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President’s Letter 
 
August 3, 2019 

 

Greetings.  I hope everyone is having a safe and prosperous year so far.  

At our March Board Meeting it was decided to start getting quotes from other venues to hold our annual 
Winter Seminar (based on comments received from the survey after the 2019 Winter Seminar). Our current 
contract with the Holiday Inn in Kearney expires in 2021 and in order to ensure that we have a venue beyond 
that, the Conference Committee is obtaining proposals from other sites to make sure that we get the best deal 
possible.  

In June, our Historical Committee along with other volunteers, worked on the 6th P.M. Initial Point Monument 
installing a new bronze donor plaque and performed general cleanup at the site. I was unable to attend, but I 
want to thank those of you who were able to help; from the pictures I’ve seen from it looks great—good job 
everyone!  

Our next Board Meeting is scheduled for 10:00AM September 13th at Kinkaider Brewing in Grand Island. As 
always, please feel free to reach out to me or any other board member if you have something that you would 
like to be discussed or attend an upcoming meeting, our contact information can be found on the website. 

That’s all for now. Please remember to be safe! 

Sincerely,  

Todd Whitfield 
PSAN President  
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The Land Surveyor’s Guide to the Supreme Court of Nebraska 

Chapter 50 – Hallowell v Borchers (1948) 

 Our next featured case can be fairly characterized as the first modern Nebraska adverse possession case, and it 
went on to become one of the most frequently quoted Nebraska cases of it's kind for several decades, very accurately 
and poignantly expressing the Court's wisely chosen judicial policy on this subject, and setting the stage for numerous 
subsequent decisions of the Court, which we will review as we move forward. Some states have taken the position that 
although modern adverse possession is capable of effectively eradicating boundaries in some instances, completing 
adverse possession in the boundary context where platted lot lines exist carries a higher burden of proof than does the 
acquisition of poorly or ambiguously described land by adverse means. Here we will look on as the Court takes the 
contrary position, definitively rejecting that concept on behalf of Nebraska, by expressly approving the adverse 
possession of portions of platted lots, even when the location of the lot lines can be readily ascertained by means of a 
survey, in keeping with the legal precedent to that effect which had been established by the Court in several cases 
discussed earlier herein. Only one surveyor is involved in this case, and his work is never questioned by either party, 
although whether or not the lot line locations presented on his survey were based upon physical monumentation 
found by him on the subject properties is unknown. From the perspective of the land surveyor, as a professional 
subject to potential liability, this case serves to illustrate that surveyor liability does not become a factor or element, 
even in a controversy over boundary or title issues, unless at least one of the land owners elects to challenge either the 
validity or the correctness of the survey results, potentially bringing professional negligence into play. In this instance, 
the same surveyor is actually employed by both litigants, which might appear to create a conflict of interest, but no 
such issue is raised, and there is no reason to suspect that the Court would have found the surveyor guilty of any such 
violation, even if the surveyor's work had been challenged, since there is no indication that he did anything wrong at 
all, either technically or ethically. This scenario therefore demonstrates that any surveyor who performs his or her work 
with genuine objectivity, free of bias toward any party, when evaluating evidence, as every ethical professional is 
bound to do, can in fact return to the scene of a prior survey and conduct a survey for the adjoining land owner, 
regardless of whether the relations between the adjoining parties are amicable or adversarial. In addition, this case 
introduces an element that is of particular importance to land surveyors into the legal equation relating to adverse 
possession, which we will later see rise to prominence, after lying dormant for 3 decades. 
 

Prior to 1919 – Benson Acres was platted at an unspecified date, as an addition to Omaha. No details regarding 
the surveying or platting of this subdivision are known, lot corner monuments may or may not have actually 
been set, and the plat may or may not have indicated the presence of any monuments at the lot corners. The 
number of lots or blocks in this subdivision is also unknown, but 2 apparently typical rectangular lots situated 
in the southeast corner of a certain block, comprising a total area that measured 250 feet on each side, were 
evidently among the first lots to be improved. At an unspecified time, a house was built, apparently more or 
less in the center of these 2 lots, and a garden consisting primarily of alfalfa was planted in the area 
surrounding the house, evidently with little or no regard for the location of the lot lines forming the north and 
west boundaries of the property. When these lots were first sold in unknown, and who first owned them is 
unknown as well, so there is no indication as to who made these initial improvements upon these lots, they 
may have been made by the owner of the subdivision itself, or by an individual who had acquired just these 2 
lots. Whoever first planted the garden apparently had no knowledge of the location of any of the platted lot 
lines, because the cultivated area extended about 15 feet into the lot lying to the west and about 20 feet into 
the lot lying to the north. The 2 lots bearing the house and garden were then evidently occupied in the typical 
residential manner for an unspecified number of years, by one or more lot owners.  
 
1919 – The 2 improved lots were acquired by Hallowell. What Hallowell was told about the boundaries of the 
property that he was buying, if he was told anything, is unknown, but he could see that the adjoining lots to 
the west and the north were still entirely vacant, being completely overgrown with weeds, so it appears that 

(Continued on page 6) 
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he simply assumed that the entire improved and cultivated area was within the boundaries of the lots that he 
had acquired.  
 
1920 to 1928 – The Hallowell family occupied their property in the typical manner, utilizing the full improved 
area and treating the north and west edges of the garden as their lot boundaries. No one ever challenged their 
use of the land, and the adjoining lots remained entirely vacant and unused during this period, so Hallowell 
evidently saw no reason to attempt to verify the location of any of his boundaries. 
 
1929 to 1932 – The platted lots adjoining the Hallowell property on the north and the west were evidently first 
put to use at this time. An unknown party, presumably the owner of the adjoining lots, or perhaps a tenant 
farmer, planted crops on those lots, up to the edge of the Hallowell's garden. The Hallowells built a chicken 
house and installed a chicken wire fence along the outer edges of their garden during this period, and they 
continued to maintain the entire fenced area, as no questions or concerns about their boundaries arose.  
 
1933 to 1935 – The Hallowells planted an unspecified number of small trees and some ornamental shrubs 
along the outer edges of their garden during this period, forming a hedge along all or part of the north and 
west sides of their property, and they also planted grass, converting at least part of the gardened area into a 
typical residential lawn. The use of the surrounding land apparently ceased during this period, and the 
adjoining platted lots remained vacant and undeveloped, eventually becoming overgrown with weeds once 
again.  
 
1936 to 1945 – The Hallowells went on using the entire fenced area throughout this period, frequently tending 
to the portions of their lawn, their garden and their trees that extended well into the adjoining lots, and there 
is no indication that anyone else made any use of the adjoining lots during this period. 
 
1946 – The Borchers acquired an unspecified amount of land, including the lots adjoining the Hallowell lots. 
Who the Borchers acquired their property from is unknown, the lots that they acquired may still have been 
owned by the subdivider of the land, or they may have been owned by other unspecified parties by this time. 
One month after acquiring their property, the Borchers had it surveyed, and it was thereby revealed that the 
Hallowells were using the southern and eastern portions of the lots that had been conveyed to the Borchers, to 
the extent outlined above. Upon learning the record location of the lot lines, Hallowell did not challenge the 
validity of the survey, instead he conceded that his family had been mistakenly occupying the relevant portions 
of the Borchers lots for decades, and he offered to buy those areas, but Borchers declined his offer, so 
Hallowell moved the fence to the surveyed lot lines. Shortly thereafter however, Hallowell moved the fence 
back to it's original location, having been advised to do so by his attorney, once the attorney learned from 
Hallowell that the fence had stood undisturbed for well over 10 years.  
 
1947 – Borchers removed the fence and cut down many if not all of the trees that had been planted by the 
Hallowells. Hallowell responded by hiring the same surveyor who had done the Borchers survey to prepare a 
drawing and a legal description for him, illustrating and defining the portion of the Borchers lots which the 
Hallowells had occupied since 1919. Hallowell then filed an action against Borchers, seeking a judicial decree 
that he had acquired the described portions of the Borchers lots by virtue of adverse possession. 

           
 Hallowell argued that adverse possession was applicable to the situation, even though he had always been 
completely unaware that his family had been using the contested portions of the Borchers lots, and despite the fact 
that he had never consciously or deliberately used any land lying outside the record boundaries of his own lots. 
Hallowell further argued that neither his offer to buy the occupied areas from Borchers, nor his temporary removal of 
his own fence, could legally operate to defeat or destroy his title to the disputed areas, which he had adversely 

(Continued from page 5) 

(Continued on page 7) 
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acquired long before Borchers ever came to the area, thus he held title up to the lines marking the former location of 
the fence that he had installed. Borchers argued that adverse possession was inapplicable to the situation, because 
Hallowell openly admitted that he had never set out to acquire any land by adverse means, so none of the use of the 
land at issue by the Hallowells was ever adverse in nature, therefore Hallowell had never acquired any portion of the 
Borchers lots. Borchers further argued that even If Hallowell had ever acquired any portion of the Borchers lots, 
Hallowell had lost those areas when he offered to buy them, since that offer amounted to an admission by Hallowell 
that he did own those areas. Borchers also asserted that Hallowell had abandoned the areas in dispute by moving his 
fence, and had thereby forsaken and lost any land that Hallowell may ever have owned anywhere outside of the 
platted boundaries of the Hallowell lots. Borchers also maintained that his own lots had always remained unimproved 
and undeveloped land, suggesting that such vacant land is never subject to adverse possession, and finally he charged 
that the boundaries proposed by Hallowell were actually indefinite and uncertain on the ground, despite being legally 
well described on paper. The trial court ruled that adverse possession had indeed taken place, once the Hallowells had 
used the areas in controversy for a full 10 years without any disturbance or interruption, and nothing that had 
happened since that time was of any relevance, quieting title to those areas in Hallowell, in accord with the legal 
description that had been submitted by him. 
 
 This case clearly confronted the Court with a truly classic residential adverse possession scenario, and the 
Court elected to employ it to establish what would become the modern standard for adverse possession in the urban 
context in Nebraska. All surveyors will immediately observe how utterly unnecessary this boundary dispute was, given 
the fact that the locations of the 2 lot lines at issue were evidently both perfectly knowable at all times, and those lines 
may have even been monumented at all times. But the Court, as we have learned, does not view such situations as 
land surveyors do, and does not treat the fact that the lot line locations could have been pointed out on the ground at 
any time by a surveyor as a material factor. In the eyes of the Court, the controversy seen here was not the result of 
Hallowell's failure to have his lots surveyed in 1919, instead this conflict had arisen because Borchers, as a grantee of 
land which was partially under existing use by an adjoining lot owner, neglected to order his survey prior to acquiring 
his property. Borchers had made the fatal assumption that he was free to ignore any potential encroachments upon 
the land that he was buying until after he had acquired it, and only then address such issues, but he was about to 
discover the legal consequences of that poor decision on his part. The arguments made by Borchers, outlined above, 
provided the Court with a superb opportunity to shatter several persistent myths regarding adverse possession, and 
the Court was fully prepared to do exactly that, by producing an extensive treatise on that subject. The weakest of 
Borchers assertions was his attempt to invoke the wild land exception, by pointing out that the Court had held in the 
past that open range land is generally not subject to adverse possession, and the Court readily swept that issue aside. 
While the land in question here was in fact left in a vacant and somewhat wild state for many years, it was a platted 
residential subdivision situated in a major city, so the suggestion by Borchers that it should be characterized as wild 
land, and treated as equivalent to land on the open range, had no chance of success. By this point in time, the 
inclination of the Court to focus on protecting all land use, even uses involving only very minimal investment by the 
land user, such as Hallowell's landscaping, was well established, so the notion that vacant platted lots were not subject 
to adverse possession was of no avail. Most central and pivotal to the outcome of this particular conflict was the 
Court's acceptance of the validity of the concept that intent is always determined by what was done on the ground, 
which is a very basic principle, with broad application, that the Court had long embraced as a controlling theme, across 
the full spectrum of land rights issues. Just as the Court had long approved the resolution of conflicts between physical 
survey evidence and documentary survey evidence, such as plats, field notes and legal descriptions, in favor of the 
evidence found on the ground, and evidence arriving through testimony, the Court had also long extended the primacy 
of all forms of visible physical evidence to controlling status with regard to adverse possession. Highly mindful of that 
established precedent, and citing the Tex case of 1888 and the Oldig case of 1897, among others, which we have 
previously reviewed, along with comparable cases from Massachusetts, Oregon and Wyoming, the Court again set 
forth the controlling force of physical evidence, as the best evidence of the true intentions of anyone engaged in the 
use of land: 

(Continued from page 6) 
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“Plaintiffs at all times cultivated what they considered to be their own land, within the boundary of the 
lines claimed ... when the plaintiffs entered upon their land they made no inquiry as to the boundary 
lines ... when friends visited, plaintiffs would show them the boundaries of their land ... as the claimed 
boundaries ... It is the defendants contention that ... the plaintiffs had no intention at any time to claim 
the disputed strips of land by adverse possession ... the plaintiffs offered to purchase the disputed 
strips of land from the defendants ... one may purchase an outstanding title to buy one's peace or 
prevent threatened litigation ... such an act admits, and admits only, that the occupant deems it 
worthwhile to get rid of the outstanding title ... it does not prove ... a change in the character of the 
possession or a recognition of a title paramount ... it is also the defendants contention that the claimed 
boundaries are not sufficiently well defined ... that the adverse claim must be to fixed monuments and 
to certain lines ... inclosing by fence, erecting buildings, planting groves or trees, indicate an 
appropriation of the property ... not too much importance should be attached to what an occupant 
may claim ... inconsistent with his acts and conduct ... a mere verbal quibble is dangerous and 
subversive of rights ... acts of possession aid in determining what the character of the possession 
was ... the law should choose the intention directed toward the physical object, rather than the 
intention to hold in accordance with the deed ... adverse possession is founded upon the intent with 
which the occupant has held possession, and his intent is to be determined by what he has done ... 
possession is not the less adverse because the person takes possession of the land in question 
innocently and through mistake ... it is the visible ... intention to possess land ... that constitutes it's 
adverse character and not the remote view or belief of the adverse possessor ... plaintiffs ... acts with 
reference to the disputed strips of land were such as are usually performed by owners ... the trial court 
was not in error in determining adverse possession.” 

 
 The Hallowells, the Court fully realized, had used the land beyond their lot lines mistakenly and in genuine 
ignorance, but rather than holding their ignorance against them, the Court viewed their land use as innocent, enabling 
the Court to approve the application of the statute of limitations to protect it, just as the Court strives to support all 
virtuous use of land for productive or beneficial purposes. Urban landscaping alone, the Court thus found, is sufficient 
to support adverse possession of portions of adjoining platted lots, reiterating that land use based upon a mistake is no 
obstacle to the initiation or completion of adverse possession. The physical acts of an adverse occupant, his conduct 
while occupying the land during the statutory period, and the physical items that he puts in place and respects as his de 
facto boundaries, all collaborate and coalesce to form the strongest indication of his true intentions, the Court 
maintained, again following the powerful concept that actions speak louder than words. Statements made by a 
successful adverse possessor such as Hallowell, the Court reminded Borchers, including Hallowell's offer to pay 
Borchers to relinquish the contested areas, and even statements of admission made by the adverse party on the 
witness stand, do not control his intent at the time of his adverse acquisition of the land in contention, which was long 
in the past by the time Borchers first saw the lots that he acquired in 1946. Another very crucial point clarified on this 
occasion by the Court is the fact that buying or offering to buy land is not legally equivalent to an acknowledgement 
that the land is actually owned by another party. Such an offer can just as easily be viewed as an attempt to amicably 
eliminate an inferior claim, and the Court saw Hallowell's offer to Borchers in that light, leading the Court to conclude 
that Hallowell's offer did not constitute an admission by Hallowell that his right to the disputed areas was inferior to 
that of Borchers. In addition, the Court recognized, a successful adverse possessor who then removes some of his 
personal property or other physical objects from the adversely controlled area, such as the fence removal by Hallowell 
in this instance, does not thereby lose the land that he had previously acquired by means of adverse possession. In this 
case, Hallowell had never abandoned the areas that he had long been using, the Court noted, because he had moved 
only his fence and not his trees or any other landscaping, so his adverse claim to the relevant portions of the Borchers 
lots had never ceased, even after he removed the fence, and the fact that he had later put the fence back was 
inconsequential. While disagreeing with Borchers on his charge that the boundaries claimed by Hallowell had been 

(Continued from page 7) 
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inadequately established on the ground, or were unclear in any respect, the Court nevertheless indicated that adverse 
possession must be adequately described, and the relevant area should ideally be defined by means of a survey, 
marking the first time that the Court had expressly taken this position, which would prove to be critically important in 
the distant future, as we shall see. Under the conditions presented here, the Court established the premise that a 
survey definitely can support adverse possession, even though as we have repeatedly observed in our review of prior 
adverse possession cases in the boundary context, a resurvey cannot have any impact upon adverse possession that 
has fully matured before the execution of the resurvey. Having thus negated all of the objections raised by Borchers, 
the Court upheld the lower court decision, confirming that Hallowell had owned the described portions of the lots 
adjoining his own lots since 1929, yet the Court declined to financially penalize Borchers for cutting down Hallowell's 
trees, treating that action as merely an innocent error on the part of Borchers, rather than a malicious act. 
 
This article represents a portion of a book written in 2013 for professional land surveyors, the complete book is available 
from the Nebraska State Historical Society Library or free of charge upon request directly from the author 
(bportwood@mindspring.com).  
 

(Continued from page 8) 
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Summary of June 7, 2019 Board Meeting 
Subject to approval by the Board of Directors 

 

The PSAN Board of Directors Meeting on June 7, 2019, was held at 10:00am via conference call. The roll call was as 

follows: President Todd Whitfield (present), President-Elect Jeremy Feusner (present), Treasurer John Berry (present), 

Secretary Warren Headlee (present), Administrative Secretary Gwen Bowers (present), Director Matt Tinkham 

(present), Director Bonita Edwards (present),  Director Brian Foral (present), Director Eric Schaben (present), State 

Surveyor Casey Sherlock (present), SENLSA Affiliate Denny Whitfield (present), NSPS Danny Martinez (present). 

Minutes from the December 7, 2018 meeting were amended and approved. Minutes from the April 5, 2019 meeting 

were read and approved. The Board approved the Treasurer’s report dated June 4, 2019. The Conference Committee 

reported is working on obtaining RFPs from additional communities for future Winter Seminars. President Todd 

Whitfield, Secretary Warren Headlee, State Surveyor Casey Sherlock, and SENSLA representative Denny Whitfield each 

made a report. The following standing committees reported: Education, Historical, Legislation, GIS, Publications, Ethics 

and Standards. Old business consisted of an update regarding moving the PSAN website to a new platform, 2021 

Winter Seminar Contract and Membership Dues Increase. New membership applications were discussed under New 

Business. 

The next meeting is scheduled for September 13, 2019. 
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“The Cast Iron Monument Near the Easterly 

End of the Kansas-Nebraska State Line, 

the Beginning Point of the 6th PM Base Line” 
 

Dr. Richard L. Elgin, PS, PE 

Rolla, Missouri 

 

The other day I drove by the monument which anchors the near-easterly endpoint 
of the Kansas-Nebraska state line, which is also the Base Line to the 6th Principal 
Meridian. Actually one doesn’t just “happen-by” the monument. You have to try 
real hard to get there. The accompanying photos were taken February 9, 2019 
when I was returning to Missouri after speaking to the PSAN Conference in 
Kearney. 

 

Briefly: The Kansas-Nebraska Act of May 30, 1854 established Kansas and Nebraska 
Territories and set 40°00’ north latitude as the boundary. The GLO instructed that 
this line of latitude be surveyed as a base line west from the Missouri River for 108 
miles. At that distance would be the Initial Point for the 6th Principal Meridian. A 
few months later the GLO contracted with the Harvard-educated John P. Johnson 
to survey the base line from the Missouri River west to establish the Initial Point. 
His first task was to assist Captain Thomas J. Lee of the U.S. Topographical 
Engineers in establishing on a high bluff on the west side of the Missouri a point at 
40°00’00” north latitude. On the east side of the Missouri River, Captain Lee made a 
series of observations on selected stars to establish a precise latitude. From that 

point he traversed to the high bluff, and on November 16, 1854 set an oak post at 
40°00’00”, the cast iron monument not being onsite. From that point, Johnson 
surveyed west 108 miles (November 16 – December 5, 1854) and set the 6th PM 
Initial Point. 

 

The oak post was replaced with a 600 pound cast iron monument on May 8, 1855 
by Deputy Surveyors Charles Manners and Joseph Ledlie. That point, the 
beginning point of the 6th PM base line, is also the southeast corner of T1N, R18E, 
6th PM. Manners and Ledlie would soon find serious errors in Johnson’s survey of 
the base line, errors which were too large “to be passed over in silence.” Errors 
which included that Johnson had marked his set stones as though they were also 
the corresponding corners in Kansas, of T1S. (He was surveying a base line setting 
standard corners marking sections to the north. The closing corners of T1S would 
be set when that township was subdivided.) All of Johnson’s survey would 
eventually be resurveyed and corrected by Manners. He would reset the 6th PM 
Initial Point on June 11, 1856. 

 

(Continued on page 12) 
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The Cast Iron Monument Near the Easterly End of the Kansas-Nebraska State Line,  

the Beginning Point of the 6th PM Base Line” 

Today the cast iron monument is still on top of the high bluff, west of a paved road. The road is Kansas K-7 south of the 
state line and Richardson County 666 Avenue on the Nebraska side. There is a historical marker (see photo) at the 
road. A pathway (with needed handrail) zig-zags up the hill to the monument. It’s about 700 feet horizontal and 120 
feet vertically from the road, and worth the hike. 

 

Kansas PS Steve Brosemer reports that in 1993 KDOT measured the cast iron monument’s latitude at 39°59’59.67194”. 
Nebraska PS Jerry Penry reports the monument’s latitude as 39°59’59.66595” from a 2014 observation. These place 
the monument about 33.5 feet too far south. (By the way, which controls the state boundary location, the specified 40°
00’00” north latitude or the cast iron monument, now known not to be where it is supposed to be?) On Google Earth, 
the state line does not go through the cast iron monument, which can be plainly seen in the imagery, but passes about 
32 feet north. 

 

The monument is not the southeast corner of Nebraska/northeast corner of Kansas. Today that point would be about 
1.3 miles east, along a proper retracement of the base line, from the cast iron monument, to that line’s intersection 
with the Missouri-Nebraska Compact Boundary. (Being the Missouri River’s main channel of navigation at the date of 
the Compact.) At the time of setting the cast iron monument, Manners, on May 8, 1855, surveyed the base line east, 
setting the south quarter corner to Sec. 31, T1N, R19E at 40.00 chains, the meander corner at 51.80 chains, and 
measured 52.55 chains to the west bank of the Missouri River. Some trivia about that point, only of interest to 
surveyors: It is one of 22 tristate points in the United States which is in water. 

 

This is but a brief piece about the cast iron monument and the base line east of the 6th PM. For more information 
about this point and line, consult with these survey historians: In Kansas, Steve Brosemer, PS and in Nebraska, Jerry 
Penry, PS. My thanks to both for reviewing this piece. And, see Jerry’s article titled “Cast Iron Monument of the 6th 
PM” in the July, 2017 issue of “American Surveyor.” Enjoy the hike up to the monument. 

 - Dick Elgin 

 

(Continued from page 11) 
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6PM Dedication—June 22, 2019 

 “MERIDIAN”  

USC & GS Triangulation Station  

1935  

On June 22, 2019, attention was given to the U. S. Coast & Geodetic Survey’s (NGS) triangulation station 
known as “MERIDIAN” (LG0831) and its associated reference marks and azimuth marks which are located 
near the 6 PM Initial Point. 

The triangulation station, originally established in 1935, is situated in the northwest quadrant (Nebraska 
side) of the intersection where the 6 PM Initial Point is located. At that time, two reference marks (No. 1 
& 2) were established at the site and the azimuth mark (No. 1) was established 1.07 miles to the east-
southeast near a farm located approx. 0.25 mile north of Mahaska, Kansas. 

In 1976, Reference Mark No. 1 was found broken off, so a new monument was established and the 
original disk was restamped as Reference Mark No. 3. In 1986, the original Azimuth Mark was found to 
be substantially leaning, so a new one was placed 0.34 mile to the south and renamed Azimuth Mark No. 
2. In recent years, both the reset Reference Mark No. 3 and the new Azimuth Mark No. 2 were broken 
off, but the disks were secured.  

The 2019 work placed a concrete pad around the triangulation station to help secure it in place. 
Reference Mark No. 2 was straightened and a long steel U-post was placed alongside to secure its 
position. A new reference mark was established and the original disk was restamped with 4 and 2019 
(the old RM No. 1 and 3 disk). It was placed in the area to the northeast of the Initial Point in the flat park 
area. A new azimuth mark was placed in the same general area where Azimuth Mark No. 2 had been 
located and the disk was restamped RESET 2019 (the old Azimuth Mark No. 2 1986 disk). The original 
1935 Azimuth Mark was straightened and two long steel U-posts were placed at the corners to secure it 
in place. New painted posts and signs were placed by the monuments.  

Static GPS positions need to be obtained on the two azimuth marks. Angles and distances need to be 
obtained from the triangulation station to each point associated with it the before the datasheet can be 
updated. 

Submitted by Jerry Penry 
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6PM Dedication—June 22, 2019 
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PSAN Board Meeting 
September 13, 2019 
10:00am—2:00pm 
Grand Island, NE 

 
PSAN Board Meeting 

December 6, 2019 
10:00am—2:00pm 

TBD 

 
2020 Winter Convention 

Hosts: Jon Carrell & Jeremy Feusner 
 

2020 Summer Seminar 
Host: Dan Martinez 

Dear PSAN Members: 

 

Articles appearing in The Nebraska Surveyor are 
published as a service to the members of the 
Professional Surveyors Association of Nebraska 
and the general public for the advancement of 
the land surveying profession.   

 

It is time for you to get involved in YOUR 
publication through your articles, columns, 
pictures, and ideas. Please send all items of 
interest to the editor via 

 

E-mail:  PSAN@nebraskasurveyor.com 

Phone: 402-432-3444 

Or mail: PSAN 

 Attn: Nebraska Surveyor  

 PO Box 83206 

 Lincoln, NE 68501 

 

Your participation is greatly appreciated! 
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Klein Survey Systems 
1211 N. 10th Street 
Lincoln, NE 68508-1126 
Phone: 800-822-2711  
 

Seiler Instrument 
3433 Tree Court Industrial Blvd. 
St. Louis, MO 63122 
6522 So. 118th Street 
Omaha, NE 68137 
Phone: 402-651-9735 
E-mail: solutions@seilerinst.com 
  

Transit Works 
6000 S. 58th Street, Ste. A 
Lincoln, NE 68516 
Phone: 402-421-6100 

 Support PSAN Sustaining Members 

A&D Technical Supply 
4320 S. 89th Street  
Omaha, NE 68127 
Phone: 402-592-4950 or 800-228-2753 (Omaha) 
Phone: 402-474-5454 or 855-780-7977 (Lincoln) 
Website: www.ADTechsupply.com 
  

Blackburn Manufacturing 
PO Box 86 
Neligh, NE 68756 
Website: www.blackburnflag.com 
E-mail: sales@blackburnflag.com 
 

Ellis Wheeler 
801 W 29th St 
Kearney, NE 68845 
Phone: 308-293-6065 
Website: www.elliswheeler.com 

Advertisers Index 
 

A & D Technical Supply Co. ………..…. 10 

Blackburn Manufacturing ……………… 14 

Olsson ..………………………………….……… 15 

Seiler Instrument ..………………………….. 2 

Southeast Community College ……... 16 

Surv-Kap ………………………………….……… 4 

Transit Works …………………………………. 9 

Check out your refreshed PSAN website! 

nebraskasurveyor.com 

We would LOVE if you’d send us pictures from the field 
or articles to add to the website, etc. The goal is to keep 
the website updated with information that’s important 
to you! 

However, please be patient as we’re still re-connecting 
all the links and will continue to add content. 

Send website content to Administrative Secretary Gwen 
Bowers at PSAN@nebraskasurveyor.com. 
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All correspondence to:  

Professional Surveyors Association of Nebraska                                            

P.O. Box 83206                                                    

Lincoln, NE 68501 
 

Phone:  402-432-3444                                                      

Email:  PSAN@nebraskasurveyor.com 
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Serving the Surveying Profession Since 1964. 
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