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W 21520..

Calendar Ttem L1 was taken off the calendar prior to the Gommis-
sion meeting and was nol put baclk on, However, Chairman Kenneth
Cory asked why it had been pulled. Mr. James F. Trout, Manager,
Land Operatiocns, -éxplained that the purpose .of the Iltem was

to ask tbe Comtission to make a policy decision cdncerning

two applications to lease the same piece of property: A private
spplicant &iled an application first and the City of Stockton
filed its application second: However, the City's applicatior
took precedence pursuant to: provisions of the Public Resources
Code. Since thatb time, the applicant had indicated his intention
to withdraw his application. Mr. Trout explained that as 'such,
it only leaves the Division with the Ciby's application, However,

he gta@eé‘thay'will«hav@‘co‘devélQp,théif proposal further

so. the Commission can comply with, the (Califprnia, Eavirormental
Quality Act. L P R

Mr. Jack waven, AdmiﬁisgﬁatiVe;Assﬁsqant.to:bhé City Manageér,
City of Stantén,‘appéargd,.ﬂe stated 'he was: present to defend
the City's position on the ftem. However gven Ghough the item
was pulled he submifted two letters £or the recond which are
on file in the 6ff§cgﬂoﬁ.chg State, Lands Commission:.

Letter dated 10/26/77 from Assemblyman Cagmen Perino
to the State Lands Cormission concernlng the Gity
of Stockton's application for a lohg term Ledge of
Ten Mile Slough, C .

[

\ .
|

Letter dated 10/26/77 thm:AssemBlyman.Norman 5. Waters,
£ the State Lands Commission, concerning City of
Stockton's application for a tong. term lease of Ten
Mile Slough. '
The above letters were in support of the Commission yranting
to the €ity a lease for the subject area. s ‘
Mr. Laven also stated that the City Council Had passed a resolu-
tion authorizing &telr staff to handle thi:s matter as expeditiously
as possible. R ‘
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Calendar Itém 11 (2 pages)




CALENDAR ITEM
10773

. - ¥ 21520
Soott

>y

AUTHORIZATION TO.REJECT APBLICATION,

.. CITY OF STGCKTON

v ' .

BAGKGROUND ; On June 27, 1977 the State Lands Division
S - xeceived an.appliication, from Mr. John Haflich
covering a powtion of Ten Milé Slough ad jacent
to fhe Buckiley’ Cove devalobment of rhe
Gity of Stockton. The Ruckley Cove development
;ﬁ'inigh;a$ea*¢£‘Ten'Mx1g:stbugh adjacent
to. those 'land$ granted ©o the Gity of Steckton
by :Chapter 1700 Statutbss of 1965; San Joaguin
County.. " | ~ ,
During. the processing of Mr. Haflich's
applicdation staff was contacted Ly the
- City of Stoqkton~w§¢hwawtggu93t that the
same ared of Ten Milé Slough be léased
ta the City fof possible £uture expansion
of ‘the marina facllities located in the
City’s grant. Subsequent to the initial
contact by the. City, .an application was |
received from the City on August 19, 1977,
.$ﬁévappbﬁcanion indicated that the aread
would be used for the possible expansion
of fharina facilities similar to thdss existing
in Buckley Cove, hoyever, no, plans or construe -
tion Gime table was available. The City
of Stockton operates the Buckleéy Cove area
under the grant by leasing the avea to
private parties. The Staté Lands Commission
veceives no fncome from the grant area
now and will nét receive any income in
the near future.

Section 6223 of the Public Resources Code
provides that applications for the lease

of State land shall be given priority of
time of filing. The Section further states
that applications filed by governmental
agencies shall have prierity over all other
applications. Thus, the Commission must
Ephsider the City of Stockton application
Lirst.

CURRENT SITHATION: . B L
The State Lands Division has received two
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applmcations for the same drea of Ten Mile
Slough. Mr. John Haflich's appltcatxov
was received ﬁmxst with pvelxmxnary plans,
venvironmental data and & proposal begin
consgrugtion &f d marina and boal repalr
facility. The cecond and: later applxcaLLon
from the City. of QCockton contains MO @efmnlLe
plans oY time gable for LonstquL¢on. Staff
has revxewed‘both appltcatmona and recommends
that the appl : f of the city
of Stockton be rejected- b the leased
area would' in 11 Like hﬁod he the same
dnder either &ppumuﬂulﬁﬂ"“ﬁm Haflxch 3
developmen! ld be. COHQCVUL ed in the
pear futul p wide the sane benefits
i 't which might at 50me
wwred by che City
of 9 ¥ ?ty of Stockton also
has‘dtherysu“ bl area within e graun
whirch currentlh adeveloped. ddxtxonalLy
ML Haflich's de prgn oultd pr
ome to the State throu
‘o,the SLaLé Uands Commxssaon.

Exﬁxﬂltz t B Locatmon Mapi’

[

"ORF 1T 1§ RE COM“EVDED THAT' THE LOMMXSSIO& REJECT
ATIOW”OF THE CLTY OF TQCKTON FOR LEASE «
EX WILE bLOUPH A“ JOAQUIN COUVSY




