
would fulfill its soleamn oblig.tion,

I don't believe if all the facts were knomn to your
Association thot thoy would be a party to any such
pleasure,

If 4 omned tho property myself there would be no
comproaise as far as + an ccncernad bocause I feel

it would be sing a principles IHowover, I
hope aver; g turns out to the sctinfaction eof the

Dircotors of the Rancho Santcole, to the Boerd of
Supervisors und to your Assoclation.

Yora very truly,




Colonel Ed Fletcher =~ - - #2

visors in this situation was the Cammunity Service. You

will note on this letter head the nemes of the Board of Direoctors
of this agency. It has nothing whatever to do with the State-
County Parks and Beaches Association., They are two entirely
separate organizations.

The State-County Parks and Beaches Association adopted
resolutions with respeot to the Solano Beasoch situation it
is true, but the leadership in this affair was taken by the
Ccmnuni'Ey Service, on August 19th, whioh was a week before
the State-County Parks and Beaches Association adopted
resolutions. It has been Community Service whioh has taken
the matter up with the people throughout the ocounty.

%rz sincerely yours,
Mv ecrevary
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. To secure state parks in San Diego County;

. To ocquire and develop a system of county perks end g
. To save the beaches foc the use of all the people:

. To work out a regional plan for the county ez has been d¢
. To secure adequate provision for playgrounds, particularly
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Bou called my attention to the fact that new right of woy was
seoured from the Southwest Coast Land Oompany, the consideration
Bet the new right of way being that the old superseded portions
be abandoned to the property owners,
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Soptember 7th, 1929,
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In sccordance with your request, I investigated our records this
morning and find that the deed for the new 80-foot right of way
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Directors and Members of
Stase-County Parks & Beaches
Assoolation of San Diego County,
San Diego, California,

Gentlement

Ap & director of the Rancho Santa Fe Corporation
and with the approval of it's president, and I believe all the!
directors as well, I make a protest against what I think unfair
treataent by your auochtd.on in taking official action by
resolution of your Board of Directors opposing the comsummation
of an agreement entered into between the former owners of this
property along the coast north of Solana Beach and the Stato
Highway Commission made in 1926,

The history is as follows!

I was asked by the California Highway Commission
and recommended to my principles, to give to the Btate without
consideration a deed to an eight foot right of way cutting
diagonally through our property for a new state highway in
consideration of which the old forty foét right of way was to
be ahandoned. We delivered to them a deed to said right of way,
said deed having a provision making it a condition that the old
right of way was to be abandoned. This deed was put on record
in 1926 by the California Highway Commission.

The Highway Commission failed until very recently
to take the official action abandoning the old road, Enclosed

find copies of letters that are explanatory.
o 0 ©

Division of Highways
District VII
1111 Associated Realty Bldg.
Los Angelss, California
Col, Ed Fletcher VII - 8.D,-2-4B

San Diego, California.
Dear Sirs
This morning you called me over

long distance telephone regarding
th.mtionofﬂuoldﬂtlteluhwriﬁtofnymrthof%lm

Beach, where a direct line was constructed by the S8tate about three

years ago cutting off two sharp curves on the old right of way,
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for 8tate highway was signed by the SBouthwest Coust Land Company
on July 9th, 1926 and recorded on July 21, 1926 in Deed Book
1210, page 465, 0fficial Records of 8an Diego County., 8aid

right of way deed specifically provides for the ahn.ndonlent of
the old highway in the following languages
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"It is hereby understood that as a further considera-
tion for the granting of sald right of way the State of
Californmia will abandon and vacate all that portion of the
old highway right of way which is located between the
terminal points of and not included within the 80 foot strip
of land described herein, said abandonment to be effected
imnediately after the roadway on the new right of way herein
granted is open to public travel, provided, however, thsat
saldsbanadonment shall not affect the westly ten feet
of the present right of way as per deed recorded in Deed
Book %01, page 156, et sew, San Diego County records, for
a distance of 1550 feet southerly from said north line of
Section 347",

At the meeting of the California Highway Commission on August 1st,: ‘2
1929 a resolution was passed abandoning the old 40 foot right of T ,-;':'gf.v

way to the County of San Diego, and a certified copy of said reso—*" ik -’

lution was sent to the Board of Supervisors under date of Augnat s .'?
7th for recording. . ot

It is my understanding that on all sgperseded right of way it
is necessary not only for the State, but also for the Coumty,
to officially abandon same to pass clear titlte to the original
omer. I believe the above makes it perfectly plain that the
old superseded right of way was ic be abandoned to the owner.

However, I understand that the publis interests in having access .l irt

to the beach is to be protected by the property owners, as Mr.
Nelson, Mmnager of the Rancho Santa Fe and Mr, C. H, Cheney,
Consulting Engineer for the BEancho Santa Fe, both made the

statement to Mr. Mee} and the Commission thnt 1t was the intention A

‘.'tft_‘
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LY

- re
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o %

of the property omers to perserve the beach area for public use. i *"! .

-h

At sald conference, before the above statements were made by Ilr. 5

Helson and Mr. Ohtmq, Supervisor Hurly brought out the point b e :,

that before accepting any subdivision maps, the Board of Super-

. visors required that provision be made for a public strip ealong

the high tide line.
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Page T,

Honorable Board of Supervisors,
San Diego,
California.

Gentlemeng

EBngclosed find copy of letter from the California Highway Coamission
of the twelfth re abandoning the old right of way north of Solana
Beach all of which is explanatory,

The Rancho Santa Fe Corporation are desirocus of having the old
highway abandoned as per conditions mentioned in the deed,

I have marked in black the 10-feet which I understand is to remain
open for a distance of 1350 feoct and have marked in red the approxi-
mate location of the old right of woy which we desire to have
abandoned, all as per original agreement,

The mep herewith enclosed shows the old and new alignment,

Please take #otice that this deed was executed and recorded July
2lst, 1926 the deed itself stating the conditions under which the
exchange of right of woy was made and the date of entering into this
agreement was a year or more before the Board of Supervisors ever
passed the resolution re reservation of beach frontage, and it is
my understanding that the question of reserving beach frontage to
the public in that resolution applies when maps of resubdivision
are being filed.

I feel sure that the Rancho Santa Fg C ration wEll cooperate
with you at that time in every way poasi but we do not wigh
to get the matter confused with a definite agreement regarding a
new and abandoning an old right of way entered into in 1928
which conditions have not as yet been fulfilled,

,.hmking you for your early and favorable action in this matter,
E 1 X Very sincerely yours,

Ed Fletcher
o 0 o

Recently, when your samt.i'y, Mr, Tam Deering,
questioned my attitude on saving the beaches for the public
I voluntarily wrote him the following letter,

August 26, 1929
Mre Tam Decring
Parks and Beaches Assoclation
San Diego, California RE Preservotion of Beaches

Dear Sir: ' .
I want you to understand that I favor this ordinance
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of the beachos., You may rost assured that I am heartily in
favor of this ordinanoce,

Yours very truly,

Ed Fletcher
o

Control of the Rancho S8anta Fe Corporation rests with %
eight or ten of the most prominemt men in Lo?lngelea. s i)
they are sygpathetic in a general way with the plans of your orgami~
zation but they do not feel that they should be forced at the '~ '
present timo to neke amy commitment as to how much if any of our 547
beach frontage shouldet this time be dedicated to the publie, 7 .
they owning and heving a United States Patent to approximately </ .
a helf mile of beach frontage to the north of Solana Beach.

The Board of Supervisore, so far, have failed to take <. i
official action closing the old right of way in conformity with 2
action teken by the California Highway Cormission. This is the Pt e |
first tine in hictory thet the Board of Bupervicors have failed $o.t %
carry out the wishes of the California Highway Commission in the o
matter of abandoning old rights of way at the request of the
California Highwey Commiesion. One reason for their not £
taking eny ection is the protest of your ascoclation, & copy
of which 1r as followsat

*

K August 26, 1920
t‘c:n.:nt;:r Board of Supervisors, ’ ’
Court House

San Diego, California HE: Solana Beach Roadway
Mexmbers of the Boards

The Board of Directors of the SteteCounty, Parks and Beaches it
Association at a meeting held last Friday, August 25rd, unanimously:
adopted the following motion) 3103

MOVED, First, that we endorse the attached resolution.

Second, that we urge the Supervisors to hold off any
proceedings in sbandonment of the

Beach until ample time is allowed for the completion of &3
a thorough investigation and determination of the legal & ¥
rights of the county to maintain the read bed as a county.i i
roadway of value as a scenic highway and as a menas of " i :
access to the beach, or in other words, that the Super- .=t i%i
visors refuse to abandon the roadway mless legally "l,il 9
pelled to do so or unlesm a roadway and parking stip b T8 o
between private iand and the ordinary high tide line be Q}, i,
substituted for the old roadbed, S
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Third, That, whatever the legal status may be found to
be we appeal to the private interests involved in the
effort to see that in the long run the general publio
intercst in this case become their omn priwate interest.

-y

B e Bl oy e 5

-

L -, . b

Very respectfully yours,

President

Y ™ S e ! ﬂ-‘n.“‘\m

—

Secretary ¥
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I feel in pasaing the above resoultion your directors i §
asked the Supervisors to repudiate a2 definite agreement cntered into -
by the California Highway Commission and ourselves and adding new 5 B
conditions after we had completely complied with our part of the agree-;

ment between the Highway Commission and ourselves. I am in {8
possession of & map and resclution passed by the Commmity Service o ¥

convering our identical case which has been sent out &8 its members,.
I consider this misleading and does not give the Cormunity
Service members all the facts in relation thereto,

In the interest of fair play I ack the directors end
members of the State-County Parks and Beaches Agsooistion to
nullify their previous action and notify the Board of Supervisors
in relation thersto. I also ask that the Comaunity Sergice take
no official action re the resolution which has been submitted
. until all the facts are presented clearly to its directors snd
members,

The Rancho Santa Fe Corporation directors feel that they
have a legal and moral right under the agreement with the
Celifornia Highway Commission to have the old road abandoned, 1
They thought it was abandoned when they commenced some temporary work on
part of the old roadway and they were stopped by a letter from the
District Attorney, This brought to our attention the fact that the
old road bed had not been abandoned as per our agreement of 1928
with the California Highway Commisaion,

The Rancho Santa Fe Copporation have been to large

expense in employing Mr, Cheney to make a suggested plan of
for the entire tract from Rancho Santa Pe to the

ocea, ving an early expenditure of nearly one million dollars.
Bo arrangement for financing nor definite plan has been made by the
Board of Directors for the development of any of the beach property
within the next year or two, although Mr, Cheney on his own
initiative laid out a tentative plan for us to consider later
ony including a break-water and hotel between the highway and the

ocean. Our immedinte plans are to develop from the Senta Pe
Railread east to the B_lnoho Banta Fo, ;
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into consideration the needs of the public.
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Wo feel the old road should be abandoned according to
tho original agreement., The Califormia Highwey Commission have
taken official action in abandoning the old right of wey in
conformity with thoir agreement, We are still waiting for the
Bogrd of 8upervisors to do likewise,

The "S8ave the Boaches" ordinange passed by the Board of
Supervisors nearly a year after our agreecment had been entered into
mxdyocexdks and our deed had been recorded by the California
Highway Commission, only calls for dedicution of beach frontage

where maps are submitted for subdivielon of property for the
approval of the Bgard of Supervisors, No such map is before the
Board of Bupervisors et thies time effecting the lancs between

the highway and the ocean and none will be for several years tc come
The formsr omners of this property having given the original :
easenmant without charge and having given the new easement for o
almost twice the amount of lund to the California Highwey Coumiesion’ i/
without charge, in conalderution of ebundoning the olé easemert, #11
feel that an unfair advantage is being taken, that our motives are e
being questioned and thet neither by any legel or mornl right ghould ™
we be forced at this time to make our plans for the future in h el

the develorment of this progerty.
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A1l we ack is that the original contract of the Celiforniay s .3
Highaay Commipgion entered into in 1926 be consumzted and like hlm-?.}f"‘;f:«
dreds of other property cmmertc along the oceen front when the time 35200
comesz to subdivide the property, I um swme the pubiic's intercst | =ik
willi be cericusly considered und treated fairly.

Owing to the attitude taken by the Board of Supervisors, REN
large improvemenis plens have been temporarily stcpped and I can ses’ /¥
only litigetion ahoad. The matter has already bacn put in the handg ' o
of the altorneys and in court ve are informed te will eighér get - :4
the old right of way abandoned according to contract or regain
the possesalon of tlhie new right of wuy or asdequate compensztion
for said right of way if it is condexned.

The most unfortunate thing is that the ettitude of the /1138

Boaxd of Supervisors end the action of your directors is retarding oms
of the greatest developments in San Diego County. Dur directors R
feel they are fighting for a principle and do not bellsve that yoﬂ;‘*
asgociation is taking the right attitude in insisting upon injecting:’
a new condition into an old contract of 1926 by forcing us to dedigats [ %
private proporty for beach purposos for which we have a United Stateshi &
Government Patemt arnd & new condition which was not in the 7{ s
original contract. It eavors too much of politics and where the Z"=iig
public?'s interest is concerned I am sure the genmerzl public would W ),ﬁol
be a party to any such proceeding,. ;-zgé;\_?
T Vi &
I urbe that your mezmbers and directors teke official i%‘:ﬁk

tion withdrawing your protest of August 26ih, 1929, to the Cofinty st
Board of Supervisors thereby passing up to the stockholders and omm o B
of Rancho Santa Fe the moral obligation which they and zll prope: 33»'1!"«*5
omers owning ocean front acreage should assume in the future in jak """7'
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ADVISORY COMMITTEE ' OFFICERS
MRS, W. 7. DUMMER MIP® ALICE LEE.

i Community Serbice s

MAB, W, M. SALLMON VICEPRESIDENTY
£. B, GOULD, JA.
BOARD OF DIRECTORS p e inciang g VICLPRESIDENT

h’. m ms’
¢/o Cozmunity Welfare,
647 Seventh Street,
San Diesm Calif.

Friend Deerings

Enclosed find letter that 1 would like to have you
send to esach director and nember of tho State, Couryy
Parks and Beaches Association as well as tho Community
Service, to whom you have heretoforc presented the
case together with your stetement of your understanding
of the matter so they can get both sides of the
question.

If, in your opinion, any of my statements are not
facts I wish you would cull my attention to it so
that ve can make any neccessary corrections.

It is my desire to be absolutely fair and I certainly
regret this unfortunate episode.

S8incerely yours,

MiBS ALICE Lak
K. M. DOWELL

£ 8. a0ULD, JN,
JOHN L. BACON
HARRY C. BAKEN
REV. HOWARD B. BARD
MRS, J. W, FIBMER
W, L. MOARISON
L RUNSEER
HEMAY BHELTOM
DOUQLAS YOUNG

SAN DIEGO, CALIF, MARRY C BAKER,
836 8ixth Street TAMOESMING

SPECIAL COMMITTEES

September 16, 1929 K. H. DOWELL, CHAIRMAN

PARKS, PLAYGROUMDS
AND BEACHES

MRS. J. W, PISHER, CHAIAMAN
ORAMA

MRS. NINO MARCELLI, CHAIRMANM
Music

MENRY SMELTONM
PLANNING AND AESEARCH

Colonel Ed Fletcher

1024 9th
San Diego, Californis

My dear Colonel Ed:

I shall be glad to do as you ask in your letter
of September 10th. As you know I have presented your
side of this proposition as well as I could to the
board and to all others.

It will be more satisfactory, however, to give to
our board members the copies of your own statement.

I shall start today to prepare and mail out the
document which you have sent me. The letter contain-
ing your presentation came to my office at the end of
last week. You wrote it on the 10th, but sent it to
the wrong place. Please correct our mailing address

on your files.

It was absolutely impossible to do anything
about it lest week, because, &8s you know, we hed a
big meeting on and our time was completely taken.

Your presentation is six pages long and it is
going to be & big task to make copies of it to send
out. Be assured, however, that we are desirous of
being absolutely feir in this matter. We are gled
to present your side of the cese in your own words.

Very sincerely yours,

L




Mr. Tam Deering,
8688 8ixth sm.t’

San Diego, Calif,
Friend Deearings

I acknowldge receipt of yours of the sixteenth and
will say I am sorry the letter weat to the wrong

mailing addresse

I thank you for your interest in this matter as
woll as your desire to be absolutely fair. '

I 1ike your friendly criticisa to any statezent
I have made and ask the same favor in return if

you send out any statement of your omn in relation
theretoe

- 8incerely yours,

Septembor Twenticth,
1 9 2 9.

Mr, Tam Deering,
855 Sixth 5t.,
San Diego, Calif.

Dear ¥r, Deerings -

Enclosed find copy of telegram to My, Sullivan
and letter to Mr. 0'Melveney for your records,
concerning my efforts to get this matter
straightened out and get you mat you want,

Yours very truly,




&> Jletcher Qampany

1020 NINTH STREET
SAN DiRGO, CALIFORNIA

October 1st, 19289,

To the Members of the -
State, County, Parks and Beaches Association, and
Commnity Service:

Gentlemen:

The Board of Supervisors yesterday refused to abandon the
old road north of Solana Beach, favorable action having
already been taken by the State Highway Commission,
thereby nullifying a definite agreement between the
owmers of the property made in 1926, as per deed put on
record by the State in 1926, the condition of seid deed
being that the old right-of-way was to be abandoned.

The right-of-way was granted free of all cost and the
only condition being the abandonment of the old right-of-

LN

Each individual of the Board of Supervisors has been
flooded with protests, the result of an unfair presentation
of facts by Tam Deering, sent out at the recuest of
Supervisor Hastings.

abandon does not run to mean high tide f lafi _open, there
is a stretch of land between the west e or _pold right-of-
way and mean high tide in private ounership.‘

Tam Deering agreed with me to submit to each member of your
organization the pros eand cons of this controversy. Instead,
he sent out his owmn propdganda czhead of time and urged that
the protests be filed with the Supervisors from as many
individuels as possible. :

The old road that the State Highway Com?gsaion agreed to

The California Highwey Commission, thru their attormey sent
here from Sacramento, and thelir chief engineer from Los
Angeles, yesterday pleaded with the Board to take official
action as a matter of simple justice and give the Rancho

Santa Fe Corporation what was promised legally to them in
1928. The Board of Supervisors may not legally be bound to
carry out the wishes of the Commission, but they certainly are
morally bound, or the State of California or County of San
Diego should pay for the right-of-way, an equitable amount.

This can only lead to endless litigation and hard feeling. *
-~ The action taken by your Association and the Board of

\

AR

!
5.
ctober 1lst, 1929,

Supervisors yenterday has made many enemies for your parks

and save the beaches program., DBy public clamor end politics
you have been the meann of repudieting a definite agreement,
vhere the property owmers I represent have done their pert

and the Stute and County have repudioted o definite egreement.
Any advanteges geined for the public by such methods and

value thereof, in my opinion, is dublous, end I have completely
lost sympathy with your work while results are trying to be
obtained under such unfeir methods.

The State of California recognizes the juntice of our position,
has edmitted it, and, if possible, L en sure, will try end
find some wey of living up to the legal and morel obligations
they assumed when they filed our deed of record in 1926, the
conditions of sald deed being the abendonment of the old
highway.

I consider the lack of action on the part of the Eperd of

Supervisors end the cction of your sgsociation, as well es
the protests under all the conditions, an attempt to seize
property without due orocess of lew end wholly illegel e&nd
unfeir.

If the members of your #ssocietion th knovm ell the fects in
the beginning, I zm sure thet you would not be in this un-
fortunate mess today, which can only work & herdship on your
orgenization end help to defeat the very purpose for which you
have been orgenized.

Yours very truly,
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Tho Celifornis Highway Commission, tlou ite attorney,
sent horo from Sacremento, and its chief engineer from Los
Angeles, yosterday pleaded with the Board to
aotion as a matter of simple justice, end give the Rancho
Santa Fo Corporstion what was promised legally to them in 1926,
The Board of Supervisors may not legally be bound to carzy
out the wishes of the Commission, but they certainly ere morslly
bound, or the State of Californic or County of 8an Diego should
pay for the right-of-wsy, an equiteble amcunt,

This can only lead to endloss litigation and hard
fealing, The sction taken Yy your Association and the Boerd of
Supervisors yesterday has mado many encmies for your perks
and save the boaches program, Bu public clemor and politics
you have been tho means of repudiating a definite agreesment,
vhere the property omers I ropresent have done their pert, and
the State and County have ropudiated s definite agreement,

Any advantages gainoed for the public by such methods znd the
valus thoreof, in my opinion, is dubious, and I have completely
lost gympatly with your work while rosults ere trying to be
obtained under such unfair methods,

The State of Californis recognises the justice
of our position, has admitted it, and, if possible, I am sure
will try and find come wey of living up to the legal and moral
Each member of the obligations it assumed when 4t filed our deed of record in
flooded with protests, the re | 1926, the condition of said deed being thoe sbandonment of the

of facts by Tem Deering, sent o ' old kghway.

I consider the lack of ection on the part of the
Board of Suparvisors and the action of your Association, as
woll es the protosts under all the conditions, an attempt to
seisze property without due process of law, wholly illegal
and unfair,

If the members of your Agsociation had known ell the
faots in the beginning I em sure that you would not be in
this unfortunate mess today, which can only work a hardship on
your organization end help to defeat the very purpose for which
you have been orgesnized,

-~ ——— ]t W » - - e 2 p— - p— - - — 2
e . .g.—,. et Ry P s =lyr = 2 7 2 L g -l e ALY it NN Vi
i ; . _-.3‘(;. Yla < P LY "% 'J’f gl el - -
. - * -y “, Iy - L4 s T T o - gl
. - - » * - - - >
- 3 SN r : J..._ T D% R T TN i N S A
- o -

. - - .
oY T Y ”';_U’
"‘ ALt me .
* -

v -

Yours very W’

b . " - - , 4 J . -t = e e 'y " . 4 “e - = g ) 'L 1 3 LT, W '4¥"\
e N T = o 5SS NN e Aol oo v A S IR S O LA P e Ve ] v . -t}f S A5 ;{‘ o £ u!'e -"i""'ﬂ 'gl"' A b i e
P s At ?_. hl_'.-\ : Y . - (- Y Ey - A Theg” rﬁ s . & Al AR ) LA 1 - i ) . ; ..‘ .‘45 .:
G A SV Lt -JL"‘.;‘&-.:.?E-:;.L.-;&'.&.; e Lon. -.°t‘. S A & DR AR T ? NG L dake G T AN,

*»
-~




Ed Fletcher Papers
1870-1955
MSS.81
Box: 6 Folder: 22

General Correspondence - Deering, Tam

The Library

AN DIEGO

Copyright: UC Regents

Use: This work is available from the UC San Diego Libraries. This digital copy of
the work is intended to support research, teaching, and private study.

Constraints: This work is protected by the U.S. Copyright Law (Title 17, U.S.C.).
Use of this work beyond that allowed by "fair use" requires written permission of
the UC Regents. Permission may be obtained from the UC SanDiego Libraries
department having custody of the work (http://libraries.ucsd.edu/collections/mscl/).
Responsibility for obtaining permissions and any use and distribution of this work
rests exclusively with the user and not the UC San Diego Libraries.



	mss81_r6_f22_220
	mss81_r6_f22_221
	mss81_r6_f22_222
	mss81_r6_f22_223
	mss81_r6_f22_224
	mss81_r6_f22_225
	mss81_r6_f22_226
	mss81_r6_f22_227
	mss81_r6_f22_228
	mss81_r6_f22_229
	mss81_r6_f22_230
	mss81_r6_f22_231
	mss81_r6_f22_232
	mss81_r6_f22_233
	mss81_r6_f22_234
	mss81_r6_f22_235

