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The Initial Point of the 6th P.M. on the Nebraska/Kansas border. The manhole in the road marks the location of the original red sandstone set as the starting point of the surveys in all of Nebraska & Kansas and
parts of South Dakota, Wyoming, & Colorado. The memorial park directly to the East of the Initial Point
explains a brief history of the monument. On Saturday, June 11, 2016, a gathering is planned to celebrate
the 160th Anniversary of this monument—See page 12. Photo courtesy of penryfamily.com.
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Dear PSAN Members:
Articles and columns 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 by email: Lschroeder@cableone.net or phone: 402-371-7400 or to the Administrative Secretary at email: PSAN@nebraskasurveyor.com, website:
www.nebraskasurveyor.com or phone: 402-870-1738 or 402-456-7370.
Your participation is greatly appreciated.
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President’s Letter
Dear fellow PSAN members,
Hello everyone. I hope this issue of the Nebraska Surveyor finds you all in good
health.
By all indications our 2016 Winter Conference was a huge success. Thank you,
Casey, for your leadership and hard work. Your efforts are greatly appreciated. I
also want to thank the members of our Conference Committee who helped to
make this year’s conference a success.

[president photo]

Some of you completed the conference evaluation survey that Jeremy Feusner
prepared and distributed. The committee appreciates your time responding to the
questionnaire; your feedback is important when planning future conferences. Jeremy prepared a thorough report from the evaluation surveys he received, including graphs and bar charts. This information
is a great tool for the committee.
I want to mention that Jerry Penry has been busy promoting the 160th Anniversary of the Initial Point of
the 6th P.M., which is planned for Saturday, June 11, 2016. Jerry prepared a flyer that describes this
event as “An informal gathering of surveyors and interested people will gather at the Initial Point of the
6th P.M., on the Kansas/Nebraska border on Saturday, June 11, 2016, to commemorate the 160 th Anniversary of the placement of this important monument. We will discuss ideas and plans for the future
of the Initial Point Park. Make this an opportunity to meet your fellow surveyors from other states.
Bring your own food and beverages. Begin arriving around 9:00 a.m. and stay as long as the day
keeps us there.” Please make plans to attend.
You can find this event featured in the March 23, 2016, NSPS News & Views. This article provides a
link to Jerry’s post on SurveyorConnect.com (surveyorconnect.com/threads/surveyors-of-the-6thpm.325515/).

(Continued on page 9)
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The Land Surveyor’s Guide to the Supreme Court of Nebraska
Chapter 18 – Bouvier v Stricklett (1894)
The adoption of all of the major rivers of the west as boundaries during the creation of the PLSS proved to
be a most fateful decision, which set the stage for countless controversies involving riparian rights in general,
and water boundaries in particular, presumably extending far beyond anything ever imagined by the designers of
the PLSS. Their original intent, there can be no doubt, was to utilize all navigable or otherwise substantial bodies
of water within the scope of the system as boundaries, because practically nothing can stand as a more natural
and ideally recognizable emblem of land division than a great river, with the possible exception of a mountain
range. Unfortunately, while identifying watercourses as boundaries was perfectly logical in that respect, it was
destined to become highly problematic as well, primarily because the great rivers of the west would reveal themselves to the rapidly expanding populace of our young nation, over the course of the nineteenth century, as turbulent and fickle wanderers, rather than placid and stable giants, often quite inclined to wreak immense damage
and havoc upon both titles and boundaries. It took many decades for American jurisprudence to catch up with
this phenomenon, and in 1892 one of the largest steps in that pursuit was taken by the Supreme Court of the
United States, when two midwestern states engaged each other in Nebraska v Iowa (143 US 359). The controversy of course was initiated by the infamously obstreperous behavior of the mighty Missouri River, the major
natural artery of the Great Plains region. Highly valuable land in a rapidly growing area near Omaha was at stake
in that clash of titans, and the central question was simply whether or not the river was still the boundary between the states in the specific location at issue. The river had moved dramatically eastward, since the time of
the original GLO surveys of the area, so both states felt justified in seeking jurisdiction over the area that had
once very clearly been east of the river, but was now just as certainly west of it, and the outcome would depend
entirely upon how the river's movement was to be legally categorized. Such was the prized ground upon which
the perpetually warring concepts of accretion and avulsion thus met in battle, and the Justices of the United
States Supreme Court, recognizing that the time had come to properly define these crucial concepts for posterity,
made good use of this opportunity to do so. The true distinction between accretion and avulsion had long been
poorly understood, often inadequately explained, and frequently misapplied, but that confusion was largely put
to rest, after Iowa prevailed in 1892 on the basis of avulsion, thanks to the diligent guidance provided by the
High Court on that occasion. Here we will look on as the Court demonstrates that it had learned this lesson emanating from our nation's principal source of judicial wisdom very well, and as we will have numerous additional
occasions to note, the Court would henceforward properly apply the fundamental rule defined here, distinguishing avulsion from accretion or reliction, to resolve the multitude of riparian title and boundary issues subsequently arising in Nebraska.
1857 – A certain township that was bounded on the east by a portion of the Missouri River was subdivided by the GLO as part
of the Nebraska Territory, and the right bank of the river passed through the north half of Section 21, although it did not enter
the south half of that section, instead passing to the east thereof on it's generally southerly course. This particular portion of the
river was in the process of migrating to the west at this time however, and it was evidently consuming land at a fairly rapid pace
in so doing.
1858 to 1864 – At an unspecified time during this period Bouvier apparently acquired the SE1/4 of Section 21. He was evidently not the patentee of the SE1/4, but who he acquired it from, how he used the land, if he ever used it at all, and whether or not
he owned any other land in the area, are all unknown. How much unsubmerged land there may have been in Section 21 at the
time Bouvier acquired this tract is also unknown, its quite possible that the entire SE1/4 had already been devoured by the river,
in the course of it's westward movement.
1865 to 1867 – The river reached what would prove to be the western extent of it's movement during this period, occupying a
channel that evidently passed through Section 21.
1868 to 1869 – During this period of time, while the river was evidently stable in it's recently adopted location, an island apparently began to form near the left or easterly bank of the river, and Stricklett began to occupy it, building a house and establishing a homestead thereupon. Stricklett may have been an owner of land on the Iowa side of the river, or he may have been a
recent settler who had just arrived in this area, but he apparently believed that the newly formed island was part of Iowa, be-

(Continued on page 6)
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(Continued from page 5)
cause it had arisen from the riverbed close to the Iowa bank. Presumably unknown to Stricklett however, the island was actually
situated within the SE1/4 of Section 21, on land that had been surveyed as part of Nebraska just over 10 years earlier, but which
had become submerged by the westward movement of the river.
1870 to 1873 – At an unknown date during this period the river cut through the neck of an oxbow bend, which had apparently
formed as this part of the river had migrated toward the westerly limits of it's flood plain, thereby abandoning the recently created channel. So by the end of this period the river ran well to the east of Stricklett's homestead, which was evidently no longer an
island, having merged with the surrounding land, as the water in the former channel receded. The location of the river that resulted from this dramatic activity, may in fact have been approximately the same location that the river had occupied in 1857, or
it may have returned to an even earlier channel location, even farther to the east than it's platted location. Exactly how much
land there was between Stricklett's farm and the new river location after this event is unknown, and whether or not other parties
were occupying or using other portions of the area between the new channel and the former channel is unknown as well, but
Stricklett continued to occupy and use his portion of that area, just as he had when it was an island.
1874 to 1888 – The river evidently remained stable in it's new bed during this period, and any further changes in location that it
may have undergone were evidently insignificant, so they had no impact upon Stricklett's use of his tract, the size and shape of
which is unknown. Bouvier apparently paid no attention to the land in this area for most of this period, suggesting that he may
very well have been an absentee owner, who had never even visited or seen the area in which the property that he had acquired
was situated, so he may well have been living in some distant location, completely unaware of all of the changes that had taken
place as a result of the river's volatile action. Toward the end of this period he evidently learned however, that at least part of
the SE1/4 of Section 21 was no longer part of the riverbed and was once again dry and potentially valuable land, just as it had
been 30 years before, at the time of the GLO survey.
1889 – Bouvier discovered that Stricklett was occupying part of the north half of the SE1/4 of Section 21, and that Stricklett
claimed to be the owner of that area, so Bouvier filed an ejectment action against Stricklett, seeking to have Stricklett ordered to
vacate the area comprising the former island, and turn control of his entire farm over to Bouvier.

Bouvier argued that he was still the legal owner of record of the SE1/4 of Section 21, regardless of any
changes that had taken place in the location of the river, so Stricklett was an unjustified intruder and trespasser
upon Bouvier's tract, without any legitimate right or title to the land that he had been using, thus Bouvier was
fully entitled to insist that Stricklett must quit his farm and depart. Bouvier also maintained that the land in question was still part of Nebraska, because it had clearly been part of Nebraska when it was originally surveyed, and
the area being occupied by Stricklett was located within the platted boundaries to which Bouvier held title, according to the GLO plat referenced in Bouvier's deed, so the matter was within the jurisdiction of the Nebraska
judicial system, and not that of Iowa. Stricklett did not expressly argue that he had acquired title to the land that
he had been using, but he contended that it had become part of Iowa, and was no longer part of Nebraska, because as the river migrated westward during the 1850s and 1860s, by means of erosion and accretion, it had carried the westerly boundary of Iowa along with it, and the channel thus created had thereby become the westerly
boundary of Iowa, extinguishing all Nebraska titles in the area, such as that held by Bouvier. Stricklett further
argued that the river's subsequent relocation, back to the east of the disputed area, represented an act of avulsion,
and therefore did nothing to alter the state boundary, which still remained in the vacated westerly channel, lying
to the west of his homestead, thus all of the land lying east of that abandoned channel was still part of Iowa, regardless of any section lines that had been created by the GLO when that area was part of Nebraska. A jury decided that Stricklett was right, and the trial court therefore ruled in his favor, declining to acknowledge the validity of the deed or the title held by Bouvier, on the grounds that the subject area was no longer under Nebraska
jurisdiction.
Just two years after the resolution of the landmark Nebraska v Iowa case, the Court now had it's first
chance to apply the clarification that had been provided by the nation's highest court, regarding the proper judicial analysis and assessment of evidence of river movement, and the appropriate test to be utilized in determining the presence of either accretion or avulsion. This controversy presented a fine example of a scenario involving both accretion and avulsion, which can very often result in conflicts of this kind, due to the failure of most
land owners to understand the legal implications of these basic principles of riparian law, and their impact upon
both existing titles and existing boundaries. Apparently operating under the belief that the platted PLSS boundaTHE NEBRASKA SURVEYOR / Spring 2016
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ries were vital to his chances of success, Bouvier attempted to introduce the GLO field notes into evidence, but
the trial judge rejected them as irrelevant, because they proved nothing that was not already apparent from the
plat itself. No question was raised as to whether or not Bouvier had legitimately acquired and held title to the
disputed tract at one point in time, and there was no question that Stricklett was now occupying part of that same
area, so neither the location of that area, nor the validity of the GLO survey or plat were in play, the decisive
issue was simply what legal effect the various movements of the river had upon the record title and the platted
boundaries lying within the subject area. Thus the Court expressly upheld the lower court decision to bar the
GLO field notes as evidence, agreeing that nothing contained within them could control the outcome of this litigation, and thereby signaling that Bouvier's position was doomed. The Court recognized that the only evidence
of any relevance to the matter at hand was that which concerned the movement of the river, since it had been
formally adopted as the state boundary, and the key evidentiary question was the means by which the river had
moved, making any details relating to the river's platted location completely irrelevant, because the platted river
location served only to verify that the river had indeed relocated itself. Having observed that the factual evidence, which included substantial testimony regarding the river's historical behavior, fully supported Stricklett's
version of the events, while noting that Bouvier had presented no satisfactory competing evidence pertaining to
the river's action, the court proceeded to enunciate the conclusions of riparian law which inevitably result from
such events. Bouvier had chosen to rely entirely upon documentation of record to support his position, ignoring
the enormous legal significance of the river's activity, but he was about to learn that such reliance was misplaced, as the Court explained why he could not prevail, under the definitions of accretion and avulsion that had
been formally approved at the highest federal level, which would control the outcome of all such controversies
henceforward:
“In Nebraska v Iowa ... it was held that where the middle of a stream is the boundary ... that boundary follows any
changes in the stream which are due to a gradual accretion or degradation of it's banks ... by accretion the riparian
owner's boundary line still remains the stream ... no other rule can be applied on just principles ... the De Soto Channel became the boundary line of plaintiff's land ... the change was not so gradual as to come within the rule of accretion ... as to what is gradual and imperceptible ... but in Nebraska v Iowa it was held that the law of accretion applies
to the Missouri River, notwithstanding that ... it's changes are more rapid and extensive than in most other rivers ...
while there may be an instantaneous and obvious dropping into the river of quite a portion of it's banks, such portion ... disintegrates and separates into particles of earth ... accretion is always ... particles of earth ... the falling bank
has passed into the floating mass of earth and water ... there is, no matter how rapid the process of subtraction or addition, no detachment of earth from the one side and deposit of the same upon the other ... the law of accretion controls
on the Missouri River as elsewhere ... the river ... cut through the bend on the Iowa side of the land in controversy,
and thus immediately changed it's channel ... by this change, which is termed an avulsion, the boundary did not
change, but still remained the old or De Soto Channel ... in the very uncommon case called avulsion ... the stream
separates a considerable part from one piece of land, and joins it to another, but in such a manner that it can still be
identified ... the channel formed first ... became the boundary line of the plaintiffs land ... by the second and sudden
change the boundary was not changed ... where water undermines the banks and the soil caves in, and mixes with the
water, and is washed away, the owner of the land must stand the loss; and the middle of the new channel formed ...
will constitute the boundary line ... where a stream ... suddenly abandons it's channel, and makes for itself a new
course or bed ... the old channel or bed of the stream still constitutes the boundary.”

As the Court very appropriately emphasized, the two key concepts in distinguishing accretion from avulsion are particulation and identifiability. Particulation of the ground, resulting from typical erosion, destroys title, because no one can claim to hold title to land that has dissolved, and has become nothing more than a muddy
streak in a body of water, so erosion is necessarily the natural partner of accretion, and cannot accompany or
result in avulsion. Only when two distinct channels are present can avulsion be shown to have taken place, because only through the creation of a second independent channel can the course of the river change, while at the
same time leaving the land between the two channels undisturbed and visually identifiable. Only under such circumstances does the river itself cease to form the boundary, because under such conditions it would clearly be
inequitable, the Court realized, to allow title to undisturbed land to be arbitrarily shifted from one party to anoth(Continued on page 8)

THE NEBRASKA SURVEYOR / Spring 2016

7

(Continued from page 7)

er, which was exactly what Bouvier set out to accomplish in this instance. Therefore all erosion equates to and
results in accretion, rather than avulsion, no matter how rapidly it takes place, because erosion scours and decimates the surface, reducing it to particles, sweeping away and destroying all improvements to the land, and leaving it physically unidentifiable, despite the fact that the location of tracts situated in such areas can later be defined by laying out the platted lines of the PLSS, or other described lines, after the river has moved on. Bouvier's
major mistake was assuming that the platted location of the river represented a permanent boundary, he failed to
appreciate the fact that the plat had made the river itself an ambulatory boundary, regardless of it's location, and
until avulsion was proven, the river remained the boundary, expanding all existing titles lying along one of it's
banks, while reducing or extinguishing all titles along the opposite bank, for as long as it's movement was erosive in nature. The Court expressly crushed Bouvier's suggestion that accretion should never be applicable to the
Missouri River, because all of it's movements are so rapid as to be visible, since the United States Supreme
Court had already rendered that very allegation defunct, just two years before, just in time to assist Stricklett in
overcoming Bouvier's assault upon Stricklett's property. Under the pivotal federal position which had thus been
set forth in 1892, accretion had become the legally controlling presumption and the general rule on the Missouri
and all other rivers, while avulsion had been deemed to represent an equitable exception to that rule, serving to
protect innocent titles from massive and unforeseeable devastation through extreme acts of nature, such as floods
resulting in the creation of wholly new river channels.
Although references to the amount of time involved in changes to river locations would continue to linger,
and time would be treated as a potential factor in some subsequent Nebraska riparian rights cases, the Court here
very wisely adopted the viewpoint that time is not the primary factor in differentiating accretion from avulsion.
The Court had become cognizant, through the well outlined guidance crafted by the Supreme Court of the United States in 1892, that the principal factor in the determination of riparian land rights must always be the manner
in which the water and the land can be shown to have actually interacted. Under the definitions thereby set forth,
If the water swept over the land at issue, submerging the land as the river moved, before later exposing it, then
erosion and accretion are conclusively proven, but if on the other hand, the river redirected itself around the land
at issue, without ever submerging a given surface area, then avulsion is conclusively proven, and this remains
the law today. Moreover, the sequence in which these events occurs is always critical, because accretion always
perpetuates the existing river boundary, while avulsion locks the boundary into it's prior location, legally disconnecting it from the river, thereby making any subsequent river movement irrelevant to the determination of any
boundaries that were once governed by it. The wisdom driving the creation and application of these riparian
principles represents judicial recognition of the fundamental distinction between objects that mark boundaries
and boundary locations, which forms an element of the highest importance in developing a full understanding of
title and boundary issues. The spirit and essence of the law, which was applicable to this conflict and many comparable cases that we will later review, is that under varying circumstances reliance upon a certain object as a
boundary is fully justified, while under other circumstances reliance upon a certain location as a boundary can be
justified. Accretion changes boundary locations, but not the bounding object, which of course is the river, while
avulsion changes which object marks the boundary, but does not change the location of the boundary, by simply
eliminating the ability of the river to control the boundary. Courts of some other states, directly contrary to the
ruling here, have taken the position that merely locating land by means of a survey, laying out previously submerged corners and lines of record, is equivalent to identifying land from it's visible physical characteristics, and
this misconception has reduced the applicability of the principle of accretion in other states, but the Court on this
occasion set Nebraska upon a wiser course, which we will see judicially developed as we proceed.
Whether Stricklett actually had any valid title to the area at issue or not made no difference whatsoever to
the outcome of this case, since he was the defendant under attack, all he had to do to prevail was to prove that
Bouvier's title was fatally flawed in some way. Stricklett had successfully done that, by proving that Bouvier's
tract had been either reduced in size or eliminated altogether by erosive river movement, and by producing evidence showing why Bouvier's title had not been restored to it's original size by the subsequent avulsive river
movement. Since the evidence fully supported Stricklett's position, the Court agreed that Bouvier could not
prove that he held title to the area in question, therefore he had no basis upon which to force Stricklett off the
THE NEBRASKA SURVEYOR / Spring 2016
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land, regardless of what sort of title Stricklett may or may not hold under Iowa law, which controlled Stricklett's
rights to the area, since the land in dispute was in fact part of Iowa. It should be noted that Nebraska has subsequently entered boundary agreements, known as compacts, with Iowa, Missouri and South Dakota, concerning
the location of the Missouri River boundary, and of course the Court has acknowledged those compacts as fully
valid and legally binding. It should be understood as well however, that such compacts, like all boundary litigation conducted between states and adjudicated by the United States Supreme Court, relate fundamentally to jurisdiction, rather than land ownership. State boundaries serve primarily to determine limits of jurisdiction, and
although states obviously can and do own land, such controversies between states, and the settlement thereof, is
typically focused upon resolving jurisdictional issues, rather than title issues. Any party can own land located in
Nebraska, or in any other state, regardless of which state that party may be a citizen of, so the location of Nebraska's boundaries does not conclusively control title or ownership boundaries in every scenario. Finally, it may
be noteworthy that another case involving part of the same area which had been contested in Nebraska v Iowa
came before the Court in De Long v Olsen (1901). In that case, De Long was the owner of certain riparian lots,
and Olsen claimed that De Long had not properly acquired the accretion to those lots, which was evidently extensive or valuable enough to fight over, but De Long's ownership of the disputed area was upheld by the Court
as legitimate accretion. Consistent with it's position in the Bouvier case, the Court reiterated that it makes no
difference how rapidly accretion may have taken place, if the material comprising the area in dispute was deposited as sediment of unidentifiable origin by the river, rather than ground that was sliced by the river from an adjoining tract of land, in the form of one visibly recognizable and otherwise undisturbed parcel, it will be legally
classified as accretion. The Court further supported the concept of accretion in the De Long case by clarifying
that all accretion which occurs after the original GLO survey of any riparian tract is legally part of that tract, and
by stating that the boundaries of any accretion which has occurred need not be described by means of a survey in
order for title to the accretion to be quieted in the land owner to whose property it has physically and legally become attached.
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 4)

Four $500 scholarships were given to students for the Surveying Technique Program
at Southeast Community College (Milford)
that were sponsored by the Proffessional Surveyors Association of Nebraska:
John Nahorny
Jared Manhold
Jesse Sherman
Andrew Zackus

Another event to mark on your calendar is our
2016 Summer Seminar at Halsey National Forest.
The seminar starts Thursday evening, July 14th,
with a cookout. The field activities will take place
on Friday, July 15th. Jerry Penry and Boni Edwards have put together a fun and educational
seminar. The seminar flyer describes the field activities as, “Search for 1915 GLO bronze cap monuments, search for and uncover GLO pits, rehabilitate GLO monuments, and search for National
Forest tree plot monuments”. Seminar information
is posted on the PSAN website. Again, I ask to
you to make plans to attend. This is wonderful opportunity for fun and fellowship.
Your President
Dan Martinez
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The crew pictured here was involved in the General Land Office resurveys in the Sandhills region of
Nebraska. The surveyor in charge (not pictured) was Arthur H. Jensen, U. S. Transitman, of Neligh,
Nebraska. He was working under the direction of Nelson B. Sweitzer, Supervisor of Surveys for the
GLO, District No. 3, at Neligh, Nebraska.
The photo date is probably around August 20, 1914. The resurvey of T26N, R34W took place between
August 17 – August 29, 1914. Listed as crew members in the field notes for this township are: A. H.
Jensen - U. S. Transitman; Forrest Coon - chainman; J. A. Harvey - chainman; W. A. Smith - moundsman; and W. W. Taylor - flagman.
The names associated with the men in the photo are nicknames for the crew. Since the cook and teamster were not named in the notes, their identities are only known as “Art” and “Scott”. “Mutt” is believed to be W. A. Smith. “Harve” is almost certainly State Surveyor Robert Harvey’s son James A.
Harvey who would have been age 18. “Shorty” is likely Forrest Coon who was age 26 and later settled
in Rushville as a surveyor. “Jeff” is likely W. W. Taylor. The “Mutt & Jeff” comic strip began in
1907 and is likely the reason for the names given to Smith and Taylor.
Submitted by Jerry Penry
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Reviewed Minutes of the PSAN Board Meeting on April 1, 2016
(Subject to approval of the Board of Directors)

The PSAN Board Meeting on April 1, 2016 was held at 11:30 at the Holiday Inn Midtown, Grand
Island. The roll call was as follows: President Dan Martinez (present), Vice President Boni Edwards
(present), Treasurer John Berry (present), Secretary David Schmitz (present), Director Jeremy Feusner
(present), Director Casey Sherlock (present), Director Matt Tinkham (present), Director Warren Headlee (present), Director Duane Katt (present), Director Jerry Penry (present), and State Surveyor Steve
Cobb (present). The December 4, 2015, Board meeting minutes and the Treasurer’s report dated
March 23, 2016, was approved by the Board. The following Committee Reports were given: Conference Committee, Initial Point Committee, Constitution & Bylaws Review Committee, Investment
Committee, and Advertising Committee. Old business consisted of Land Surveyor brochure and Insurance policy, while New Business included Reimbursement Policy, the PSAN 2nd Annual Photo Contest, and the Low Distortion Projection Project. The next meeting is planned for June 10.
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2ND ANNUAL
Send me your best land surveying related photo and you could have it on the front cover of the
Winter 2017 The Nebraska Surveyor issue
Guidelines: Must be a digital photo in a JPEG format
Must include your name & a short description of the photo
Must be taken in Nebraska
Must be a PSAN Member to be eligible
1st Place will have their photo on the front cover of the Winter 2017 newsletter
2nd & 3rd Place winners will have their photos appear inside of the Winter 2017 newsletter
All 3 top Place winners will have their photos displayed at the PSAN Winter Convention and will be
sold at the auction to raise money for Scholarships.
Deadline: November 15, 2016
Send to: Editor Sandy Maillie at Lschroeder@cableone.net
PSAN reserves the right to print all the photos entered in The Nebraska Surveyor and/or post on the PSAN website (with appropriate credit).

Prize:
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Historic Maps of Nebraska
Grand Island, Nebraska
By Sandy Maillie
The city of Grand Island was named after the large island that once existed along the Platte River in
Central Nebraska. This island was called “La Grande Isle”, which means large or great island, by the
early French fur traders that passed through this area of what would become the state of Nebraska, in
the late 1700’s. The island, which was formed by the channels of the Platte River, was a large area of
land: its East end was located approximately 28 miles upstream of the present location of the city of
Grand Island and extended Westerly to the location of Fort Kearney.
In 1857, a branch bank in Davenport, Iowa, of the Chubb Brothers and Barrows Town Company
(Washington D.C.), selected a group of 35 Germans and Americans to start a town somewhere
on the Platte River in the central portion of Nebraska Territory. The town company wanted the
group to select this area based on two beliefs: the
expectation that sooner or later a major railroad
would be built along the Platte River and that the
nation’s capital would move to a more central
location of the expanding country. The town
company told the pioneers to claim and hold 320
acres each, wherever the town company’s surveyor (R.C. Barnard) directed, since the Government surveys weren’t that far West yet. The
Squa ers Plat of Early Se lers of Grand Island City in
town company would furnish the funds for the
final payment of the land – in return, the settlers 1850’s & early 1860’s. Prepared for the Hall County
would deed half of their claims to the town com- Historical Society by the Grand Island Senior High
School Architectural Department on December 5, 1959.
pany. The pioneers reached the area in July of
1857 & drove stakes for their claims along with Courtesy of www.hallcountyne.gov.
the town-sites on July 5. Most of the pioneers
were settled in the area to the South and Southwest of the present location of the City of Grand Island
and to the North of the North channel of the Platte River. This first settlement was called Grand Island
City.
The Government surveyors finally reached this area in the summer of 1866. Also in 1866, the surveyors for the Union Pacific Railroad laid out a town called Grand Island Station, which was farther
North than the first settlement. The Union Pacific Railroad reached Grand Island Station in 1868. The
railroad made the town a terminus of the first division of the road – where train crews were changed
along with repairs done to the engines. As newer and better built train engines were built, Grand Island
Station was discontinued as a place to change train crews, but the railroad built some of best maintenance shops on their lines – these included the machine shop, blacksmith, car shop, rail mill (which
worked over damaged steel rails), and a large round house. These shops were built on the east end of
town and covered over 35 acres.
The original plat of Grand Island Station was filed for record on September 29, 1866, but was kept in
Omaha for many years – which caused the town to have nothing to show for ownership of streets and
alleys. The town was incorporated in 1872 as Grand Island.
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The second major railroad to reach Grand Island was the St. Joseph & Grand Island. This railroad
was first charted as the Palmetto & Roseport Railroad in 1857, then changed its name to St. Joseph &
Denver City in 1862. At that time it obtained the right to maintain a right-of-way for a line from the
Nebraska border to Fort Kearney. In 1872 it reached Hastings. The railroad soon went bankrupt and
was reorganized as the St. Joseph & Western Railroad in the late 1870’s. In 1879, a separate company,
the Hastings & Grand Island Railroad built the line between Hastings and Grand Island. Shortly after
the railroad was built, the St. Joseph & Western Railroad bought the Hastings & Grand Island Railroad
and changed their name to the St. Joseph & Grand Island Railroad (later changed to Railway). With
this direct connection to the Union Pacific mainline, Grand Island gained a major connection with Kansas City. The railroad was acquired by the Union Pacific in 1880, but was operated as a separate entity
until it was merged into the Union Pacific company in the 1930’s.
The Burlington & Missouri River Railroad Company arrived in Grand Island in 1884 with their
branch line from Aurora. This line was continued West to Anselmo, Nebraska in 1886 and by 1894 it
reached Billings, Montana; from there it was able to reach the West coast via the Northern Pacific and
the Great Northern railroad lines. This opened a second continental system that ran through Grand Island – bringing a through line from Seattle-Billings to Lincoln-Kansas City-St. Louis-Chicago connections. These connections helped bring in a greater competition factor while helping make Grand Island
a commercial and industrial center for the state.
The city of Grand Island remains to this day a major railroad town for the state. The Union Pacific
still runs many freight
trains along the original
transcontinental mainline through the heart of
the city. The Burlington
Northern-Santa Fe (the
Burlington & Missouri
River Railroad became
part of the Chicago Burlington & Quincy Railroad, then merged with
several other railroads to
become the Burlington
Northern-Santa Fe) is
predominantly a coalhauler from the coal
fields in Wyoming
through Grand Island.
Map of Grand Island, Hall County, Nebraska 1889, compiled by W.W. Alt of Wahoo, NE & printed by Rees Print & Litho Company, Omaha. Insert shows the Burlington Route with Grand Island as a railroad center. Courtesy of
www.hallcountyne.gov.
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2016 Summer Seminar
Halsey National Forest
Halsey, Nebraska
July 15, 2016
Hosts: Boni Edwards and Jerry Penry

2018 Winter Convention
February 8-9, 2018
Holiday Inn & Convention Center
Kearney, Nebraska
Hosts: Trenton Snow & Jeremy Feusner

2017 Winter Convention
January 26-27, 2017
Mahoney State Park
Host: Jason Headley
2017 Summer Seminar
Host: looking for a volunteer
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All correspondence to:
Professional Surveyors Association of Nebraska
813 Marian Rose Ave.
Herman, NE 68029-4055
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