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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to qualify as 2 lessse pursuant to the provision of Section 6801 of the
0 Public Rescurcas Cods relating to citixenship of lessses, and chargsa by
rrotestants that the appliicant 1a a monopoly and therefare not entitled to
2 State lease, finil action on suthorization for renmial and oxtensim was
deforrad until completion of & review bty the Office of the Attorney Gensral
of the cbjections mads, A further letter of protest frax the corigimal
grotasmts has been recaived this date (June 30, 1952) emtending as fol«
1

1, Teat the Comisaicn mesting considering the mbject item should
be held in Los Angeles,

2, That the Commissicn mesting oonsidering the mubjeoct item should
be reeiric*bad solely Yo consideration of the reoposed lsass
renewsl,

3., Thet the terms anl conditions of the proposed lsase extension and
renswdl are unfair o the State,

W 4. Thet the protestant offers "to doudble or triple anything that
ths spplicant in this lesse desires to grant to the State,®

An opinion of Deputy Attorney Gememl J. ¥, Hasalar, Jr,, received by the
Division of State Iands in response to inguiry made pursiant +o the dires-
tion of the Commission, states that the Umited Statas Borex Company is

. qgualified as to citﬂennhip, that ths aubjact laxxds huvc mt ’ben :lnvblveg in

mmnabm tarms and conditicns 25 way te preacr:; by the cmiasion.

Ths meoposed form of leass renewal will result in s simplification of lesse .
o adninietration 2nd accounting proosdures, becsuse such remewsl osonforme te e
the standard fom of minersl lesse autharized heretofore by the Commissiom

O\ and ineludes tha standard royally schedule authorized by the Commigsion o

Ootober 24, 1951 (Minute Page 1471, Ttem 20), This schedule will produce &
royalty of §1.55 per ton of ore produced and sold during the fivst year of
the extension of the leams, with incretsed rates for any increased values

iy of production, The miniunm royalty under the schedule in the future will

ba $1.27 per ton, <hich is equal to the average royaity paid during the
o 12st nine years of operation under the praceding leass extension,

R Ia respense to a question by Mr, Kuchel as to whether it was the vawr]l

8 practics $o grant preferential rights in such vases to the origimsl appli-
cants who hmd pionesrsd the land, M», Colesman, Attorney for the United
Statza Bryax Company, stated thet it wes Federal practice to de so,

UPON MOTTON DULY MADE AND UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED, A RESCLOUTION WAS ADOPTED
AUTHORTZING THE EXECUSIVE OFFICER T0 ISSUE TO THE UNITED STATES BORAX COMPANY
A RENEWAL AND EXTENSION OF MISERAL LEASE #15 (303/1921), FOR & TERM COF TES
YEARS, FFFECTIVE MAY 10, 1052, SUBJPCT 70 THE DEPOSIT BY THE LESSEE OF TN
PERFRMARCE BOND IN THE AMOUNT OF $3000 AS REQUIRED BY SECTION 13 OF THE
LEASE EXTENSION AND RENEWAL,
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