
364  (Sale of Vacant School Land, Application No, 104560  Los Angeles Land District, 
San Bernardino County - Sidney Smiths  Sec. W.0. 176) That Commission was informed 
that an offer has been received from Mr, Smith of Los Angeles, California, to 
purchase the Si of Section 16s  T. 10 N., R. 4 L, 8.13.M., containing 320 acres 
in San Bernardino County*  

Xi'. Smith has made an offer of $,200,00 or $10,00 per acre, The Assest3or of 
San Bernardino County has assessed the subject land at $54.00 per acre, thus in-
dicating an appraised Inane of the land of $10.00 per acre. An appraisal by the 
Cofteission's staff indicates that the offer as made is adequate, The land was ad-
vertised for sale with a stipulation that no offer of less than 0,200.00 would be 
accepted. Mr. Smith bid $3,200,Q0, 
ITmotion ,duly made and unanimously .carried, a resolution was adopted authorising 

e sale of the S of Section l6x  T. 3.0 lb ft., 4 E.,eS.B„14, _to the only bidder 
Mr, emetr. at a cash eriee 	$3,0.00, suaject to ant statutory reservations, 
incluliiag minerals, 

39*  (Sale of Vacant School Land, Application No. 10143, Les Angeles Land District, 
San Bernardino County - Drew E. Tankersley, Sac, W.0. 136) The Ccumiseion was 
informed that an offer has been received from Me. Tankersley of Newberry, 
California, to purchase Section 36. It, 9 Nil  R, 5  B., end Section 36e  T. 10 Nee  
R, 5 B., 8.11.M., containing 1287.54 acres in San Bernardino County. 

Yr. Tankersley has made an offer of $2,575.08 or $2.00 per acre. The Assessor 
of SO 2exnuirdino County- has aesessed the subject land at 41.25 per acre, thug! 
indicating an appraised value of the land of $2,50 per acre. The subject lands 
are !tightly rugged to flat desert, of poor quality with very little grate. 
Grazing possibilities are limited to only a month or two in winter after rains e 
An appraisal by the Cemeissionle staff indicates that the offer as made is 
adequate* 

The land was advertised for sale *with e stipulation that no offer of less than 
$2,575.08 would be.  accepted. Mr. Tieakersley bid $2,575.08. 

Upon notion duly mado and uhaninoesly carried, a resolution was adopted authori-
sing 'the sale of Section 36, T. 9 N., R. 5 Ben and Section 36, T9  10 Nee  14 5 B., 
%Me, to the only bidder Mr. Tankersley at a cash price of $2,575.08, subject 
to all statutory* resereetiont, including minerals, 

W. (Sale of Vitteet School nand, Appl#ation No. 104474  Los Angeles Land District, 
Imperial County - Prank David Butler, Sac. W.0. 151) The COMmissioe was informed 
that an offer has been received from 3fr. Butler of Venice, Californias  to purchase 
Section 16, T. 9 S,  R. 12 B., S.B.M., containing 6140 acres in Imperial County. 

W. Butler hat made an offer of $1280.00 or $2,00 per acre. The Assessor -of 
Imperial County has appraised the assessed value of the subject land at $1,00 
per acre thus indicating an appraised value of the land of $2.00 per acre, An 
appraisal by the Commieeitmls staff indicated that the offer as made is adequate. 

Subject land is practically barren, uneven, alkali, land of extremely poor quality, 
It is possible physically to get water from the Coachella. Canal, 'but highly int 
probable that such use of the water will be peritted, There is no access to 
the land except on foot. 

The land was advertised for sale with a atipu14tian that no offer of less than 
$1280.00 would be accepted. W. Butler bid $1280.00, 



• 
• • 

Upon motion duly made and unanimously carried, a resolution was adopted authoria 
zing the sale of Section 16, Ts  9 S., R, 12 Es', S.13.11„ to the only bidder 
Kr._ Butler at a cash price of $1280.00, subject to all statutory reservations, 
including 'minerals. 

itle (Policy - Saitc 11144 2fllee ikttleiremien env inferrsed that of the meeting of 
the State Lands Corm ieeion cm June 21, 19l6, the following resolution was adopted, 
establishing a uniform policy for the rental of tide and sableerged lands for 
commercial and industrial purposess 

"6. (Survey of Tide and Submeaged Land Values for Rental netermination) 
Upon motion duly made and unanimously carried, a resolution was adopted 
establishing the following uniform policy for the rental of tide and suls-
marged lands for commercial and industrial eeepoeeez 

*I. Appraisal and survey costs to be borne by lease applicant; 

*2, Ann al rental to be fixed at 6% per year of the appraised value 
of the land with an increase of 10% of the initial appraised value of 
the land every 5 pars for the term of the lease; 

"3. Maintenance of all structures on the demised premises to be assumed 
by the Lessee; 

nit. In the event that tidelands with /structures; in place are leased by 
anyone other than the constructor thereof, appraised value of such structures 
in to be included in the total valuation for the iztitial rental determination; 
however, no appreciation in value of structures is to he considered in rental 
determination during the term of the lease, or any extension thereof; 

"5. lini11141 annual rental for any lease issued to be $0,00.% 

Item It deals with cases involving *tidelands with structures in place*, in 
other words, with purpresturee. Special treatreent is afforded where the lease 
is issued to *anyone other than the constructor thereof* but nothing is said 
with reference to leases to be issued to the constructors. Furthermore, the 
word *constructor* may-  have been intended to meal "owners* We have been advised 
by the Attorney General that, from a legal point of view, structures erected upon 
tide and submerged lands without authority of the State or a legal sub-division 
thereof are the property of the- State*  

theseroue attempts have been made by the State Lands Division to bring such 
purpirestures under lease; some have been auccessful but most have become involn4 
in endless correspondence and conferences without conclusive results, -Cosert 
action will doubtless be required to establish the rights of the State in many 
cases. A review of the basic policies of the State Lands Commission and the 
procedures of the State Lands avision is therefore believed to be appropriate.*  
If the policy that the State owns the pnrprestures can be and is enforced, the 
State will eventually become the owner of a. variety of piers, groins, pipe 
and other structures and facilities including poeeibly railroads and telephone 
lines and the State Lands Commission will be the agency for their managenente  
Problems of operation, Maintenanoe, disposal and remcval will be numerous and 
burdensome, It is not believed that the intent of the legislation under 'which 
the State Lands °omission exists and operates is toward that end*  
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