28, (APPLICATION FOR PERMIT, SCHOOL LANDS, 3904TH COMPOSITE WING, U. S. AR
FORCE, PLUMAS COUNTY - W0, 1271, PR.C, ]248 2.,) The 3904th ccmposite Wing,
U, S, Air Foroe, Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada, has applied for a permit
to conduet smwrvival training of aireraft crewa on eertain school lands in
Plumae County, The lands involved are Frectioral Section 16, T. 25 N,,

R, 12 E,, Fractiom] Section 16, T, 25 N,, R, 14 E,, and Fractioml Section
36, T. 26 N,, R, 15 E,, all M,D,M,, lying within the Plumas Natiomal Forest,
No bulldings, dams, ar other improvements will be placed on school lands,
nor will the normal operation interfsre with grazing, lumbering, fishing,
hunting, or other activities, Permit is desired for supervised groups of
ten to fifteen personnel to cross the land, The National Forest Service hos

ismed a permit to the Air Force for similar use of contiguous land, The
mbjact school lald is being used ag hm in exohanos fou ”auln“1 land iﬁ
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vtiier pexris of the State, and will eventumlly be Natioml ant Sorvice
land, The Forest Servico hag advised that the permit requested by the Alr
Foros will rot interfere with the proposed exohange,

UPON MOTION DULY MADE AND UMNIMOUSLY CARRIED, A RESCLUTION WAS ADOPTED
AUTHORIZING THE LXECUTIVE OFFICER TO EXECUTE A PERSIT 70 THE U, S, AIR FORCE
TO CONDUCT SURVIVAL TRAINING OF AIRCRAFT CREWS ON FRACTIOMAL SECTION 16,

7, 25 N., R, 12 E,, FRACTIOML SECTION 16, T, 25 N., R, 14 E., AKD FRACTTONAL
SECTION 36, T, 26 N., R, 15 E,, M,DM,, PLUMAS COUNTY, ¥OR A PERIOD OF TWELVE
MONTHS, NO STRUCTURES, ‘ROADS OR DAMS TO EE FLACED ON THE PROPERTY, THE GON-
SIDERATION BEING m'r THE PROPOSED USE 15 IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST,

29, (LOCATION OF ALPINE-TUOLUMNE COUNTY BOUNDARY LINE - W,0, 710,) Ssction
231‘71 of the Gararment Code provides:

*Coamo boundariea and cormers: inadequately marked: Establishment,
A1l common boundaries and common corners of countiea not adequately
#arked by natural cbjects or lines, or by sirveys lawfully made,
shsll be definitely eatablished by srveys made jointly by the
surveyors of all the counties affected, and approved by the boards
of supervisors of the counties, or by a survey made ty the State
lands Coemission, on application of the board of supervisors of any
sounty affected,”

By Resolutions dated Junme 16, 1950, and July 21, 1950, the Board of Super=
visors of Alpine County petiti.cmed the State Landa Coomiassion to investigate
and determine the proper looation of the coamon boundary betieen Alpine and
Tuolumne Counties, This petition was not Joined in Ly the Board of Super—
visors of Tuolumne County, However, Section 23171 authorises the State
Iande Cumission to proveed if any county affscted makes application, and

as Aipine County agreed to defray all costs to the State Iands Commissiun,
if necessary, the investigation was underiaken, No field surveys or 1loca-
tions are imolved st this time,

Chapter 180, Statutes of 186/, is the act creating 4lpine County, In
Ssotion 2 of that act the common boundary is covered by the desoription:
"thenoe easterly in & dirvect line to whers the Sonora Trail strikes the
Middle Fork of the Stanislsus River; thence easterly along ssild trail, to
the sumnit of the Slerra Nevads Mounteins; . . « ¥ Tha point of baginning
of this direct line is the interseastion of -Ezhe "Wast Po:mt Road! with ¢the
"Bip Tros Road” (as deseribed in the act) and there is no controversy over
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the lccation of that point, The difference lies in what was the Sonara Trall
in 1864 as deaignated in the Act, and where it was then located, Several
possible routes for that trail have been advanced and considered, as follows:

is the "Soncra~Emigrant Route” or the "0Ld Emigrant Road”,
via "Stravberry Flat®, "Relief Valley' and "Relief Creek” to the
sumit of the Sierra dea Mountains and thence down the Walker
River Valley towards Bridgsport,

is the "Scmora-Emigrant Route®™ or the "0ld Emigrant Road"
as far east as "Relief Valley"; themce it follows along the "East
Fork" past "Kennedy's Lake" to thes summit,

Route #2 is the "Deadman Creek" route,
Route #3 is the "Clark Fork" routs,

The present official map of Tuoluzms County shows the coumom boundary to
fol%‘w #gaute #3; that for Alpine County shows the disputed boundary fellowing
Rou .

A legel aspect appears in this controversy through the possible applicability
of Chapter 839, Statutes of 1927, and Chapter 1531, Statutes of 1951, These
acts provide for the fixing of a boundary line vhere there has been mutual
recognition of the jurisdiction of either county in the area involved by wey
of assesapents. and collection of taxes,

Research has been conduoted by this office into matters relating to mutual
recognition of a boundary and into the location of the Soncra Trail as
referred to by the State Legislature, This has involved exploration of
sources of maps, publications, documents, and repcrts, and & study and eval-
wation of all such mmial that appeumd to be pertinent,

Pricr ¢to 1862 trans-Sierran travel in this area took what was referred to
variously as "01d Sonora Trsil®, "Soncra Traill, ®Sonora~Emigrant Route",
*0ld Emigrant Road", and "m:lgrant Road®, This was sither or both of Route
Ko, 1 and Routs No, 1&

In the year 1842 a uew trail was constructed along Clark's Ferk, Routs Ne, 3,
under the dirsotior of a Board of Road Commissioners appointed by the
counties interested in the comatruction of a roed between Sonore and Bridge-
port, This trail follewed a proposed rouve for the road, and was built to
facilitate its construction,

Widespread attention wes called to this project tdmwough the press and other-
wise, Traffic vas transferred from the old trail to the new ome, and in
1863 a bridges was buiit acroas the Middle Fork of the Simual&us River to
gerve this traffic, Thus the 014 Sonora Trail fell into disume, and & new
Sonora Trail came into existence before the act sreating Alpine Comty vas
drafted and later becama law,

This change from the 0Id Sonora Trail to & new ove at & ;.betantially diffex-
ent location explaine the application of the desigration ¥Sonora Trail® to
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the new route along Clark!e Fork by mumercus travellers at that time, out
standing among which were those in a party of the State Geological Survey in

’ the sumner of 1864, This party definitely followwad the Clark's Ferk route,
and the route they took was desigmted the Sonorz Trall in seversl places in
their report.

Tuolumne County has assessed property and collected taxes thereon in the
disputed area contimyously since 1901, Supervisorial distriocts were oreated
by Tuolumne Caunty (the earliert record available being that of September 4,
1880), In 1882 the northern boundary of ome of its districts was defined as
following Clarkfs Fork. A long record exists of assumption and exercise of
criminal and civil jurisdietion by Tuolumne County over the disputed area,

Present conclusions are:

1, That the Sonora Trail, as referred to in the Act creating Alpine
County, followed the Clark's Ferk route (designated as Route No, 3),

2, That the southerly county boundary line of Alpine County begins in
the SE} of Section 13, T, 7 N., R, 17 E., M.DM, (the point of
intersection of the Weat Point Road with the Big Tree E. “} ani pro=-
ceeds southeasterly in a direct line ts a point about one-quarter
nmile below the mouth of Clark's Fork on the common boundary of
Sections 21 and 22, T. 6 N., R, 19 E,; M,D.M,; thevice along the
road and trail following up Clarkis Fork to the summit of the Sierra
Nevada Mcuntains at Soiiora Pags near the middle point of the north
line of Section 35, T. 6 N., R, 21 E MDD X,

g ;l‘ ‘ It is believed to be advisable to conduct a public hearing arter furhishing
= interested parties with copies of this minute item, in order that a full
" discussion of the matter be had in advance of reach:{ng fimal conclusions,

Mr, William Spesr appeared on behalf of Tuolumne County, ontlined the
methods he had followed in mccumulating information on the boundary question,
and stated that his research showed that Tuolumne County had been assessing
and collecting taxes in the disputed area over a long period of years.

A map dosigmating the routss previously referred to as Route #1, Route #1A,
Route #2, and Route #3 was shown to the Commission,

UPON MOTION DULY MADE AND UNANIMGUSLY CARRIED, A RESOLUTION WAS ADOPTED
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER, UPON DUE NOTIGE TO INTERESTED PARTIES
AND THROUGGH ADVERTISING, TO CONDUCT A PUBLIC HFEARING ON THE MATTER OF THE
LOCATION OF THE COMMON BUUNDARY LINE (F ALPINE AND TUCLUMNE COUNTIES; THE
PURPOSE '‘0F THE HEARING BEING TO OBTAIN EXPRESSIONS OF VIEWS ON THE E’REL,..n
IVARY CONCLUSIONS AND SUCH ADDITIONAL INFORMATION BEARING UPON THE SUBJECT
AS MAY BE FURNISHED. UPON COMPLETION OF THE HEARING, REPORT AL BE MADE
TO THE COMMISSION FOR FINAL ACTION,

30, (APPLICATION FOR RENEWAL AND EXTENSION, MINERAL 1%&‘%8 #15 (303/1921) Fre 7% ﬁ
UNITED STATES BORAX COMPANY, INYO COUNTY - W.0, 674.,) *tf aprdl. 18, 1952

(Minute Page 1546, Ttem 40\ the Coammission considered the application of

the United States Boraex Gompany for renewal and extensioh of Mineral Leasge

#15 (303/1921) for & period of ten years., After consideration of a question

raised by protestants as to the ability of i:he Inited States Borax Company
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