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(916) /445-4538 

July 11 .. 1980 

Pursuant to your request of June 19, we have 
rev!ct..,ed t'1e P'::!bruary 6, 1976, document you attached 
and have the following COT"..rnents: 

LTha qu~stlon of whet.'1er the person whose name 
appears on ·t.~G deed is the true owner of the property 
is a qUGstion of fact. !formally, as you are aware, ~"1e 
person Wh03C namea9pears on the deed would bepres~~d 
to be the m,rner of the property in question. lIm·lOver I 
if one could prove that person·is merely acting as an 
agent of another, then the true mmer of the property 
\."ould be the agent's principal. Therefore, a trans fer 
of t~e property from ~~e agent's na~e to his principal 
",ould, in my opinion'~'not be regarded as a change in 
ownership'_ / 

~--l 

'l'hc February 6. 1976, ·letter wou14. in r:ty 
opinion, establish ~'1e agent/principal relationship. 
The only suggestion I have is that w~en and if a piece 
of property is acquired pursuant to suc~ an arrange~ent 
that an adendum be made to the agreement specifically 
delineating t.l)e piece of !lro?orty t~at is being acquired. 
It should be renel"hered my opinion in advisory only and 
a particular county counsel m~y disagree with it. In 
such a case, the county would normally follmi its counsGl' s 
advice. 

Very truly yours, 

Glenn L. 1U.gby 
GLR:sfg Assls~ant C3ief Counsel 
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