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49th day: 01/05196 
180th day: 05116198 
Staff: SG..SC 
Staff Report 12122195 
Hearing Date: · 01/10/98 
Commlulon Action: 

APPLICATION NUMBER: 3·95-&4 

APPLICANT: SAN LUIS BAY INN TI~I!SHARS ASSOCIATION (DEANNA 
LAUENROTH) 

PROJECT LOCATION: 3254 Avila Beach Drive, Avila Beach, San Lufe Oblepo County 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Repair storm damaged creekbank to prevent further erosion of 
disturbed archeological site and to preted tennis court 

LOCAL APPROVALS RECEIVED: San Lula Oblapo County Emergency Permit 
P940S44E(Local approvals) 

SUBSTANTIVE FILE DOCUMENTS; San Lull Oblpeo County Coattal Plan Pollclel 
document, San Lule Say Area Plan, Coastal Zone Land Use 
Ordinance 

SUMMARY OF STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends that the COmmission, after public hearing. Al'.llll a permit to the applicant 
with the conditions below, for the reaeona deacrlbed In thle staff report. The princlpallaauea 
Involved with this permit are the placement of fill In a wetland and the proteotlon of an 
archeological site. 

1. Location map 
2. Vicinity. map 
3. Site map 
-4. Proposed rip rap plana 
'· · State Landa Commission letter 
e. Flah and Game Agreement 

EXHIBITS . 
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STAFFRECOMMENDAnON 

The staff recommenda that the Commlaalon adopt the following reeolution: 

I. AppROVAL WITtl CQNQIDONS 

The Commission hereby amall a permit. subject to the conditione below, (or the propoaed 
development on the grounds that the development wiD be In conformity with the provlllona of 
Chapter 3 ot the callfDmJa Coastal Act of 1976, will not preJudice tht ability of the lOcal 
government having jurildlctlon over the area to Implement Ita Local Ooaatal Program 
conforming to the provisions of Chapter 3 of the Coaetal Act, and will not have any elgnlflcant 
adverse Impacts on the environment within the meaning at the California Environmental Quality 
Act. 

A. Standard Condltlona 

1. Notice of Bqlpt and Aclcnowlodgment. The permit Is not valid and development ahatl not 
commence until a copy of the permit, algned by the permltee or authorized agent, 
acknowledging receipt of the permit and acceptance of the terms and conditions, Ia returned to 
the Commlulon office. · 

2. EXPh:atiAD. If development hae not commancacl, the permit will expfre two years from the 
date this permlla reported to the Comminion. Development lhall be purauecl In a diligent 
manner and completed In a r ... onable period of time. Application for extenllon of the permit 
must be made prtor to the expiration date. 

3. Compliance. All development muat occur In atrtct compliance with the propoul aa aet forth 
In the application for permit, aubject to any apecial conditione aet forth below. Any deviation 
from the approved plans must be reviewed and approved by the staff and may require 
Commission approval. 

4. lnter;rttatjgn. Any que1tion1 of Intent or Interpretation of any condition will be re1olved by 
the Executive Director or the Oommlslion. · 

5. lnspactlqa The Oommlsllon ltafJ lhall be llllowed to lntpeet the alta and the project 
during ita development, tubject to 24-hour advance notice. 

e. Aaatgnmlflt The permit may be Mlfened to any qualified peraon. provided assignee files 
with the Oommllllon an atndavlt accepting all terms and conditions of the permit. 

7. Terrna and CgndWgna Bun wftb lhl land, TheH terma and condition• shall be perpetual, 
and It Ia the Intention of the Comminlon and the permittee to bind all future ownera and 
poueaeors of the subject property to the term• ~ conditions. 
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B. Special Conditions 

1. Fln•l Engiottdng and Conttruct!.,n Drawings 
.~. 

PRIOR TO TRANSMITTAL OF THE COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT the permittee 
shall submit to the ExecuUve Director for review and approval two copies of final plans 
bearing the engineer' a stamp. The final plana ahalllndlcate the method of tying the ends of 
the rip rap revetment Into the adjoining soil. 

2. · Beveg•t.atlon Plan 

PRIOR TO TRANSMITTAL OF THI! COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT the permittee 
ahallaubmlt to the Executive Director for review and approval two copies of a revegetation 
plan prepared by a qualified professional landscape architect or botanist, which shall 
Indicate how the bank protection structure Is to ba revegetated, Including the types of 
planta, lnigatlon method, monitoring and reporting schedule until plants are 
auccaaafuUy eatabllahed, and methods to ensure that the revegetation Is successful. 
Revegetation shall be done with native riparian species. 

3. lao Lyls Obispo Cqynty permit 

PRIOR TO TRANSMITTAL OP THE COASTAL Dt:VELOPMENT PERMIT the permittee 
shall submit to the Executive Director for review a copy of an approved permit for the work 
from the County of San Luis Obispo, or written evidence that no permit Is required by the 
County. 

4. Cbumasb. Natlyo American Harlfaga Commlaalon, and Statl Hlatorlc preatrvat!on 
Office Approval 

PRIOR TO TRANSMITTAL OF THE COASTAL DEVI!LOPMENT PI!RMIT the permittee 
shall aubmit to the Executive Director for ravlaw written confirmation from an authorized 
representative of the northern Chumash community, the Native American Heritage 
Comml881on, and the State Historic Preservation Office that the proposed method of 
installation of the project conforms to all cultural protection measures, given that It Ia a 
disturbed portion of a significant archeological alta. 

5. Arsbagloglcal Monitor 

A qualified professional archeologist, contracted with and paid for by the permittee, and 
acceptable to the Executive Director. shall monitor all earth disturbing activities. The 
archeologist shall have the power to halt the work at any time If any Important archeological 
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material 18 encountered. until auch time as the material can be evaluated by the 
arcMologlet. In the event that remains of Chumash people are dlacoverad, re-lnterment 
lhall occur In a location and with appropriate caramonlea u approved by a r11preeentat1ve 
of the northem Chumaah community. Upon completion of the work, the archeologlat ehall 
aubmlt to the Executive Director a letter aummarlzlng aU monitoring actMtlea. 

· 8. us Ann¥ Cor:pa ot Engln•ra 

PRIOR· TO COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION the permittee lliall submit to the 
Executive Director for ntVIaw documentation from the US Army COrpa of Englneera that the 
project hal bMn appnwed In confonnance with Federal agency requirementa, or that no 
Corpa approval Ia necesury. · 

II. FINDINGS AND DI!CLABATJONS 

The Commllllon hereby ftnda and declares: 

A. ProJect Background and Deecrlptlon 

The project elte le located In the community of Avila Beach in San Lula Oblepo county. just 
Inland from the mouth of San Lull Oblapo c .... k ( ... Exhlbitl1 and 2). In the winter and 
aprlng of 1885, heavy rain fall on the San Lule Oblapo araa. Aa a reault, San Lula Obfapo 
Creek and Harford Creek, which join It the projeet aite, roae rapidly. Thoae high stream flowa, 
combined with ocean wavn that traveled up the mouth of San Lula Oblepo Creek to the site, 
caused flooding of the site and surrounding area and eroded a portion of fill at the project alta 
which had been placed Into the creeka' floodplain. The applicant Initially contacted Commllllon 
ataff In February of 198$ ooncemlng laauance of an ernwgenoy permit. Bued on the 
d"crlptlon of tha erotion at that time and a field viii, Comml11lon ttaff determined that there 
waa not an emergency altuatlon jultlfylng work without a regular coaatal development permit. 
becaUM the tennla court which exlata on the fiJI waa not In Imminent dan;.r and the 
archeological algnltlcance of the fiJI wu not known to Commllllan atatr at that time. The flU il 
from a nearby algnlflcant Chumash archaolagicalslte that wa partially graded In the lata 
1 880'1. Although the grading caUied aoma lou of algnlffcance by confualng the atratlgl'8phlc 
~equanca of the matertat, it still contains material that Is considered archeologlcally and 
culturally significant. lncludmg Chumash remains. If eroalon contlnuea, the archeological 
matertal will continue to erode and the tennla court wiU eventually be loat. 

To prevent further erosion, the appUcant propoaea to excavate juat outalde of the fill io .a not to 
further disturb the archeological material and place rip rap In the excavation and agalnat the 
edge of the fill { ... Exhibit 3). The rip rap would extend about 250 teet along the edge of the 
fill. 
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B. Coastal Act Pollc:laa 

Section 30235. Revetments, breakwaters, grolns,hafbor channels, seawalls, cliff retaining 
walls, and other such constn.tctlon that alters natural $horellne processes shell be pennltted 
when required to serve coastal-dependent uses or to protect existing structui'Gs or public 
beaohN In danger from erosion, and When designed to eliminate or mitigate adverse Impacts 
on local $horellne sand supply. · 

Thl1 proposal would result In arrnorlng of approximately 250 feet of the ~nks of Harford and 
San Lull Oblepo Creeks. The creeks typically do not flow directly agalnat the bank at the edge 
of the fill. Depending on the location of the channel of San luis Obispo Creek. It may flow 
perPtndlcufar to the bank, but even then It may not reach the bank, meandertna and ultimately 
curving aharply, some 135 degrees, to the left (southweat) at the mouth of the creek. The · 
mouth 18 open generally to the southwest, making it eaay for winter etorm wavea to enter the 
mouth and travel about one-quarter mile up to the site. Harford Creek, which Ia much emaller 
than San Luis Obispo Creek, flows parallel to the bank •. The two craekllmplnge the bank 
usually only during times of high water flow. typically· during the winter during and ehortly after 
parlode of rain. At theH times of high flow coupled with atorm waves, the bank le eubjeot to 
eroalon. 

The propoaed rip rap would have little effect on natural shoreline processes and would not have 
an adveru Impact on local sand supply; continuing eroefon will adversely affect the 
archeological alta and will destroy the tennis court.. According to the project engineering 
geologist. there are two aourcea of sand for the local beachee, lateral transport along the 
coaatllne from northwest of San Lula Bay and sediment deposited by San Luis Obispo Creek. 

The principal source Is lateral transpolt of sand from the actively eroding coastline 
which extends notthwasterly from Point San t.uls to Point Buchon. This soun:e of 
sand Is relatively conatant and not dependent upon Intermittent periods of Roodlng from 
Ssn Luis Creek. The proposed revetment would have no effect on the lateral transport 
of sand. The other source of sediment Is the lntennlttant deposit/on caused when 
flooding oc:curs within the San Lu/8 Creek watershed. . . The relative impottence of 
each source was demonstrated during thelste1gso's and esrly 1ggo•s when the 
region was subjected to prolonged drought and no flooding. There ware no reports of 
substantial beach size reduction In San Luis Bay during this period. • • The potential 
loss of sand due to erosion from this proposed 230 foot length of annored creek Is 
extremely minor when compared to the overall length of oreek bank which extends 
approximately 10 mHes to the north. 

In contrast to the englnaarlna geologlat'e statement. the US Army Corps of Engineers, In Its 
1876 Sygg(amant No, 1 tg Qeatgn Memorandym Ng, 1 GtDICII Dlalgn fgr pgrt San Lyl• , 
CaJifom!a, etated that •There Is little or no movement of sand along the shoreline upcoast or 
the existing breakwater. ••. The primary source of sand supply to the beaches between San 
Luis Obispo and Point Sal hi from San Luis Obispo Creek, Pismo Creek. AtTOyo [Grande] 
Creek. and the Santa Marla River." The Corps document waa prepared In support of proposed 
harbor Improvements at Port San Lula, about one-half mila northwest of the aubject site. 
However, that document glvea no relative magnitude of sand supply from any of the mentioned 
atraama. 
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A 1878 environmental Impact report prepared by the C.lifomia Department of Parka and 
Recreation for land acqulsiUon and develOpment Juat downcoast from the subJect alte at Pismo 
State Beach and Plsmo Dunn State Vehicular Recreation Area (now Oceano DSVRA) gave 
quantitative Information on the aend budget In thle area. According to that document, 

The sand supply from Point Buchan to the Santa Mana River Ia estimated at s,ooo 
cubic yatrls per year from San Luis Oblapo CINk and 13,000 cubic yards per year 
from Anuyo Grande CtMic. The eat/mated depoaltlon of und on the beach /a 79,000 
cubic yards per year between Pismo Beach and Oso Raco Creali and 48,000 cubic 
yatrls per yell/' from Oso Flsco Ct&ek to the Santa Mer/a River. The ocean bottom 
Itself suppllu approximately 100,000 cubic y~ of tand par year from older alluvial 
depOsits submerged after the retreat of the last glacial pellod. 

That doCument corroborates the Corps of Englneel'll statement that sediment derived from local 
craeklla a greater component of beach sand supply In the area than Is longshore transport, 
contradicting the project geologic report. Nevertheless, the amount of udlment available from 
the fill at the aub,lect alte Ia negligible and the project engineering geologist's statement that 
even during a recent drought period with little flow In the creek to deliver sediments the beaches 
did not lose aand, II correct. 

It lhould be noted that the fill material most subject to eroalon covers approximately two-thirds 
of an acre-and Ia about five feet deep. Thua the approximate total volume of the moat erodible 
fill material II approximately MOO cubic yarcta (one acre • 43,560 aquare feet; 43,580 x .87 • 
29,000 square feet; 29,000 x 5 = 145,000 cubic fHt, and 27 cubic feet • one cubic yard, 10 
1<45,000 • 27 = 5370 cubic yards). Hlatorlcally, atnce ita placement eome 25 yaara ago, the 
erosion of thla fill material hal bean negligible. It 11 unlikely that large amounta of the fill would 
be eroded at one time uniHS there were to be another large atorm ae there wu in early 1895. 
In any event, In light of the Information from the Department of Parka and Recr.ation EIR, the 
amount of aedlmant the fill could potentially contribute to local beaches Ia lnalgnlflcant. 

Thua, even though placement of a rip rap revetment at the subject alte would alter natural 
shoreline procaaHs,l.e., erosion, It would be to protect an axlsting structure, tha tennla court 
and, because of the relative Insignificance of the amount of erodible material, the proposed 
revetment will not have adverse Impacts on local shoreline sand supply and Ia therefore 
consistent with Coastal Act section 30235. It Is necnsary to require evidence of approval of 
the proposal; or that no approval Ia neceaury. from the Corps of Engjneers since the proposal 
appears to-Involve work In the Corpa jurlldlctlon. 

Section 30244. WhetV development would adllereely Impact archato/oQ/oa/ or paleontological 
reaouroe8· aa Identified by the State Historic· Preservation Officer, reaonab/e mitigation 
meaau,., mall ,. required. · 

Aa mentioned earlier, the subject alta Is composed of fill that was taken from the archeological 
alte. The applicant conducted an archeological Investigation and prepared an archeological 
report. According to that report, the Investigation uncovered a • ... redeposited shell midden 
originally patt of the San Lula Bay Inn aite (SLo-66). While dlagrl08tle IJitlfactt ....,. found, all 
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strat/gf'llphlc context has been lost Human remains have been observed In the tidal Rats In 
front of the redepoalted midden . ••• • The report llata three recommendations. aa follows: 

1. Archeological monitoring Is recommended as patt of the erosion control iepa/13 at a 
polt/on of th• San l.uls Bay Inn site (SL0-66) covering the San Luis Bay Inn tennls 

· coUtt ttrrace at the mouth of Harford Creek. 
2. Mitigation excavatloml are not required. Since this p0111on of the midden does not 

"qusllly for the National Register of Hcorlc Places atatus due to a prior loss of 
oontext. . 

3. Provisions need to be made for re-lntetment of burials which ei. mixed into the 
#'fldeposlted midden. 

The report deecrlbee the material at the site as part of •An extensive prahlstorlc Chumash 
settlement • ••• Tht San L.u/8 Bay Inn site, SLC>-6CS. • .. Is a /argek coastal settlement with 
evidence of occupation from the Early Period through most of Chuma.sh prehistory and Into the 
Span/8h era. Initial studies of SLo-66 have documented . • • the large number of pt8hlstorlc 
cemeteries and gf'Of,lp.s of bur/ala PTNent . ••. The San Luis Bay Inn altels one of thelalfltJst 
coastal settlements north of the Santa Barbara Channel. Ethno-historic evidence Identifies the 
site as Sepjato, a regional center of the Obispeno Chumash. During the Spanish era, the 
famed Chief Buchon lived thetrJ." · 

The Investigation, Inducting subsurface testing, revealed much cultural artlfacte. Although no 
human skeletal remains were found In the excavations, • .• • eroding burials continued to be 
noted along the stream banks and spread out across the tidal flats. • The Investigation aleo 
Included four excavations made In the stream. bed sands at the base of the fill, where the 
proposed toe of the rip rap revetment would be, which revealed no cultural materials. The 
report concluded by stating "The tennis coutt terrace midden, de.splte Its loss of some 
significance. continues to retain heritage potential for date recovery 18/atlng to the regionally 
Important San Luis Bey Inn archaeological site. • 

In this particular Instance, the proposed development might have same slight adverse Impact 
on the archeological site If the excavation work further disturbs or destroys any of the material 
present. However, the archeological field Investigation did not uncover any material In the area 
where excavation Ia proposed to take place. AdditlonaUy, the work will result In the protectlan of 
the archeological material from further erosion. The consulting archeologist's 
recommendations have been incorporated Into the conditions of this permit. Additionally, staff 
Ia recommending a c.ondltlon to require that, prior to transmittal of the coastal development 
permit, the applicant aecura and aubmlt to the Executive Director written approval of the work 
as proposed by the applicant, from an authorized repreaentative of the Chumaah, from the 
State Natfv'e American Heritage Commission, and f'n:)m the State Historic Preservation Office. 
This provision Ia necessary to ensure that the work aa proposed Is appropriate to secure the 
cultural material In the site, given Its significance. With those conditions, the proposal Is 
canalstant with Caaatal Ad section 30244. 

Section 30253. (a) New development shall: (1) Minimize risks to life and properly In ate& of 
high geologic, flood, and fire hazard. (2) A.ssu111 atabUJty and structural Integrity, and neither 
create nor contribute significantly to erosion. geologic instabUity, or destruction of the site or 
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sunoundlngaraa or In any way requlra the construction of protectAie devices that would 
aubstantlally 8/ter naturallent/fonrl$ along bluff$ end Oliff•. 

The high water flows and storm waves which lad to the erosion at thla lite demonatrated that 
·the llte'ls subject to high geologfclftood hazards. The propoaed rtp rap revetment has been 
reviewed by the Commlulon's coaatal engineer and It has bean ct.termlned that the proposal is 
generally· acceptable In terma of Ita engineering feulbltlty and effecUv.neu. According to the 
applicant, the Department of Fish and Game reviewed the lnllll plana and reQU81ted that the 
excavated material be placed over the rip 111p and planted. According to tt:ae applloant 

Several other metltoda of protection went considered Including driven sheet pH• and 
concrete or masonry walls. Normally any form of walla are conaldered permanent 
atnJctu.res and, In our experience Interacting with coastal plimnera aver the past 1 B 
years, permanent walls have been discouraged In the coastal zane unless absolutely 
necessal)'. Within this context and understanding the Impact of constructltJn of these 
atructures, It did not appear to be a viable aolutlon. Because slope protection Is 
ncitmally very upenslva, the concept of no protection was conlldered but mjected due 
to the threat or significant prtJptTty los& 

Staff pond the altematlve of a poured concrete wall along the end and aida of the tennil court 
along with ravegetatton of the bank. The applicant countered that revegetation of the bank 
alone at thil point would not aufftce to aecure the bank agalnat high flowa and atonn wavea and 
that the wall would entail further diaturbance of the archeological material and possible 
weakening of the·flll with concomitant acceleration of soil lou. The applicant hu indicated that 
the excavated material will be placed on the rip rap and planted. The plana aubmltted do not 
ahow thll, 10 a condition Ia neceuary to require a revegetation plan. Staff alao paaad the 
dematlve of removing the fill and placing It back on the ort;Jnll de. According to the 
applicant, this wll be clone to any remain& that ara found u part of the protection work, but that 
the Chumaah people would prefer that no further dlaturtJance occur to the material. Because of 
theM factors, staff Ia racommendlng approval of this proposal. 

Staff muat point out however, that the rip rap revetment cannot be conaldered anything other 
than a permanent wall. It would be disingenuous to propose It as an •artematlve• to a 
"permanenr wall such u a concrete poured wall or any other type of wall. It Ia highly unlikely 
that the applicant will ever remove the rip rap revetment and leave the bank unprotec;ted. Staff 
does not beJJeve that that would be a prudent thing to do In any event becauae of the 
archeological material present in the fill. However, If the fill did not contain archeological 
material, but waa aimply earth that had been placed In the floodplain, It would be difficult for 
staff to recommend approval of any sort of bank protection far a temla court developed an till 
placed Into. a floodplain. · 

The proposal will minimiZe rleka to life and property In this area of high geologic/flood hazard by 
protecting the fill with the tennis court. The revetment wiU assure structural stability and will not 
contribute elgnlflcantly to eroalon; It will In fact reduce erosion. It Ia a protective device, but It 
will not require the conatructlon of any further such devlcea. Due t thee• ,.aeons, the proposal 
Ia conalstent with Coastal Act section 30253. 
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c. Calltomla Environmental Quality Aot (CI!QA) 

The Commfaslon'a permit process has bean designated the fUnctional equivalent of CEQA. 
CEQA requires the consideration of the least environmentally damaging alternative and the 
conalderaUon of mitigation measurea to lesaen eignlfioant environmental impacts to a level of 
lnaigniftcance. The applicant and Commission staff both conaidered alternatives to the 
proposed rip rap revetment a dlacuaaed In this staff report. Givan the fact that the fiJI the 
revetment Ia proposed to protect is composed of aansltlva archeological material, there ia 
eaaantlally no other feasible, lass damaging alternative. Therefore, baeeq.on the reasons 
diacu11ed In thla staff report and aa conditioned. the propoaalla conaletant with CEQA. 



TEL: Dec 22.95 10=26 No.004 P.ll 
~--~~~~~~~~---

-

0 

n 

"" 

(I :? 1 ,., .... 
---- 1. County of San Luis Obispo ~-· 

'3 -~c;- 'L\ 
Sheet 4 of 5. 



u 

............. ____ .......... , _ _., ............ ... 



~ . . ' ' ... 

INII .... Ii&olle'Mit • 
""'feONJil-

'"'._,~.,.. ..... 

TEL: Dec 22.95 10:29 No.004 P.13 

. 'f • 

PIGUIE 
2 . 

' t 

• 



... ,. 

-l t;l ~·.. ; -~ I .. it " .. ~ o.. ·,; 

TEL: 

. ·· .. I . . . I\_ I 

- : \ ') 
I I 
I . 

I 

Dec 22.95 10:29 No.004 P.-=.1,..;..4 __ 

........ 

....... it 

I 

I 
l 

") 

I •• 
I ~~ 

l 
I • 



TEL: Dec 22.95 10:30 No.004 P.15 
-~~ 5G 

STATE OP CALU'ORNIA PETE WILsoN. Ciowmor 

...... 

·, . 

Tony Orton 

··:AUG 2 81W5 

CALIFORNIA 
COASTAL COMMISSION 
CENTRAL COAST AREA 

Wcatland En&Uicering COmpany 
1S Zaca lane~ Suite lOQ 
San Lius Obispo, CA 93401 

Dear Mr .. Orton: 

ROBERT C. BIGHT, EBctd/N O§ice,. 
· (916) 57.«-1800 FAX (916) 574-1810 

Ct~lifonda /WI~~ F1'fNif TDD PhOM 1-800.735-2922 
. . fi'om llolt:IJ PhOM 1-800-735-2919 

COIIIM Pltont: (916) .574-llfil 
COlli~ FAX: (916) 574·112.5 

Pile Ref: SD 95-08-lS.l 

SUBJECT: Coastal Development Project Review, San Luis Bay Inn, Avila Beach, San 
Luis Obispo County 

Tbis is iD. response to your request on behalf of your client, San Luis Bay Inn, for a 
detcnnination by the State Lands Commission (SLC) whether it asserts a sovereign title interest · · ~. 
in the property that your client's project will occupy and whether it asserts that the project will 
intrude into an area that is subject to the public casement in navisablo waton. 

The facts pertainine to your client's proposed development, as we understand them, are 

Your client proposes to place rock rip rap along the westerly bank of a small creek in 
Harford Canyon where it joins San Luis Obispo Creek and to construct a rock rip rap sea wall 
along the westerly bank of San Luis Obispo 'Creek. This project is to repair the current eroded 
bank line and to protect the upland. cunently occupied by a tennis cow1, from future storm 
caused erosion. · 

Your proposed project is located with Rancho San Miguelito. The boundary between . 
sovereign public tn1at lands anci the uplands within Rancho San Miguelito in this area has been 
fixed at this location pursuant to a 1970 boundary line agrOcment betwoen the SLC, the Port San 
Luis Harbor Distriet and private parties adjacent to the boundary line establisheci by the 
qrcemcnt. Tbia agreement was recorded on May 1; 1970 as Document Number 998S, Official 
Recorda of San Luis Obispo County. 

Based on the information you provided and our in-house records and maps, it appcara that 
your project will be located landward of that asreed boundary line. Further, it does not appear. 
that your project interferes with naviaation in the area. Therefore, no leaso or permit fro~ the 
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SLC will be required. However, you should be aware that the public bas a ri&ht to navipte on 

. ~· ' 

. ' . 
; < ~ . ' . 
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.~.... ·. : .. 
~: . . ' . 

... .. 

. waters within the State that are in fact navigable. Accordingly, the SLC pr~ntly asserts no . · · .~ . . ... . .... 
. . . c~ either that the project intrudes onto sovereign lands or that it wo~d li~ in an area that. is.,,_.,.,.;_(,\~:.:.:~:·.. . . · 
. .' · · subj~~t to .~ public easement in. navigabl~ w~ters. ·This ~nclusion is Without pr~JUdice~ to .. ~~~n~;~$~~~;;i~~:.',; · · . 

· · future assertion of state ownership or public nghts, should clrcwnstances change, e»,rr ~uld ... : ·cr~':'·.~:~·~"". ·,;: ·· ! •. ·. '. 

additi a1 J-1. • ti to ........ u· · .. · · · · .·· · · ··... · ·. · ·'' ···t··,.;;.·~·.,:;:..,..:·;:·.:. • .... :•··· .. ·::"(,;; · · .. ·· . on .. ~9nna on come our'"~ on. ·'". . . . , .: . . <.::~~:~,.:·:r•:i'.~~':.; .• ·f~llit··':-'<l•Jiit·. ·::;, 
. '• .· t. . . ' . ·· .. ·~ .. •' . " .· : . ··~'. :·?' . 

'Ibis letter does not constitute, nor should it be constrUed as, a waiver or limitation of any 
riaht, title, or interest of the State of California in. any lands under its jurisdiction. . .. 

If you have any questions, please contact Alan Scott, Public Land Manager, Southern 
Califomia_Region at (91~) 574-1861., 

cc: Steve Guiney, CCC/SC 
Alan Scott 

Sincerely. 

~~~~&&ttr-
J{Jm SEKELSKY 
Chief, Land Management Division 

Jlt'IBII . S' . 
~-q~-c.c.f ) ,.2.. 

~ ', .... ;·.· . . : ' . 
. . . ': ·. : .. i . . 

.·.·' 

....... 
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., • . NoaficatloD No.--Z•U: THP No. ____ _ 

AGBEEMENT 1\EGABDINC PROPOSED STBEAM OB LAKE ALTEl\ATION e 

hereinafter callecl the Department. 

01-.JZ!':!:e-----, hereinafter caUed tho operator,ll u follow~: 
. :· .. :. ·. . . ,, 
W~ punuant ,to· Division L Chapter e ol Caltfomia Filh and Game Code, the aperatM, an the ..4.:;. cia~ of 6iw · · '.•· , 

18 t.c'" . ,·notiftecl the Deputme.nt that bo mtomls to substantially divert~ obstl'1a0t the nalial Ro.~o or subscantlally c1w:ap the bed. 
•-=:rbulul~orueiDAtftlfromtheatreunbedof. tbefollowincwat.a ,.JillliJII,j=d~ - r · : ,IDtheCOUntyof 
'~ ~ • state of CaHionsla. s T. 11 • ... w~ iliiiii •. ..,.,.~>a. · ... · . . 

WHEREAS, tbo ~ (repraenttd by !tl3n,.) ~ . hu made an 1~ of aub)ect area Or. the 
4 day of . • 18 .a:. aDd)-~ that 

auela op.ratlcml may~ adwnely affect Riltial fJsh aad wildlife resources J.DoludlDII IJAe: d ps en 2 E ..cJtl!iHWU .. .r 

• 

THEI\EPORE, tho !)opartmerat hereby~ meuun~~ to prot.:t filh and wildlife dllring the operator's work. The operator hereby 
•1roa to aocept the followinlttCOIDmadationlaa part of bU work: Numbers --:--=«:&.,,.....;;lCfr._~~l(,£,/ __________ _ 

frora tho IJst of roc:ommondatlont on the beck of thil pap aad the followinJ specJal recommeadal:lona 

1. AU work Ia or aear theatnam or lakeahall be confined to the period ,.if;.d« / ~ t!J.-.. .,.. /_, (t"'r 

Tho operator, .. desipted by the alpature on thil qreement. mall be respolllibJe for the uecution of allelernenh of thil apeement. 
A copy of this a,reemcmt must be provided to contractors and rubGontracton and must be In their poaeatoa at the work site. 

If tM operator·a work chan1u from that stated in the notification specified above. thll apooment II no lonpr valid and a new 
notiflcation shall be submitted to the Department of Fllh and Came. Failure to c:omply with 1ht prOYillolll of thllacr.....m and with other 
pertinent Code S.Ctlons. lncludlnc but not limtted to Fish and Game Code SectioaaS8SO, M5! and 5948. may result In proMCUtlon. 

Nothlnc ta tbla aJNe~HRt authorl.a the operatM to ti'UpUI on any land or property, nor does It relieve the operatM of l'CIJIIODiiblllty 
for compliance with applal:tle foderal. state, or local Jawa or ordtnanML 

THIS AGREEMENT IS NOT INTENDED AS AN APPROVAL OF A PROJECI' OR OF SPECIFIC PROJECT 
n;ATUIU!S BY nm DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME. INDEPINJ)INT REVIEW AND RECOMMENDAnONS WILL 
BE PROVIDED BY THE DEPARTMENT AS APPROPIU.ATE ON THOSE PROJECTS WHElU.l! LOCAL· STATE, 01\ 
FEDBI\AL PERMITS OR. OTHER EN=ENTAL REPOI\TS ARE REQUIUD. . . • . , .. '• ~··. 
Thua.,.....ent become~ effective on ~ I 19fr · 

o,.-Dt..lll£ .. r1~~ -~~ 
Tltlt~S!~ G-x.:-\ .\Yl~ec:=: ntJe--t.lt.:w~~ll::ti:L!IC.....-~--------
Ors•nl•tton S en L" m:B& \Ten Depal'biUmt of Pllh and a.m... •• o1 Callfom•• 

Date = ;;s l ~ d1-.) .\995 llf.CJBn' 'Date....-~~~tr.'Atr.IK.-· --------
_:!.~.~.~.~-~-~~···· .......... :... 'I~S~'t, p.L .. ~Sf:.::~:••-. .. ! .. ~, 
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