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February 28, 2020 
 

At the Winter Conference, Dan Martinez talked about the Get Kids into Survey campaign. Nationally and abroad, we 
are seeing an “industry wide recruitment crisis” for land surveyors and geo professionals. I have heard surveyors from 
around Nebraska indicate that are seeing a shortage of qualified applicants as well. Plain and simple- we need to do a 
better job promoting and recruiting for our profession. One of the reasons that kids take a certain career path is 
because they think there is a need and we need to show them that there is that need. I challenge each of you to actively 
recruit for our profession. Consider setting up a booth at your high school’s career fair or talk to your local school 
counselor about how you can get in front of their students. To get kids started at a young age, there’s a ton of 
resources at www.getkidsintosurvey.com.  

The 2020 Winter Conference was the second highest attended conference in the last 13 years. It was good to see so 
many friends and peers that I have come to know since I started in this amazing profession. My goal next year is to talk 
to more people! I am currently working on reviewing and summarizing the post-conference survey results. Your 
opinions truly guide how we set up future conferences and I appreciate everyone that took time to respond.  We had 
over a 50% response rate, which is significantly higher than we have had in the past! I am also working on the PSAN 
committees for the next year. Although some committees are busier than others (depending on the time of year), each 
is important to run our association efficiently.  
 

One priority for the next year, as you know, is 
the update to the Minimum Standards. These 
standards were originally adopted over 30 
years ago, and we need to bring these 
standards up to date with current practices.  
The member comment period will be from 
early April to late August. I can’t overstate this: 
YOUR INPUT IS CRITICAL. Please get involved 
with this process so we can have the best 
possible finished product.  
 
 

 Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 

 Jeremy D. Feusner 
 PSAN President  

President’s Letter 

Photo Contest: 2nd Place 

Submitted by Boni Edwards 
Taken in Lincoln County 

http://www.getkidsintosurvey.com
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PSAN 2020 Winter Conference 
Hosted by Jon Carrell 

The PSAN 2020 Winter Conference was held January 30-31, 
2020 at the Holiday Inn & Convention Center in Kearney, 
Nebraska, hosted by Jon Carrell. 

President Todd Whitfield kicked off the conference with the 
welcome and announcements followed by the General 
Assembly Meeting. Election results for the 2020-2021 terms 
were announced: Jeremy Feusner, President; David Forsythe, 
Secretary; and Grant Miller, Board of Directors. Todd 
Whitfield, Warren Headlee, and Jerry Penry were thanked for 
their service to the Board over the last few years. 

After the General Assembly Meeting, the general session 
began with Keynote Speaker Joseph Paiva presenting. While 
members attended the breakout sessions in the afternoon, 
many Associate Members went to the Pre-Exam Workshop  
sessions to prepare for their board exams. 

Supper was held on Thursday followed by the awards 
banquet where those who’ve been members of  PSAN for 25 
years were recognized. After supper was a very lively live 
auction with Austin Kucera as our caller supported by Doug 
Stevenson and Todd Whitfield in the crowd. 

General sessions, break outs, and pre-exam workshop 
classes continued on Friday. 

Attendees were able to enjoy beautiful weather while at the 
conference this year—as opposed to last year’s winter storm 
during the conference. 

A big thank you to our conference host, Jon Carrell, all of our 
presenters/speakers, our vendors, the Holiday Inn and the 
Kearney Convention and Visitor’s Bureau for helping to make 
this a successful event. 

We look forward to seeing you again next time! 
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PSAN 2020 Winter Conference (con’t) 
Hosted by Jon Carrell 
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Newly Registered Land Surveyors in 2019 
Scott Clifford, LS-647 
Tyler Weers, LS-807 
Chris Schulte, LS-811 
Bryan Brown, SIT-281 
Joseph Poole, SIT-282 
 

New PSAN Members in 2019 
Joel Jacobsen 
Taz Keen 
Quinton Knopik 
Ronald Nissen 
Thomas Zeckser 

25 Year Membership Awards 
Quite a few members hit the mark and earned their 
25 Year Membership plaque this year: 

Thomas B. Catlett, LS-502  
Stephen W. Dodd, LS-503   
Jerold F. Penry, LS-504  
Larry A. Van Fleet, LS-505 (absent) 
Duane A. Katt, LS-506 
Chris E. Dorner, LS-507 (absent) 
William A. White, LS-510 (absent) 
Donald A. Brush, LS-511  
Brett R. Kennedy, LS-512 (absent) 
Gerhard H. Dicenta, LS-514 (absent) 
Michael R. Sharp, LS-515 
Alan M. Curd, LS-519 (absent) 
Mark A. Streit, LS-520  
Kent A. Kennedy, LS-521 (absent) 
Jay L. Dubs, LS-522 
David J. Doering, LS-524 (absent) 
Fred M. Franklin, LS-525 
Michael R. Johnson, LS-526 (absent) 

PSAN 2020 Winter Conference Recognitions 
Hosted by Jon Carrell 

 Support PSAN Sustaining Members 

Klein Survey Systems 
1211 N. 10th Street 
Lincoln, NE 68508-1126 
Phone: 800-822-2711  
Website: www.kssinc.biz 
 

Seiler Instrument 
6522 So. 118th Street 
Omaha, NE 68137 
Phone: 402-651-9735 
Website: www.seilerinst.com 
E-mail: solutions@seilerinst.com 

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 
  

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

Transit Works 
6000 S. 58th Street, Ste. A 
Lincoln, NE 68516 
Phone: 402-421-6100 
E-mail: transitworks@windstream.net 
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December 4, 1927-January 15, 2020 

Bruce L. Gilmore, 92, died on Wednesday, Jan. 15, 2020, at Brookestone Acres in Columbus, 
Nebraska. 

A memorial service was held at 11 a.m. on Saturday, Jan. 18, at First United Methodist Church 
in Columbus, with the Rev. Cindi Stewart officiating. Private family interment was in Columbus 
Cemetery, with military honors by the American Legion Hartman Post 84 Honor Guard. 
Visitation was from 5-7 p.m. on Friday, Jan.17, at Gass Haney Funeral Home. Memorials are 
suggested to the Columbus Area Future Fund or the Columbus Community Hospital 
Foundation. 

Bruce was born Dec. 4, 1927, in Webster City, Iowa, to M.L. and Louise (Holaday) Gilmore. He 
joined the Navy and was sent to study at Doane College, Adams University, Notre Dame, and 
finished his degree in civil engineering at Iowa State University. He met his wife, Velma (Beggs), 

while at Doane. They were united in marriage Dec. 19, 1948, in Crete. After graduation, Bruce accepted the position of 
City Engineer of Columbus in 1949. In 1965, Bruce and Vel set up the business of Gilmore and Associates, where he did 
consulting engineering and surveying with Vel as the administrative secretary. They raised four children in their 
home/business until 1971 when they rented a business building, then they built a new office in 1974 at their current 
location on 33rd Avenue. Bruce was very proud that all three of his sons became civil engineers. 

Bruce was very active and served in many leadership roles within the community, including the Jaycees, the Library 
Board, Boy and Girl Scouts, United Methodist Church, Columbus Hospital Board, Columbus Industries, Inc., and 
Toastmasters. He was named King Ferdinand of Columbus Days in 1993. 

Professionally, he served with the U.S. Public Health Reserve, Nebraska Board of Health, Nebraska Hospital Association, 
American Consulting Engineers Peer Review, and Professional Surveyors of Nebraska. He was a member of the 
Columbus Chamber of Commerce, the Iowa State Ambassadors, The American Legion, The Elks and Platte County 
Historical Society. 

He loved fishing more than anything. He also enjoyed growing his sweet corn and giving it all away to friends. He made 
the sweetest homemade pickles, and he was a competitive Bridge player. He was supportive and boastful when it came 
to the accomplishments of his grandchildren. 

He is survived by his children, Linda (Doug) Slycord of West Des Moines, Iowa; Paul, (fiancée, Theresa Snider) of Mesa, 
Arizona; Keith (Denise) and David (Joy) of Columbus; six grandchildren, and seven great-grandchildren; brother Roger 
(Ibby) Gilmore of Brooklyn Park, Minnesota. 

He was preceded in death by his wife, Velma; and both of his parents. 

FOOTNOTE: 
Bruce was the man who always sat towards the front at our conferences, and always wore a suit and tie. Bruce 
believed very strongly in the Profession of Surveying. He believed that as professionals, our duties were not to just 
survey the land, but to pass on our knowledge to those around us. He also believed it was important to teach future 
surveyors that we are more than just “equipment operators”, we are caretakers of the history of the land, and in doing 
so, we pass on our heritage. Enclosed is list of Surveyors who worked for Bruce over the years.   

Brian Benck LS#536, John Berry LS#535, Lynn Birkel LS#497, Eric Breuer LS#586, Jay Dubs LS#522, Clyde Flowers 
LS#357, Robert Heese LS#463, Charles Lovell LS#635, Grant Miller LS#623, Steve Parr LS#446, Steve Rasmussen LS#624, 
Richard Ronkar LS#383, Kenneth Schroeder LS#428, Terry Schulz LS#550, Doug Stevenson LS#485, Leroy Gerrard 
LS#290, Kurt Staroscik LS#743, John Steffen LS#488, Barney Willman LS#316 

Thank you, Bruce for all that you have done for our profession. Your legacy of teaching surveyors, lives on in those who 
worked for you and with you.  

Bruce L. Gilmore 
Written by John Berry 
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The PSAN Board of Directors Meeting on December 6, 2019, was held via conference call. The roll call was as follows: 

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

Administrative Secretary Gwen Bowers (present), Director Jerry Penry, Director Matt Tinkham (present), Director 

Bonita Edwards (present), Director Brian Foral (present), Director Eric Schaben (present), Director Jay Dubs (present), 

SENLSA Affiliate Denny Whitfield (present). 

Minutes from the September 13, 2019 meeting were read and approved. The Board approved the Treasurer’s report 

dated November 27, 2019. The Conference Committee informed the Board that the Holiday Inn is open for the 

conference, recovered from the flooding. Also, that Dan Martinez is hosting the 2021 Winter Conference and has   

most of his presenters and speakers lined up. President Todd Whitfield, Director Eric Schaben, State Surveyor Casey 

Sherlock, and SENSLA Affiliate Denny Whitfield all made reports. The following standing committees reported:  

Nominations and Membership, Ethics and Standards, NSPS, and Nebraska State Surveyor. Old business consisted of 

discussing an MCC Foundation Scholarship. New membership applications and awards for the 2020 Winter Confernece 

were discussed under new business. 

The next Board Meeting is scheduled for March 27, 2020. 

Summary of December 6, 2019 Board Meeting 
Subject to approval by the Board of Directors 
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The Land Surveyor’s Guide to the Supreme Court of Nebraska 
Chapter 53 – James v McNair (1957) 

 

 Our next case combines two of the most dominant themes in Nebraska land rights litigation, one being the determination of title and 
ownership relating to land that has formed or been transformed through the operation of riparian forces, and the other being the adjudication of 
boundary locations that have been created or become legally binding through land use. As we have learned, unlike most other states, Nebraska 
does not assert title to any islands that arise within navigable waters, because by judicial decree no navigable waters exist in Nebraska for 
purposes of title, so new islands that form anywhere within the boundaries of Nebraska do not represent government ownership, they belong to 
one or more of the adjacent riparian land owners, depending upon where they emerge. One problem that can arise from this scenario occurs 
when the riparian owner or owners of a new island are either unaware that the island lies within their boundaries, and is therefore part of their 
real property, or they simply show no interest in using the island, because in either case the result is that the island lays dormant and unattended, 
inviting intruders to make use of it, or even to occupy it. Since such islands are not shielded from acquisition through adverse land use by the 
mantle of government ownership in Nebraska, all such invasive or unauthorized land use taking place upon a new island represents a potential 
adverse title in the process of formation, until the land use has endured for the statutory period, as a material presence, sufficient to conclusively 
create a privately held adverse title covering that location. This process has played out a great many times in Nebraska, some instances of which 
we have already reviewed, due to the nature of Nebraska's major streams, which are of a character that is highly susceptible to the formation of 
islands through accretion or reliction, whenever water levels decrease, even by only moderate amounts. The case we are about to review has a 
long and complex backstory, like many riparian cases, which is vital to fully understanding the outcome, because historical events, even from the 
distant past, very often prove to be truly pivotal in the determination of who owns islands which have been long neglected and subjected to 
unauthorized use. Once the existence of title to an island that has been used by multiple parties has been established, the issue of principal 
concern to land surveyors comes into play, which of course is the location of any boundaries that may exist upon the island. While our present 
case primarily provides insight into the development of title to an island arising within the PLSS framework, it also involves a dispute over the 
division of the island, with implications concerning boundary establishment, the resolution of which once again demonstrates the distinct 
preference of the Court for physical evidence, as the primary element of boundary control.          

1857 – A township through which the Missouri River ran was platted by the GLO. The river entered this township from the north, passing 
 through the western portion of Section 4 and the eastern portion of Section 5, on it's southward course. A bend to the west took the 
 river into the SW1/4 of Section 5, so no aliquot divisions were platted in that section, it consisted of 8 lots, all of which were bounded in 
 part by the river, except for lots 2, 3 and 4, which occupied their usual positions along the township line. Lot 5 occupied the south half 
 of the NW1/4, Lot 6 the south half of the NE1/4, Lot 7 the north half of the SW1/4 and Lot 8 the south half of the SW1/4, all lying west 
 of the platted location of the river.  

1858 to 1910 – Nothing is known of the river's activity during this period, and how the land in Section 5 was used is unknown as well, presumably 
 all of the lots in that section were patented during this period and used in the typical manner, as the river remained more or less stable. 

1911 to 1920 – The river migrated steadily westward during this period, and by 1920 it had consumed virtually all of Section 5, so nearly the 
 whole west line of that section was submerged in the river. Only a small amount of high ground in the northwestern part of Lot 4 was 
 never submerged by the river, so any buildings that may have existed anywhere in this section prior to this period were washed away at 
 this time, and the northwest section corner was the only GLO monument to escape destruction by the river. 

1921 to 1927 – The water level in the river began to diminish during this period, exposing a sandbar in the west half of Section 5, and the river 
 also receded slightly to the east, so by 1928, through either accretion or reliction, the west line of Section 5 had fully emerged from the 
 river. The main river channel was east of the sandbar, but a channel about 300 feet in width continued to flow west of the sandbar. 
 Exactly where the sandbar first began to form is unknown, but it evidently grew at a fairly rapid pace, so it soon extended through a 
 substantial portion of the area that had formerly been occupied by Lots 5, 7 and 8, and perhaps even farther. By the end of this period 
 there were trees growing on the sandbar and it became apparent that it was turning into a legitimate island, so it naturally began to 
 attract attention.   

1928 to 1933 – During this period several people began to occupy various parts of the new island, which was evidently quite extensive in size, 
 although it's acreage is unknown. One individual built a house on the northwestern part of the island, then another individual built one 
 near the center of the island, and other people occupied and cultivated the land in the northeastern part of the island. Prior to losing 
 their land as a result of the westward migration of the river, the James family had owned the north half of Lot 3, so James apparently 
 felt that he was entitled to a portion of the island. Therefore, near the end of this period, James took control over an area that was 
 evidently located in the central portion of the north end of the island, thereby situating himself in between the aforementioned areas, 
 which had already been claimed by those parties who had taken up residence on the island over the previous few years. How these 
 parties established their individual boundaries on the island is unknown, there is no indication that any surveys were done on the island 
 during these years. Nevertheless, fences were built and crop lines were established, which were evidently mutually respected as valid 
 boundaries, and there is no indication that any boundary disputes ever broke out between any of the island's original occupants.  

1934 – Boardman had been the owner of Lot 8 in Section 5, before it was annihilated by the river, as outlined above, and at this time he 
 decided to enter the island, so he took possession of the southern part of the island, and he built a fence in a location which, apparently 

(Continued on page 12) 
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 in his estimation, represented the north line of Lot 8. No one raised any objection to Boardman's fence, in fact at least one of the 
 occupants of the central portion of the island helped him build it.   

1935 to 1939 – Some of the farming operations being conducted on the island failed during this period, and some of the occupants decided to 
 leave the island. Near the end of this period at least 2 of the island's occupants sold the areas that they had been using to a group of 
 partners which included James, and the area lying directly north of Boardman's tract was among the areas thus acquired by James and 
 his partners, though how that land was described in any of these conveyances is unknown. By the end of this period, the partners of 
 James had also given up and left, except for the brother of James, who was an attorney in Nebraska City, leaving most of the island 
 under the control of James and his brother.  

1940 – Boardman decided to leave the island, and he visited the office of attorney James, where he announced that he intended to sell his 
 portion of the island. Attorney James then contacted several of his business associates, informing them that the Boardman tract, 
 adjoining the tract owned by the James brothers, was available for purchase. A group comprised of an unspecified number of business 
 partners, evidently including McNair, decided to acquire Boardman's tract, so all of these parties visited the island and viewed the site 
 together, and they all saw the division fence that had been built by Boardman. All of the parties acknowledged the fence as the 
 northerly boundary of the intended acquisition, and Boardman then quitclaimed all of his interest in the island to the McNair group. 
 How the Boardman tract was described in this quitclaim deed is unknown, presumably it was described with reference to Lot 8. 
 Attorney James handled this entire transaction, and once it was completed he recorded the deed on behalf of McNair and his 
 partners. 

1941 to 1944 – James proceeded to acquire additional land on the island, but some of the occupants apparently remained on the island, even 
 after selling their tracts to James, and he hired some of them to work for him as farmhands, while others rented the same areas from 
 James that they had sold to him, thereby becoming tenants of James. By the end of this period James evidently had control over the 
 entire northerly portion of the island, and everyone on the island was either an employee or a tenant of James and his brother, with the 
 exception of those who were occupying the portion of the island lying south of the fence, which was under the control of the McNair 
 group. 

1945 to 1950 – The efforts to farm the island proved to be unsuccessful, so all of the occupants of the northerly portion of the island gradually 
 departed, and James allowed the portion of the island lying north of the Boardman fence to lay idle, as a result of which that area soon 
 became densely overgrown with weeds, brush and trees. James did this intentionally however, and not out of mere neglect for the land, 
 because he intended to try to cultivate the island again in the future, and he believed that allowing the land to lay fallow with 
 vegetation building up on it for several years would improve the quality and usefulness of the soil. Near the end of this period, the 
 McNair group obtained a quitclaim deed from the heirs of Upton, who had been the owner of Lot 7 in Section 5 prior to the complete 
 destruction of that tract by the river. Attorney James handled this transaction as well, and in so doing he warned McNair and his 
 partners that the Upton heirs actually owned nothing, so the Upton quitclaim deed was worthless, but the Wirth brothers, who were 
 members of the McNair group, insisted on completing the transaction anyway. The use of the former Boardman tract presumably 
 continued through all of these years, but by the end of this period the part of the island north of Boardman's fence had been in a state 
 of complete disuse and vacancy for at least 5 years.   

1951 to 1953 – A survey was conducted early in this period, which evidently revealed that Boardman had built his fence too far south, and the 
 platted location of the north line of Lot 8 was actually an unspecified distance to the north of the fence. How this determination was 
 made is unknown, no details relating to who ordered the survey, or who performed the survey, or the manner in which it was executed, 
 are known. Later in this period, the James brothers were informed that a substantial amount of their land lying north of the Boardman 
 fence, was being put to use by others, who were in the process of clearing and cultivating an area of unspecified size. The Wirth 
 brothers had apparently decided to take control over all of Lot 8, including the portion of that lot lying north of the fence, and also all of 
 Lot 7, based on their deed from the Upton heirs, thereby effectively expanding their area of control far to the north, covering the entire 
 area which had once comprised the upland portion of the SW1/4 of Section 5.    

1954 – The Wirth brothers evidently refused to relinquish the large area that they had taken control over, to the north of Boardman's fence, so 
 the James brothers filed an action against them and all of the other members of the McNair group, seeking to quiet the James title to all 
 of the land on the island lying north of the Boardman fence.    

 The James brothers argued that all of the land at issue had been totally submerged beneath the river, and it had emerged from the 
riverbed in the form of an island, so it was virgin land at the time of it's emergence, because the entire south half of Section 5, and all of the 
original titles associated with that area, had been legally devoured by the river by 1920. They further argued that the Boardman fence had been 
erected as a division fence, and it had been treated and acknowledged as a genuine boundary ever since the time it was built, so all of the use 
made of the lands lying on both sides of that fence, by all of the occupants of the island, had been genuinely adverse in nature, regardless of the 
location of that fence in relation to any of the lots which had originally been platted in Section 5. McNair and the others elected not to combat the 
James brothers and defaulted, leaving the Wirth brothers alone to engage the James brothers in battle over the land in controversy. The Wirths 
argued that their deeds to Lots 7 and 8 in Section 5 were legitimate conveyances, because the island had arisen in the location which was 
originally occupied by those lots, so the lands lying within the relevant platted lots were still owned by Boardman and by the Uptons, even after 
having been fully submerged by the river. The Wirths further argued that adverse possession was inapplicable to the situation, because the fence 

(Continued from page 11) 

(Continued on page 13) 
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had never been intended to function as a boundary, and because only one line had ever been fenced, so none of the land in question had ever 
been fully enclosed, and because the James brothers had abandoned their portion of the island by leaving it utterly idle and vacant for several 
years. In addition, the Wirths charged that attorney James had violated his professional code of ethics, by operating as their legal counsel in land 
transactions that involved property in which James himself held an ownership interest. Rejecting all of the positions set forth by the Wirths, the 
trial court found that the fence at issue was constructed as a boundary fence, and it had become the boundary between the litigants by means of 
adverse possession, as maintained by the James brothers, regardless of where the platted lines within Section 5 may have been, quieting title to 
all of the island north of the fence in the James brothers on that basis.    

 A truly brilliant case was made by the James brothers and their legal counsel, leveraging their knowledge of the Court's refusal to accept 
the principle of re-emergence, which was vital to the case being made by their opponents here, in prior riparian land rights cases, as we have 
observed. The James brothers knew that the Court would reject the assertion that the owners of the various platted lots in Section 5 had retained 
title to their properties even during the time period when those lands were entirely submerged, and they knew that the Court would therefore 
not allow any of the original PLSS lines within Section 5 to govern the division of the island. The mere fact that the island was situated where 
certain GLO lots had once been platted was not enough, in the eyes of the Court, to bring those former lines back into existence, the island was a 
completely new and unique tract of land, free of any extinct boundaries, and subject to division by the island's occupants. Although the Wirths 
were clearly destined to lose on the riparian title issue, they evidently hoped to prevail by painting the actions of attorney James in the colors of 
bad faith. To that end, the Wirths suggested that attorney James had induced them to purchase the land rights of Boardman and Upton, even 
though he knew that no such rights actually existed, making the Boardman and Upton deeds worthless, and they also alleged that as an expert on 
land rights he must have known that the legal descriptions used in those deeds were erroneous, and would prove to be legally useless to the 
McNair partners as grantees. The Court was unsympathetic to the Wirth brothers however, since the evidence did not bear out their accusations 
of malicious or deceptive conduct on the part of attorney James. In fact, the James brothers passed up the opportunity to acquire the Boardman 
tract themselves, allowing the McNair group to acquire it instead, and none of the parties were aware at that time, the Court realized, that the 
fence, which Boardman had built expressly for boundary demarcation purposes, failed to embrace the whole area that Boardman intended to 
claim. In reality, the Boardman deed was not worthless, even though it did not convey as much land as it purported to convey, because it placed 
the McNair partners in the shoes of Boardman, enabling them to complete the adverse possession of the area south of the fence, which 
Boardman had begun. The Court therefore dismissed the notion that attorney James had wronged any of his clients in any respect, confirming 
that an attorney acting as a land owner can complete adverse possession, even when the neighbor against whose interests the attorney's land 
use operates is a client of the attorney. Under the scenario presented here, the Court understood, all of the litigants on both sides had become 
adverse possessors, because everyone who had participated in the initial use of the island had occupied land that was actually part of the 
properties lying in the east half of Section 6, all of which had become riparian tracts, extending eastward to the main channel of the river, once 
Section 6 was invaded by the river. As the Court unwound the evidence and enumerated it's perspective upon the situation, the Wirths learned 
the hard way that it is seldom a good idea to challenge the knowledge of a land owner who happens to be an experienced land rights attorney: 

“In 1856 the United States government surveyed Section 5 ... many irregular tracts were identified as Government Lots ... the 
river ... washed away all of Section 5, except a small tract in the extreme northwest corner ... title to an island may be acquired 
by adverse possession ... the law does not require that possession shall be evidenced by a complete inclosure, nor by persons 
remaining continuously upon the land ... appellants and their predecessors in title paid taxes on part of this land ... such 
payment, while indicative of a claim of ownership, does not overcome the actual ownership of appellees obtained by adverse 
possession ... an attorney ... has the right to deal as he chooses with his own property ... we do not think the relationship of 
appellants and James in connection with this transaction was that of attorney and client ... in the early spring of 1940 ... 
appellants and James went out and inspected the land, James showing appellants the division fence ... all parties recognized the 
line between their lands as this division fence ... all parties recognized what they considered to be the other's rights in this area 
for over 10 years ... appellants ... got exactly what they thought they were getting when they went out and looked at the land 
and saw where the division line was located ... James drew the contract and prepared the deed but ... we do not think 
appellants gained any rights in and to the lands herein involved by reason thereof ... the land in Section 5 that was owned by 
Upton ... washed away ... appellants bought from the heirs of Upton whatever interests they had in and to this land ... James 
handled this transaction for the appellants ... prior to their purchase of the Uptons interests, James advised appellants that the 
Uptons had no rights ... we do not think appellants are in a position to claim anything.” 

 Once again on this occasion, just as it had consistently done since first expressly denying the validity of the concept of re-emergence in 
the Yearsley case of 1919, featured previously herein, the Court had crushed the idea that the submerged lots once owned by Boardman and 
Upton had survived their complete immersion under the river. Total submergence utterly extinguishes title, in the view taken with regard to this 
controversial issue by the Court, because fully submerged tracts cannot be allowed to prevent the formation of new riparian tracts, or to block 
the expansion of any estate, once the roving river has elected to convert an originally upland tract into a riparian property. Detailed historical 
evidence concerning the land use upon the island, which was very wisely preserved and gathered together by attorney James, was certainly key 
to the victory of the James brothers, well illustrating the great importance of such evidence in resolving riparian conflicts. The diligently compiled 
evidence served not only to demonstrate the progression of the land use, over the quarter of a century which had passed since the island's 
formation, it also clarified to the Court that all of the changes to the river had resulted from accretion or reliction, so the concept of avulsion was 
never argued by anyone and was never a factor in the case. In silencing the proposition set forth by the Wirth brothers, that the lines of the PLSS 

(Continued from page 12) 

(Continued on page 14) 
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hold priority over the natural action of a river, the Court adhered to it's long established position that an island which forms where patented but 
wholly submerged land once existed represents original land, it is not the same land upon which the GLO surveys were monumented, and not the 
same land upon which the PLSS lines were platted. The Court also hereby clarified that a fence which is established in a mistaken location on an 
unplatted island, by virtue of an agreement between adjoining occupants of the island, can form a basis for adverse possession, a principle which 
we will see applied in several subsequent cases. Another item worthy of note is the Court's decision here to view water as an effective element of 
enclosure, finding that a single fence crossing an island is sufficient to support adverse possession of a portion of the island, on the logical basis 
that the surrounding water provides a comparable form of protective insulation on the other sides, which is a position that has been judicially 
adopted in numerous other states as well. In addition, here again the Court liberally construed the level of diligence required of an adverse 
possessor, agreeing that an adverse holder who ceases to make actual use of the area in controversy, after having occupied it for the statutory 
period, does not lose the adversely acquired land, because he has no obligation to remain personally present upon the land, after establishing his 
title to it through land use. Finally, the Court also reiterated that payment of taxes by an owner of record neither prevents nor interrupts an 
ongoing adverse possession, because it is the acts and the behavior of the adverse claimant, rather than the record land owner, which produce a 
successful adverse acquisition. Fully upholding the lower court ruling in favor of the James brothers for those reasons, the Court again indicated 
that subsequent deeds and surveys can have no impact upon a completed adverse possession, and in this instance the adverse occupation of the 
land on both sides of the fence had become conclusive by 1944, making any surveys completed or deeds executed thereafter entirely immaterial. 

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 13) 

Don’t forget to check out the PSAN website! 

nebraskasurveyor.com 

We would LOVE  if you’d submit 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! The website is also location for announcements and important information. 

Send website content to: Administrative Secretary 

Gwen Bowers at PSAN@nebraskasurveyor.com 

mailto:bportwood@mindspring.com
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Social Media and the Surveyor (That’s You!) 
Article by Cody Cooper— www.xyht.com February 2020 issue 

 

One of my favorite parts of the day is opening up LinkedIn 
and Instagram (IG) where I can admire the lives of 
surveyors around the world. 

You work in some of the most beautiful places … and not-
so-beautiful places. I get to see how deep the passion is 
for the surveying industry, your willingness to share 
advice with people on the other side of the world, and, 
professionally, how equipment is being used. Our world 
has never been more connected. 

Five years ago, the surveyors who used social media was a 
pretty small audience; today is such a completely different 
story. There are no official estimates of how many 
surveyors use social, but I think every surveyor should be 
on social media. The degree to which you participate is 
totally up to you. What is the value of joining or 
participating in social media? Why should you take time 
out of your day for this? 

(Image above: @Benchmarksurveys shares beautiful 
project images on Instagram and includes lots of hashtags 
you can click on to see others’ posts.) 

C A M A R A D E R I E  

I often think back to a conversation with a surveyor 
(@slugsy100 on IG) in Cape Town, South Africa, about 
why he dedicates time every day to post and comment on 
Instagram. He discussed that he appreciates seeing how 
other surveyors work, even in the coldest parts of the 

world, and that, when he sees their photos, all of sudden 
he doesn’t feel as isolated. 

On social media, you can connect with surveyors in your 
town or in any part of the world. The survey community is 
one of the most supportive groups I’ve ever seen. It 
doesn’t matter what equipment you use, if you approach 
things differently, or if you have the most basic 
questions—you’ll get answers from every part of the 
world. 

S H A R E  T I P S  A N D  T R I C K S  A N D  G E T  A D V I C E  

Do you have a question or a great tip to share? I promise 
it will get answered on social media, and tips to improve 
efficiencies are greatly appreciated. I have seen people 
asking others to post their favorite hack, and it is so fun to 
see what they have thought up. Every day I see fun banter 
over new things to try and legitimate problems getting 
solved. 

Do you have a unique way to solve a common problem or 
need someone instantly to advise on how to overcome an 
obstacle? Where else can you get advice within minutes, 
from people with every level of experience? 

A D V A N C E  T H E  I N D U S T R Y  

It has never been more important to spread the word on 
the role of surveying and how gratifying it can be. Where 
can we reach the younger generation? Social media! 
Students need to see that there is a large, supportive 

WHY SOCIAL MEDIA IS IMPORTANT,  AND HOW TO PARTICIPATE  



 

 

THE NEBRASKA SURVEYOR / Winter 2020       17 

community on the platforms they use in their everyday 
life. They need to be inspired by what you do, the places 
you get to go, the innovative technology that you work 
with. 

S T A Y  I N F O R M E D  

Social media is not just for posting images. Survey 
associations are using social media to communicate. Your 
local distribution partner posts about education 
opportunities. Follow active social media surveyors (I list 
some on the next page). Follow manufacturers that you 
use or want to use. Be the first to learn about new 
products and educational opportunities. It is as much 
informative as it is fun. 

P R O M O T E  Y O U R S E L F  

Promote your skills! Showcase new technology. Educate 
your customers. They are also on social media and they 

will find you. Tag the company of the product you are 
using (i.e. #TrimbleGeospatial) and, who knows, maybe 
they’ll surprise you with a cool gift. 

There is no shortage of accounts to follow on all the social 
channels. Some people post multiple times a day and 
some a few times a year. There are people with 10 
followers and many with thousands! 

Each platform (Facebook, LinkedIn, Twitter, etc.) has a 
different audience. LinkedIn is a professional platform 
excellent for showcasing your projects. Instagram is mostly 
inspiring images of the everyday work environment. 
Facebook still holds its weight in sheer audience size, but 
professionals are much more engaged on LinkedIn and 
Instagram. I personally don’t follow Twitter but check in 
from a business perspective. WeChat, Snapchat, TicTok, 
Xin—there are dozens of other channels. 

(Continued from page 16) 

I N S T A G R A M  

@slugsy100 in Cape Town, South Africa: One of the best gentlemen 
out there. He has passion for his industry, passion to share advice, 
understands that social media connects him to every part of the 
world! He shares beautiful images and stories every day and also 
the challenges of his environment. 

@benchmarksurveys shares great images of their deliverables that I 
don’t see often, but they are as beautiful as a field picture. 

@surveylife: “Connecting land surveyors globally.” They have the 
largest following in the surveying industry (+39k!) and do great 
content curation (sharing others’ images). 

@geospatial_lauren and @lady_land_surveyor are both inspiring 
ladies! Go lady surveyors! 

@geospatially_opinionated knows how to take advantage of video. 
He posts interesting stories of his daily surveying and is a passionate 
defender of the integrity of the industry. 

 

 

 

 

 

(Continued on page 18) 

WHO SHOULD YOU START FOLLOWING? WHO ’S FUN TO FOLLOW?  

https://www.xyht.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/Screen-Shot-2020-01-20-at-16.15.53.png
https://www.instagram.com/slugsy100/?hl=en
https://www.instagram.com/benchmarksurveys/?hl=en
https://www.instagram.com/surveylife/?hl=en
https://www.instagram.com/geospatial_lauren/?hl=en
https://www.instagram.com/lady_land_surveyor/?hl=en
https://www.instagram.com/geospatially_opinioned/?hl=en
https://www.xyht.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/Screen-Shot-2020-01-20-at-16.16.01.png
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H O W  T O  G E T  S T A R T E D ,  O R  A L R E A D Y  H A V E  A N  
A C C O U N T  A N D  W A N T  T O  T A K E  I T  F U R T H E R ?  

If you don’t have an Instagram or LinkedIn account, start 
one. You don’t have to be the next social influencer; you 
don’t even have to post anything. Just follow other 
surveyors and comment freely. 

On Instagram, Facebook, LinkedIn, YouTube, or any 
platform, it’s all about the hashtag (#). All you have to do is 
search #surveylife or #landsurveying or any of the fine 
folks above and follow them. See what they hashtag and 
follow that. It builds from there. 

If you already participate, keep up the inspiring work and 
try new things! Video, stories, tips, IG TV, product reviews, 
etc. 

Every day the survey audience on social media grows and 
grows. Don’t forget, social media is fun. We work in a 
serious profession. Take a few minutes out of your day to 
laugh, learn, and enjoy others’ experiences and share 
yours. Don’t miss out! 

And don’t forget to check in with xyHt 
on Facebook, twitter, and elsewhere! 

(Continued from page 17) 

Even equipment manufacturers, like Trimble, can be fun to follow. 

https://www.instagram.com/?hl=en
https://uk.linkedin.com/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/IGTV
https://www.facebook.com/thisisxyht/
https://twitter.com/xyht?lang=en
https://www.xyht.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/Screen-Shot-2020-01-20-at-16.16.08.png
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The NSPS Podcast Surveyor Says! is now up and running. 
You can listen through Podbean, Apple iTunes, Google Play 
and Spotify. The shows re also on the NSPS website 
https://www.nsps.us.com/page/podcast 

 

Members have spoken and we are listening! To fill the void 
left by the ending this past July of the NSPS Radio Hour, the 
weekly radio show hosted by Executive Director Curt 
Sumner, we are proud to announce upcoming episode of 
our new podcast, “SURVEYOR SAYS!” and featuring all 
things surveying. 

NSPS Podcast—Surveyor Says! 

Photo Contest: 3rd Place 

Submitted by Phil Curd 
Bearing Tree 
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Many in the surveying and geospatial professions are aware of a 
proposal by National Institute of Standards and Technology 
(NIST) to “deprecate the U.S. survey foot” as a unit of measure. 
This action would have the effect of declaring the “international 
foot” as “the standard foot” when it comes to the measurement 
of land and all things relative to it. This is an issue of significant 
concern to professional surveyors and all geospatial 
practitioners in the United States. 

The discussion thus far has raised some strong emotions. 
However, having strong emotion – in fact, passion – regarding a 
subject does not dictate that clear and objective thinking 
regarding that subject is unachievable.  

As a professional surveyor for more than thirty-five years it has 
been my training, my understanding, and my experience that we 
have a sacred duty to the public interest. Those words are not 
chosen casually nor for rhetorical effect. I hold that they are 
fact. Please reflect on that for a moment. We are one of very 
few disciplines where duty to the public must come first – 
before self and before the client. There are a number of 
compelling reasons that this is so, not the least of which is that it 
is impossible, by definition, to establish the boundary (or limit) 
of anything without simultaneously declaring the boundary of its 
adjoiner. Hence, when determining the location of a boundary I 
must consider the effects on that adjoiner and, likewise, the 
effects upon the community. A professional land surveyor 
cannot merely mark some geometry upon the ground as if he or 
she was independent of the surroundings. That is why we are a 
learned and licensed profession.  

This isn’t “just a surveyor thing.” It affects everyone touched by 
geospatial issues in the United States – which is everyone. Now 
is the time for our profession to step forward on behalf of the 
people of the United States. No one who has practiced very long 
in the geospatial arena, least of all a professional surveyor, is 
unaware that the vast majority of the public has very little 
understanding of the principles and realities of this work. That is 
our responsibility. This is just the kind of thing where 
professional surveyors may employ their primary skills, 
knowledge, and professional experience to great effect. In the 
paragraphs that follow, I make the case that implementing the 
international foot as the United States law of the land is 
contrary to the public good. However, don’t take my word for it. 
Do what we are charged to do: 

• Gather and discern reliable, appropriate, and adequate 
evidence.  

• Evaluate that evidence in the clear and objective light of the 

appropriate context and governing rules. 
• Render a professional judgment in accord with our duty. 

I believe when you have done that fully, your views will 
fundamentally align with those presented here. Not because of 
strong feelings; not because of inertia or tradition; not because 
you abhor change or you harken to the “good old days;” not 
because it will be easier or more profitable for you; but because 
upon mature consideration and after exercising due diligence 
you have reached an informed and well-reasoned conclusion 
and you have acted to serve the public interest first and 
foremost. 

N E W  S T A N D A R D  D A T U M  
In 2022, a new modernized National Datum will be implemented 
by the National Geodetic Survey. This is a necessary and 
beneficial thing. Riding on the coattails of that advance is a 
proposal that we should use this as an opportunity to redefine 
the foot. The proposal seeks to establish the “international foot” 
(IF) as “The foot.”  

The two issues are separate. The new datum – which is based 
upon the meter – does not in any way depend upon the 
existence of the IF. The premise is that the U.S. Survey Foot 
(USSF) is somehow now superseded, and the potential for using 
the wrong unit causes confusion. The potential does exist, 
mostly causing a problem for geospatial professionals. However, 
it is the recent introduction of the international foot into a well-
established province of measurement – that is, the three-plus 
centuries of land and public works development of the United 
States – that has caused the problem. 

The IF proposal so fundamentally misunderstands the purpose 
and nature of geospatial measurement it is difficult to believe 
that it could even be taken seriously let alone be championed by 
someone who holds himself out as an expert. The goal of the 
proposal is to declare that there is only one foot and that is the 
recently developed international foot. That simply is not the 
case. 

This is not about “deprecating” a unit of measure. It is about 
implementing a different unit under nominally the same name 
as the old and presuming that it will not cause problems. 

This issue was grappled with and resolved twice already. The 
conditions that persuaded our predecessors of the better course 
of action are only clearer now. They judged well and left us 
worthy footprints to follow in. 

(Continued on page 21) 

U.S. Survey Foot vs. International Foot Standards 
The debate over the U.S. Survey Foot is definitely a matter of public interest 

By Michael Kulish, PLS 
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Below I make the following points: 
• The proposal causes the very problem it purports to solve. 
• There is no real benefit, and there is significant, real, 

current, and long-term cost in changing to the IF. 
• The problems it causes will affect millions of properties, 

more than a billion acres worth many trillions of dollars, and 
create confusion for geospatial practitioners and their 
clients. 

• Implementing the use of the IF for U.S. geographic 
measurement does not serve the public interest. 

• The IF is not a better unit for geographic purposes. It is 
merely a different, and, in this case, inappropriate, one. 

• Resolving this problem once and for all can be done by 
declaring that the correct foot to use for U.S. geospatial 
practice is the U.S. Survey Foot, which could also be 
reckoned the U.S. Geographic foot. 

I N T R O D U C I N G  P R O B L E M S  W H E R E  N O N E  E X I S T  
In practice, we use all sorts of units: chains, varas, arpents, 
meters. What’s the problem? 

The primary issue is one of confusion. There is little problem of 
confusion between information in feet versus in meters – 
because the disparity is obvious. Both the unit identifier and the 
difference in scale naturally lead to rapid clarification. It is a 
fundamental principle of all geospatial practice that to conduct 
meaningful analysis the information must share a common 
spatial reference system. The basis of that system, no matter 
what it is, includes a defined distance unit. Problems ensue 
when the wrong units are used. The wrong units are used when 
very similar but disparate units are mistaken one for the other. 
When we introduce a “new foot” into a well-regulated 
established body of geospatial information and ask all users 
forevermore to sort out the differences, what can be the result 
except confusion? 

Those of us who work in the realm where there is only one foot 
– the U.S. Survey Foot – don’t have this problem. We either 
work in feet or meters. It is simple, known, effective. It doesn’t 
matter when the work was done because there is only one foot. 

Proposing that adoption of the IF is going to solve a problem 
demonstrates the same flawed reasoning that contends “just 
put GPS coordinates on everything and we won’t have any 
problems with measurements” or that “the problem is not with 
distances it’s just about the coordinates” as if coordinates can 
exist without distances. If you are not competent enough to 
check and validate the operation of your equipment, 
procedures, or software to the point of knowing what unit you 
are working in, how much faith should anyone have in your 
ability and commitment to correctly interpret myriad potential 
points of discrepancy that are not uniform or labeled as are the 
settings in your software, instrument, or data collector? 

All competent professionals are adept at using appropriate 
units, whatever they are. Professional surveyors are accustomed 
to dealing with dozens of discrete units, many of them very local 

or esoteric. 

The point of confusion is not one of different units existing; it is 
one of indefinite or confused units being used in a particular 
context. The latter condition is solely and directly a result of the 
application of an inappropriate unit. This is exactly what the 
introduction of the IF into the geospatial realm has caused. 

U S E  O F  T H E  I F  P R O V I D E S  N O  A C T U A L  B E N E F I T  
What benefit does using the IF for geospatial purposes provide 
to the citizenry or geospatial professionals? 

• Is it more accurate? No. 
• Is it more precise? No. 
• Is it more “exact” than the USSF? No. 
• Does it provide any efficiencies of measurement, 

calculation, or use? No. 
• We live in a global society and it is called “international” so 

that must be better, right? No. 

South America does not need the international foot to measure 
its geography. They employ the meter, as does Africa, Asia, 
Europe, Canada, Australia, and, in fact, our own National 
Geodetic Survey. If required, any of these jurisdictions may 
render distances in a local unit. For example, although there are 
many different local values for the vara, there is no need for an 
international vara. 

In short, the IF does not provide any real benefit in the 
geospatial realm. 

The IF is not a better unit; it is just a different unit. For geospatial 
purposes in the United States, the IF has no place. It does not 
solve any existing problem. It only provides unlimited 
opportunities to spawn the problem of confusion.  

In the geospatial realm, our commerce is not with merchants 
and mechanics in other countries. It is with the physical 
environment both built and natural and with the measurements 
(within the same geography) of our predecessors and 
contemporaries. We don’t need to worry about mismatch 
between our bolts and the nuts made in Britain. We need to 
concern ourselves with the location of utilities mapped in our 
county ten or twenty years ago or with the control 
monumentation documented in our state a half-century ago. 

The introduction of a new unit does not change yesterday. To 
paraphrase the esteemed Justice Cooley, our job is to establish 
measures not as we would do but as they were. Is it possible to 
coordinate measurements using any unit of distance we like? Of 
course it is. My instruments or software can use any unit I 
choose – meters, varas, cubits, even the accursed International 
Foot. Yes, I must be certain of the unit I am working in, but that 
is an ever-present requirement. It’s part of our competence as a 
professional licensed surveyor. As long as there is clarity as to 
the conversion factor between units, there is no problem except 
potentially the limit of one’s own knowledge and diligence. And 
that is the crux of the issue. It is folly to attempt to mandate the 
use of a new unit to interface with the vast trove of information 

(Continued from page 20) 

(Continued on page 22) 
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expressed in another unit of a similar name but different 
constitution. It would be like expecting high precision parts 
manufactured to the British foot to fit correctly into a machine 
manufactured to U.S. foot standards.  

T H E  C H A N G E  I S  N O T  I N  T H E  P U B L I C  I N T E R E S T  
Mandating the use of the IF unit will cause incalculable cost, 
effort, and trouble for anyone attempting to work with foot 
units in the U.S. Anyone even casually following the geospatial 
arena has witnessed the exponential growth, popularity, and 
utility of geospatial data. That trend is going to continue for 
many years. There are trillions of pieces of geo-data today, and 
untold billions more will be generated every year. These data do 
not exist in isolation, not from each other. What they are 
isolated from is international exchange. Within the geography, 
they must inter-relate – across time; across subject. To expect 
users, however sophisticated, to cope with and account for 
artificial discrepancies with every usage – discrepancies created 
by design – is to completely disregard the premise of a spatial 
system. 

The possibility, let alone the certainty, of two nominal but 
different units means every analysis will need to evaluate every 
set of geospatial data to see what foot was used. This needs to 
be done for directions already due to unavoidable differences in 
the basis of bearings. But, to require it for all foot distances as 
well is ludicrous. If the IF becomes standard, you will have to 
explain to all clients and users of your data why it disagrees 
numerically with the previous information. “Your coordinates 
aren’t right. It doesn’t line up with my map/data/plans.” The 
profession and the industry need to be seeking ways to come 
together and simplify, not to divide and complicate. 

A 2015 study by the Bureau of Economic Analysis established 
the basic values of land in the lower 48 states. This is land and 
value controlled by surveys and geospatial data that is directly 
influenced by this issue. The numbers are illuminating. Over 
$20,000,000,000 worth of land is affected. Mandated adoption 
of the IF will impose a burden of change and confusion on many 
more than suffer under it now: almost five times more by area; 
nine times more by land value; nearly 11 times more by 
population. This proposed change, in addition to the financial 
and practical costs, would no doubt cause emotional turmoil 
among the unknowing public we are duty-bound to protect. 

This is something like a horror movie in which the hero shatters 
an object of evil only to have a new evil sprout from every shard. 
How much will it cost practitioners to deal with the discrepancy, 
to protect against potential mistakes when they may now crop 

(Continued from page 21) 

(Continued on page 23) 
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up at dozens of new junctures? How much will it cost to resolve 
claims that are made because of perceived numeric 
discrepancies in plans or with historical records? 

The standard is about measurements that are going to be 
published; it cannot change what has been. A bell cannot be 
“un-rung”, and this proposal will not erase the past. It will only 
create an uncountable number of indefinite points of potential 
discrepancy – each of which will need to be checked. And 
someone will need to check them – at a cost. And if we should 
fail, we will only further the stereotype that “No two surveyors 
can agree.” Of course, now we will drag the whole burgeoning 
geospatial community with us. 

Before World War II and the widespread exchange of precision 
goods, machines and parts were being manufactured using 
different standards in different countries, but they were all 
named and hence presumed to be the same. The IF was 
developed and implemented for a purpose – to support 
international commerce and the reliable interchangeability of 
goods. Goods such as nuts and bolts and bearings. Things 
exchanged between countries. It serves that purpose. 
Geography is a bit different though. It is seldom exchanged. The 
USSF was adopted and preserved to meet a very different and 
distinct purpose – to support the reliable interchange of 
information and value relating to geographic features. The two 
units operate in different realms. Both are necessary today, but 
only one in each domain. Eventually, as products wear out and 
customs change toward the de facto standard of the meter, the 
benefit of the international foot will go away. Until the land, the 
records, and the development supported by the USSF wear out 
there will be need for the unit. 

Land and geography are not like nuts and bolts. In the geospatial 
realm, we deal with records as much as we deal with what will 
be created. Much, if not most, of what we deal with is effectively 
permanent, or at least as permanent as the works of humankind 
can be. Our predecessors wisely foresaw this issue and took a 
pragmatic course. In 1959 and again in 1983, with the release of 
the new National Geodetic Datum, the nation and the geospatial 
community had the opportunity to adopt the IF. They wisely 
chose (with a few exceptions) to hold the USSF as the proper 
foot unit. They were not hoodwinked by the siren song of 
modernity. They understood the nature and practice of their 
profession. 

The U.S. Survey Foot, even if the calumny of “deprecation” is 
committed, will never “go away” and the sentiment expressed 
by one zealot to “kill the U.S. foot once and for all” is a fool’s 
errand. 

T H E  O N L Y  F O O T  V A L U E  F O R  U . S .  G E O S P A T I A L  
I N F O R M A T I O N  
The USSF is intended for application solely to geographic 
measurements in the U.S. domain. That is an objective condition 
that is reasonably determinant and easy to ascertain. Hence, the 
problem of confusion is inherently limited.  

There should be only one foot value for geographic use in the 
United States, and that value should be the one the country was 
built upon – the U.S. Survey Foot. The contention is that the 
USSF is an archaic unit. It is not only as perfectly valid as it ever 
was, it is near-universal in use within its correct domain, which is 
U.S. geospatial information. 

There are a few actions that could be taken to actually help with 
the problem intended to be solved by the proposal: 

• First, declare the USSF the correct foot for all published U.S. 
geographic information – whether for land surveys, foot-
based plane coordinate systems, or public works. Use the 
USSF or use the meter, but don’t confuse matters by 
introducing the IF. 

• Second, if there is ongoing fear of incorrect application, 
brand the USSF as the U.S. Geographic Foot. 

• Third, eliminate the use of the foot for geospatial 
applications and publish data – particularly coordinate 
systems – only in meters, as the NGS originally intended.  

It is a fact that the true standard unit of measurement for the 
geospatial realm is the meter. Surveyors who dispute that have 
not checked their prism offset recently, nor do they fully 
comprehend the operation of total stations or GNSS. The 
distance unit of modern science is the meter. The IF is merely a 
pacifier that will undoubtedly die away when its short-lived 
purpose is served. I think it will be a very long time, however, 
before we don’t care about the conversion factor between the 
meter and U.S. Survey Foot. Using the IF when you should have 
been using the USSF is not an error. It is a blunder, a mistake. 
And, even those who have only completed their first year in any 
spatial discipline must know that the primary difference 
between errors and mistakes is that while errors can only be 
managed and minimized, blunders can be eliminated. The use of 
the IF for U.S. geospatial practice is a colossal blunder which we 
should now work to eliminate. 

It is our duty to protect the public from a gross abuse that is 
about to be perpetrated upon them. They are in no way 
prepared to even recognize it, but they will pay for it in small 
incremental unrecognized ways, perhaps or potentially in 
catastrophic ways, but for many years they will pay the cost. If 
there were ever a time for our profession to demonstrate its 
leadership and value to society, it is now. 

 

About the Author: Michael Kulish is a Professional Land 
Surveyor. He has practiced in both private and public sectors for 
35 years. His expertise spans technologies from compass to 
satellite with career experience in boundary retracements, 
construction, LiDAR, digital photogrammetry, hydrographic, and 
mobile mapping. Additionally, he has taught Surveying and GIS 
at Olympic College in Bremerton, Washington since 1993. 

Reprinted with permission from Point of Beginning (POB), 
Copyright 2020, https://www.POBonline.com 
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Young Surveyor Website 

The NSPS Young Surveyor’s Network is proud to present our new website, www.youngsurveyors.org. We worked with 
myheartcreative, an Oklahoma web design company with a history of working with surveyors, to develop a site that 
will give our current and prospective members all the information they need to stay connected. The new site will also 
allow individual state representatives to control their content and post events. 

The definition of a Young Surveyor is someone under the age of 35 or who earned their Degree within the past ten 
years. All surveyors, regardless of licensure, however, are welcome to join, but the focus will remain on supporting 
those new to the industry. 

We would like to ask anyone who would like to join or may have joined in the past to join on the new site as we are 
rebuilding our membership list using an easier to manage system. This should allow for better organization and quicker 
mobilization on those issues important to us. 

NSPS YSN President 
Denver Winchester, PS  
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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. 

WINTER 2020 PSAN Board Meeting 
March 27, 2020 

10:00am—3:00pm 
York, Nebraska 

 

PSAN Board Meeting 
June 26, 2020 

10:00am—3:00pm 
Conference Call 

 
2020 Summer Seminar 

September 4, 2020 
Hosts: Phil Curd & Jerry Penry 

Chadron, Nebraska 
 

PSAN Board Meeting 
September 25, 2020 
10:00am—3:00pm 
Grand Island, NE 

 

PSAN Board Meeting 
December 4, 2020 
10:00am—3:00pm 

Conference Call 


