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STATE OF CALlf=OANIA

I I..U :J I~/~

EDMUND G. BROWN JA., G()~trI0r

california Coastal CommiSlion
SOUTH CENTRAL COAST REGIONAL COMM'SSION
, 224 COAST V I LLAGE CI RC LE. SUITE 3a
SANTA 6A~6ARA. CAL.IFOANIA 93108 •
(8061 9619·5Q2fl

January 31. 1979

TO:

FROM:

RE:

JOE pEtRILLO, EXECUTIVE OFFICER n
CARL C. HETRICK, EXECUTIVE DIRECTDR~
AGRICULTURAL PRESERVATION PROGRAM

The Regional Commission staff has reviewed the staff raports on the
proposed agricultural preservation program including the priority list af
p~oject proposals and has had discussions with your staff regarding the
program. Our comments have not been reviewed by the Commission itself.

Our comments in this memorandum are directed to the relat1ve priority
listing of the projects identified in the subject staff report. Based
on our experience in the areas and the contribution a Conservancy
project would make in protecting agriculture we would recommend th~t the
Los OS05 Val1ey and Ventura River Mouth be ~1ven the h1ghest priority
for implementation. We have briefly discussed ~Ur reason~ below and would
be glad to discuss our concerns with you further.

The Los 0505 Valley project, as you have defined l is the most complex of the
projects. It offers, however, the best opportunity to preserve prime
agricUltural lands in an area where regulation alone could not accomplish
this task. You have pointed out that the magnitude of this project may
make this project difficult to implement even though it meets your cr1teria.
In studying the circumstances and the location of the parcels it appears
that the acquisition of a few key areas where small parcels would be
conso11dated could make the difference in the Commiss;on's ability to
preserve a maximum amount of agriculture in the Los Osos Valley. We
believe that this wou1d be a good case to show how eff~ctfve Coastal
Conservancy projects can be in preservinq agriCUlture.

We WOUld also give the Ventura River Mouth project high prior1ty because
the pressures for conversion are greater here than in Morro Val1~y and
because of the number of issues that could be resolved by this project.
1he project is located within the city limits af Ventura which is one of 1

the reasons the pressure for conversion is greater. The Ventura River
Mouth project would establish qn urban/rural boundary. preserve agriculture
on the SUbject parcel, establish a precedent for surrounding agricu1tural
lands and serve to protect the riparian habitat near the mouth of the
Ventura River.
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Because of the limitations on growth in the City of ~orro Bay and' tne
location of the Morro Valley project outside the city limits af Morro
Bay we would .cons tder the 'project less urgent than the other proposals.
Your analysfs ot the issues accurately portrays the development oressures
for residential and ranchette sites, but we believe that the convers~on

of this area will not occur in the near future because of the inadequate
water resources. In addition. the LCP would be fn a better position
to protect the agricultural use in this area than ~n the previous two
areas discussed. '

We request that you consider this priority for the projects in our reqion
in that they are critical for the implementation of the local coastal
programs. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this matter and.
as r stated before. we would be glad to discuss this with you further.

CCH/JAY/cc



Horriet Kosmo Henson, Mayor

January 2S a 1979

Joseph E. Petril10 a Executive Off1cer
State Coastal Conservancy
1212 Broadwaya Room 514
Oakland. CA 94612

Dear Mr. Petril1o:

I am writing this on behalf of the City Council to urge the Coastal
Conservancy to acqui re the "Spencer Property (18 acres) and the Crown
Zellerbach Property (105 acres).

This is the last privately owned coostal property ;n this area. The
purchase of these parcels will insure 1ong-term agriculture productivity
on most of th1s land as well as enhance Emma Wood State Beach Park. In
addition, it will provide a stable urban boundary and protection of the
rip4rian lands. .

We would hope that at your next meeting. your Commission will look
favorably on ths request and give this property high priority for early
acquisition. Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

~
ve; vyours. /~.

·iuJ ~~
arriet Kosmo ~nson .

. Mayor .~

HKH/HC/l m/4/971

cc: Reg1ona1 Coastal Commission staff

L :J Post Office Box 99 Venturo. Colifomio 9300: (805) 648-55CO [
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Mr. Casey Buchter
Executive Director

. South Central Coast Regional Commission
330 East Canon Perdido
Santa Barbara~ CA 93101

PROPERTY ~CQUISITION

Dear Casey ;

As I mentioned to you yesterday, our City Council took an
uctian Monday, January 19, 1976. supporti~9 and requesti~g

the addition of certain properties (See attached map) to
your proposed Ventura County acquisition list.

Speclfically. approximately 270 ac~es bounded by Route 101
on the northeast. Harbor Boule~ard on the southwe~t. and
containi~g the Arundell Barranca. Our Council felt that
this parcel is unique in its visual amenities ond uniquely
situated in that it is in an important and prominent v1ewshed
~rea bounded by Route 101 and Harbor Boulevard. The property
is also well suited·to an agricultural use. and thus has I
lease-back potential for agricultural use which would~ ever
a period of time, possibly permit the State to recove~ 1t~

initial investment. The~e are presently and ther~ will
undoubtedly continue to be a variety of development related
pressures which make it difficult or impossible to keep the
property in an ~gr;cultural use indefinitely.

The other properties include 18.56 acres owned by Spencer et
al and 105.12 acres ownEd by Cro~n Zellerbach. both prope~t1es

are in the vicinity of the Ventura River. Route 101. and
Main Street. These properties share the unique and prominent
v;~ual amenities of the first property and also provide an
important park and recreation opportunity adjacent to a
State owned beach property.

We request that you and the R~gional Commission consider
adding these properties,~o the property acquisition li~t at

post O~~I(,E. BOX 99 • VEntURa, c~tl~ORnl.~ • 93001 [S05] 64S-7881

...



Mr. Casey Buchter It..
J a. nua r y . 21 t:. 1976 ' . -'.":-.
P~ ge 2 ' . . .

your January 23. 1976 meeting. Please do not hesitate to
call if you wish addition~l·· information Dr clarification.

Very truly yours.

CITY OF SAN BUENAVENTURA

v •

.' ,
•

Development

....

RJB/DOjpaw/3/1/491

cc: Edward E. McCombs. City Man~ger_

Barbara Kam. City Clerk
Karl Briem. City Planner

Attachment

- ..... --..tI
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.sf VII.LAGE CIRCLE. SUITE' 38 '
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",69·683

January 4. 197Q

Dan Brent
Ca 1HerniA n ewers. Inc.
P.O. Bex 211
Camarillo. California 93010

Dear Mr. Brent:

As I indicated in our telephone conversation today. I am attempting to obtain in
formation for the California Coastal Conservancy regarding coastal agricultural
properties. The Coastal Con~ervancy is a sist~r State agen~ which is interested
in acqufrfng coas te l proper t i es for the purpose of ensuring thefr long-term agr1..
cul tura l productivity. . . .

The 105 acre parcel (APH 60-32-19) near the mouth of the Ventura River which fl
owned by the Crown-Zel1arbach Corporation and 1eased by your firm is one of the
propertie$ the Coastal Conservancy is investigating as a possible acqufsition pro
j~ct. I would therefore appreciate it if you could supply me with the fo'1owfng in
forma ti on concern10g this property:

a} How ma'nY ~f the 105 acres are actually 5uita~le for agriculture1

b) How wou1d you rate the producti.vfty of the arable portions of the
property? '

c) What types of crops can be profitably grown on the property1 How
rna ny seps rate p1anti ngs can be made a' year1

d) Does the property have a~ characteristics which severely limit its
agricultural productivity (e.g. high ground-water table. poor drain
age. unsuitable temperatures or wind conditions. inadequate water
supply. unsuitable soil types. etc.)?

e) What are the terms of your present lease 'length of contract. cost
per acre/per year, etc.)7 '

f) If California Flower~ does not already have a long tel~ 1case. wou1d
would it be interested fn securing such a lease for the purpose of
continuing the present agricultura' operatfon?

Any infcrmaUon you could supp1y \-lOuld greatly assist us in t".e evaluaUon of thl~

property. If you snould have any queslfon~1 please feel free to contact either
r..e at our Santa Barbara ofHce. or Pder Brand of the Coe s t e'l Conservancy at .(415)

4Ef,-1015) ••.



California Coastal Commission
SOUTH CENTRAL COAST REGIONAL COMMISSION
t274 COAST VILLAGE CIRCLE, SUITE 36
SANTA BARBARA. CAl..lFORNIA 93108
UI051 969 -6828 .

-
STAn:: OF CAL'~ORNIA

(.
EDMUIIlO G. DROWN JR, 60

January 4. 1979

Peter Brand
Ca';forn;~ Coastal Conservancy
1212 Broadway. Room 514
Oakland, California 94012

Dear Peter --

After several attempts I was f1nal'y able to contact Mr. NabuZD Watanabe who runs
a'portion of th~ acrfcultura1 operation on the Crown-Ze11arbach property near the
mouth of the Ventura River. Mr. Watanabe was able to supply me with the following
information:

• Approximately 75 acres of 105 acres is arable: the rem~ining 30 ~cres

COnsists of river bottom land containing aquatic and riparian , habitat.

* Mr. Watanabe sUb-Jeases approximately 40 acres of the 105 acres from
Cal i fo rn-;a Flowers. "I nc. ; -approx Imate ly 35 acres are cul ti't'ated wi th
floral crops by California flowers which holds the master lease from
the Crown-Zel'arbach Corporatfon.

* The cost of Mr. Watanabe's sub-lease is $175/acre per year. the lease
must be re-newed annually .

* Mr. Watan~be grows a wide '~ar1~ty Qf crops, including cabbage. lettuce
spinach. ~quash. and turnips. as well as ornamental flowers. Depending
upon the type of crop. two or three plantings can' be made each year.

• The productivity of the property is limited somewhat by ~nadequate

drainage. This problem could be so1ved by the fnsta"at1on of a drain
age system designed to handle run-off from the Taylor Ran~h and the
subject property.

* Mr. Watanabe would be interested ' in a Tong-term lease for the purpose
of continuing the p~esent agricultural operation; if such an arrange
ment were made an investment in an 1rrigation and drainage system would
be desirable and practfcable. '

If you should need to contact Mr. Watanabe. hfs address and phone number are; 1153
~est Spruce Street, Oxnard, California 93030 (80S) 486-8696. I have written Califor
nia Fl ower s reques t i nq addit.ional infonnatfon as wen as' confinnation of the infor
mation Mr. Watanabe has supplied concerning the Crown-Zellarbach property. 'A copy
of my letter is enclosed. If you need to follow up IJty 1etter to California Flowers,
you should conta,~ ban Brent: P.O. Box 211; Camarillo. California 93010 (B05) 486
6384.
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I will pass along the resPQn~e from California Flowers as soon'as I receive it; ~n

the meantime. I hope the above 1nf~nmation is of some use to you.

isi:L~. CAPELLI
Pl/inner

MHC/mc
enc los ure



April 25, 1978

Supervisor David Eaton
County Board of Superviso~

800 South Victoria Avenue
Ventura. CA 93009

Subject: Spencer Property

Dear Dave:

Here is the information requested for your meeting with Mr. Hetr1ck:

1. Attached is a recorded map of the 18-1/2 acre parcel, out
lined in red.

2. Property between the freeway and the ocean is owned by State
Parks and Recreation~

3, Property on the north si-de of Main Street is owned by Crown
Zell erbach.

4. Property to the east in the river is owned by M~_ W111owby.

5. The Spencer Property ;s for sale to help satisfy an IRS
requirement to settle the estate.

The Ci~ of Ventura feels that this property should be 1n public con
trol and preferably made a part of the Emma Wood State Beach Park. We.
therefore, would suggest that this would be a good piece of property to
be acquired by the Coastal Cons ervancy , _State Parks and Recreation is
evaluating the property at present for possible acquisition, a procedure
that could we11 take another three months.

M~. Fred Hahn. representative of the owner. tells me that he now has
some private capital interested in the property and th~t he is running
out of time.-

Anything you can do to detemine if there is any interest by the Coas t.al
ConserYancy would certainly be appreciated.

Pr.oj ects

PEO/l·Wks/l,/278
Encl .

~\ ...'l,:r (ll'rIC£ l'('l\ ~)~. \l-PHIQ.\, c.,\tlflJQIIL\ • 0Jl'I.'1 1~,,-116-IS·-~~1
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