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President’s Letter
Greetings everyone,
It was good to see everyone at the 2017 Winter Conference. Organizing
this annual event is no small task. Thank you to Jason Headley and his
crew, and the Conference Committee for everyone’s dedication and hard
work.

[president photo]

I also want to take a moment to thank the officers and directors of PSAN,
who I have the good fortune to serve with. These individuals are truly committed to their profession and PSAN. Thank you all for your leadership.
I apologize for this brief letter, but you’ll be hearing from me in the following weeks. There is
much work to be done and some exciting news.
Sincerely,
Dan Martinez
PSAN President

PUBLICATION DEADLINES
Issue
Winter (printed copy)
Spring (pdf on website)
Summer (printed copy)
Fall (pdf on website)
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The Land Surveyor’s Guide to the Supreme Court of Nebraska
Chapter 24 – Lynch v Egan (1903)
Due to the favored judicial status of adverse possession during the early decades of statehood, and particularly the Court's willingness to apply that concept to boundary disputes, very few cases involving unwritten
boundary agreements reached the Court during the early years. In fact, as we have already observed, only two
cases of that variety had come before the Court during the last quarter of the nineteenth century, those being the
Trussell case of 1882 and the Benson case of 1893. In those cases the Court had generally viewed the concept of
boundary agreement favorably, and had indicated that such an undocumented agreement could become legally
binding, either over the short term through estoppel, or over the long term by falling within the statute of limitations upon title claims, thereby linking the boundary agreement concept to adverse possession. Since most people understand the legal significance of the plain passage of time better than they understand the details of historic concepts of equity such as estoppel, many boundary disputes came to be presented and argued as adverse possession cases, regardless of whether any agreement happened to have been made regarding the disputed line or
not. The success of a high percentage of the adverse claimants in such cases obviously served to motivate further
use of adverse possession by land owners and their legal counsel, and the agreed boundary concept was thereby
pushed into the background, drawing relatively little attention. Until this point in time the Court had never taken
any explicit position on the subject of agreed boundaries, and from that it may well have been supposed by most
litigants and attorneys that only the statute of limitations could be relied upon to conclusively resolve boundary
issues in Nebraska. Only when a situation arose, in which a land use pattern had been in place for a relatively
small number of years, did the need appear for anyone to suggest that a binding boundary agreement had occurred, but just such a situation emerged at this time requiring adjudication, and the Court was fully prepared to
respond. The controversy that plays out in the case we are about to review contains a classic mixture of the principal ingredients of a typical boundary dispute, including ignorance and disdain on the part of land owners concerning their own boundaries, inconsistent survey work, and poor decision making by multiple parties. These are
all common elements of the real world however, and here we will watch as the Court makes it very clear that the
concept of repose is the universal judicial remedy with which it prefers to silence all such contention, because
repose both negates the value of positions that are based upon technical factors and requires all land owners to
bear those burdens which inevitably result from either actions or inaction.
1888 – Light occupied the west half of the NE1/4 of a certain Section 8 as a homesteader, in a Grant County township which
had been subdivided by the GLO in 1876, but how he used his land, and what steps he took to locate it's boundaries, if any, are
unknown.
1890 – Pratt occupied the east half of the NE1/4 of the same section as a homesteader. Like Light, Pratt apparently made little
or no effort to locate his boundaries, and how he used his land is unknown as well. It appears that Light and Pratt were the only
settlers in this area at this time, so the only boundary that was of any genuine or immediate concern to them was the sixteenth
line dividing their respective tracts.
1892 – Light asked the county surveyor to survey his land, and in so doing the county surveyor evidently marked the east line
of the Light tract on the ground in some unspecified manner. How the sixteenth line location marked at this time was arrived at
is unknown, since there is no indication that any GLO monuments were ever found anywhere in the vicinity by anyone.
1894 – Light and Pratt both participated in the erection of a fence along the surveyed line between their tracts, and they verbally
agreed that they would both honor that line as their mutual boundary henceforward, regardless of any subsequent information
which might indicate another boundary location. Whether or not either of these tracts had yet been patented at this time is unknown, but the two men proceeded to productively utilize their respective tracts, and no friction ever developed between them
over the boundary location which they had thus established.
1897 – Light conveyed his tract to Lynch, and shortly thereafter Pratt conveyed his tract to Egan, but whether either Light or
Pratt told their grantees anything about their boundary agreement is unknown. How the lands conveyed at this time were described is unknown as well, but the sixteenth line evidently remained the boundary of record between these tracts. Upon viewing the land, Egan promptly informed Lynch that he believed the fence was too far east and he therefore believed that the Egan
tract included land on Lynch's side of the fence. Nothing was apparently agreed or decided between Lynch and Egan at this

(Continued on page 6)
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(Continued from page 5)
time regarding their mutual boundary location however, and the use of the land on both sides of the fence continued, although
unknown to Lynch, Egan began gathering and removing hay from Lynch's side of the fence.
1898 – Lynch caught Egan taking hay from the area west of the fence and told him to stop, but Egan responded by taking down
part of the fence and continuing to harvest hay from the easterly portion of the area claimed by Lynch. There is no indication
that the Egan tract had ever been surveyed, but Egan evidently knew that the true sixteenth line location was well to the west of
the fence, so he apparently insisted that he had the right to make use of all of the land east of that line, regardless of the presence of the fence, though how often he actually did so is unknown.
1900 – The Lynch and Egan homesteads were both platted by the GLO, and both men apparently spoke with the GLO surveyor
while he was on their properties. Egan evidently maintained that the sixteenth line was his west boundary, regardless of the
fence line location, while Lynch insisted that the fence line was his east boundary, regardless of the sixteenth line location, and
both properties were platted in accord with their instructions, so the plat showed the 2 tracts overlapping by about 370 feet, with
a note stating that they were "in conflict".
1901 to 1902 – At an unspecified time during this period Lynch decided to file an action against Egan, seeking to have the
fence line judicially approved and deemed to be the legally binding boundary between the tracts at issue. Presumably in support
of the action filed by Lynch, Light also filed an action against Egan and both cases apparently proceeded to adjudication in
tandem, since they related to the same subject matter and thus could be disposed of in unison. Lynch and Egan apparently both
died before these two cases reached the Court, but their places were evidently taken by their widows, who perpetuated their
dispute by maintaining the same positions which had been taken by their late husbands regarding their mutual boundary location.

Light and Lynch's widow argued that the boundary agreement between Light and Pratt was fully valid,
despite having never been documented in any written form, and it was therefore legally binding upon all of the
parties. They further argued that the presence of the fence itself provided adequate notice of the existence of that
boundary agreement to all parties, including the successors of both Light and Pratt, making written documentation of the boundary location thus established superfluous and unnecessary, so the Lynch tract legally extended
eastward all the way to the fence. Egan's widow argued that the boundary agreement in question was invalid and
was not legally binding upon her, because it had been based upon a mistaken location, and because the subsequent GLO survey done in 1900 had proven that the true sixteenth line location had never been completely unascertainable, and because the unwritten agreement made in 1894 represented a violation of the statute of frauds.
The trial court ruled against Egan in both cases, upholding the oral boundary agreement as fully valid and legally
binding upon all parties, and awarding the area lying between the fence and the sixteenth line to Lynch's widow
on that basis.
This conflict had been initiated in the context of plain trespassing, but of course the Court recognized that
the ownership of land itself was at stake, and therefore all of the equitable principles relating to the resolution of
title and boundary issues were very much in play. The fundamental question was whether or not land owners
have the right or authority to independently establish a line of division between their properties in a conclusive
manner through verbal agreement, followed only by physical acts and conduct pointing to the existence of such
an agreement. No one denied that the 1894 oral agreement had been made, so the central issue was simply
whether the actions of Light and Pratt held such legitimacy as to be legally binding, or whether their actions
could be ignored and dismissed, upon the subsequent discovery that they had agreed to an inaccurate line, while
in a state of plain ignorance. Due to the existence of the statute of frauds, the Court realized, the answer to that
question depends upon both the knowledge and the intentions of the agreeing parties at the time of their agreement. If the parties have definitive knowledge of a given boundary location of record, typically provided by the
presence of visible survey monumentation marking that line, they have no option to deliberately disregard that
line and agree to a different location, although they can set out to have an unsatisfactory boundary legally adjusted, so genuine ignorance is ironically an essential element supporting any undocumented boundary agreement.
Intention is also a major factor relevant to boundary agreements, because an agreement that is qualified, conditional or expressly temporary may never become permanent and binding, and in fact the statute of frauds exists,
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demanding written evidence, because in the absence of written evidence such aspects of an agreement invariably
become unclear, leading to innumerable disputes over land rights. Importantly, the Court noted, the 1894 agreement was not conditioned upon the correctness of the agreed line, in fact it had been entered with mutual awareness that the line surveyed in 1892 could be incorrect, and the subsequent conduct of both Light and Pratt clarified that it had been made for the specific purpose of locking down the location of the boundary between their
tracts permanently, regardless of any subsequent information. All that mattered, the Court decided, was that the
agreeing parties themselves were personally ignorant of any boundary location on the ground at the time they
made their agreement, and they had chosen to end that state of uncertainty, which they were legally authorized to
do, so nothing more could be required of them. Whether their decision to rely on the work of the county surveyor as the basis for their agreement had been wise or unwise was immaterial, and the fact that the line location of
record was knowable at all times by means of an accurate survey was irrelevant, the existence of the fence alone,
the Court found, observably functioning as a boundary in 1897, sufficed to create a state of inquiry notice, which
was fully binding upon anyone subsequently acquiring either tract:
“... the original claimants, Light and Pratt, entered into an agreement ... a fence was built ... both of the purchasers ...
knew of the existence of said division fence, and knew that the then respective owners were mutually recognizing the
same as the division fence ... plaintiff and defendant are bound to accept the division line agreed upon between their
grantors ... appellant contends ... that the agreement ... is not binding, for the reason that it does not appear from the
findings that the dividing line between such grantors was so indefinite and uncertain that it could not be ascertained ...
the monuments and all evidence of the survey of 1876 were obliterated and lost ... we do not understand the rule to be
that, in order that an agreement of that kind should be binding, the true line should be absolutely unascertainable ... if
the parties agree upon a line, and mutually enter upon the occupancy of their lands in conformity thereto, and make
improvements thereon, they are concluded by such agreement ... the true division line between the owners of the two
tracts of land was unknown to them and uncertain ... it was competent for the parties to agree upon a division line, and
such agreement, when acted upon and fully executed, as in this case, would be binding upon them, even though the
true line should afterward be ascertained. The agreement involved no mistake. When it was made, both parties knew
that the true line was uncertain, and that the line upon which they agreed might or might not be the true line; but they
accepted it, right or wrong, rather than to take further steps to ascertain the true line ... an agreement between parties
competent to contract ... removes it from the operation of the statute of frauds ... both parties to this suit ... had full
knowledge of the division fence ... recognized as the true line. Such facts ... if pursued with diligence would have led
the appellant to a knowledge of the agreement ... where the true boundary line between adjoining owners is uncertain
and unknown to them, and may be ascertained only at more or less trouble and expense, an executed agreement to
accept and abide by a certain line as such boundary is binding upon the parties and subsequent purchasers having
notice thereof.”

The Court's fervent desire to protect and support all agreements, including even those which may well
have been unwisely made, was quite apparent on this occasion, and in fact the Court was in step with the national judicial trend in that regard, as the concept of practical location was being applied in many states at this time,
yet the Court would never expressly adopt it for Nebraska. To some extent the decision of the Court in these
twin cases was undoubtedly influenced by the justifiable reliance of Light and Pratt upon the work of a county
surveyor, had they simply fabricated a boundary line, with no such discernable basis, the outcome may well have
been different. In fully upholding the ruling in favor of Lynch, the Court clarified that oral boundary agreements
are outside the statute of frauds, once they have been enacted in practicality, because the visible land use pattern
resulting from such an agreement effectively supplants the documentation mandated by the statute, since no man
can justly close his eyes to open land use that he observes upon the ground. In addition, here the Court determined that an oral boundary agreement requires only honest ignorance on the part of the agreeing parties in order to be valid, if the location of the boundary in question is unclear in their minds, and they decide to settle upon a reasonably logical location, to either end an existing dispute or simply prevent any future dispute, they have
acted admirably in the eyes of the Court, and their decision is worthy of judicial respect. While no oral boundary
agreement that is invisible on the ground can bind anyone without notice of it, the Court indicated, the powerful
(Continued on page 8)
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(Continued from page 7)

principle of physical notice can make an agreement that is put into effect on the ground equivalent in legal force
and effect to those which have been documented on paper. As can readily be seen, the successors of agreeing
parties stand in the shoes of their predecessors, the Court reiterated here, and are therefore bound to honor the
decisions and actions of those who developed the land that they have chosen to acquire. The Court hereby
acknowledged the right of all land owners to settle any boundary location that is "uncertain and unknown" to
them by choosing to rely upon a survey, without questioning or confirming it's accuracy, and concluded that
once they have done so, their agreement is not subject to dismissal on the mere basis that a subsequent survey
presents another boundary location. In so holding, the Court clarified that resurveyed boundaries do not become
legally binding merely because they have been resurveyed, such lines become binding upon the adjoining land
owners only as a consequence of their own adoption of such a resurveyed line, which remains subject to legal
challenge and potential correction until so adopted. The result of the Light case was governed by that of the
Lynch case, the Court observed, so all of the assertions set forth by Egan were fully vanquished in both instances, in the Light case however the Court took issue with a certain legal description that was involved in the proceedings, which was based upon the 1900 GLO survey. The description thus scrutinized by the Court was in fact
well written, replete with references to adjoining properties and calls for controlling monuments, but the Court
found fault with it nonetheless, because it neglected to make any reference to the recorded location of the survey
itself. The Court therefore remanded that case back to the lower court, with instructions to validate the faithfulness of the descriptive calls found in the description itself to the calls appearing on the face of the survey, and to
expressly reference the location at which a reader of the descriptive text could locate the survey in the public
records.

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).
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Third Place (below)

Second Place (left)

by Brian Benck

by Carl Gilbert
The 197 1/2 mile marker found
on the Nebraska-South Dakota
line a couple miles west of the
Dawes and Sioux County corner.

John Berry surveying the
back waters of the Missouri
River near the Niobrara State
Park.
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In Memory of Daniel J. Hostler
Daniel J. Hostler, 78, of Grand Island died Thursday, November 24, 3016, at Wedgewood Care Center in Grand Island. Mass of Christian Burial will be at 10:30 A.M.
Wednesday, November 30, 2016 at St. Leo’s Catholic
Church with Rev. Donald Buhrman as celebrant. Burial
will be in the Grand Island Cemetery. Visitation will begin
at 4:00 P.M. Tuesday at St. Leo’s Catholic Church concluding with a parish rosary service at 7:00 P.M. Apfel Funeral Home is serving the family.
Daniel Jerome Hostler was born July 21, 1938, at Grand
Island to Frank and Josephine (Placke) Hostler. He grew up
in St. Libory and attended St. Libory Catholic School. He
attended Grand Island Senior High where he graduated in 1955. Following his education, he went to
Seattle, WA where he worked for Boeing until returning to Grand Island. Dan married Sandra Armstrong on July 25, 1959, at St. Mary’s Cathedral. The couple made their home in Grand Island where
Dan was employed by Hall County as Highway Superintendent, Engineer and Land Surveyor. After
retiring from the county, he worked for six years as a courier for St. Francis Medical Center. He truly
enjoyed his courier duties, as everyone he met received a “hello” and a smile. He was a charter member of St. Leo’s Catholic Church where he performed many duties and served on the parish council.
He was a Fourth Degree member of the Knights of Columbus. Dan was a member of the Nebraska
Association of County Engineers, Surveyors, and Highway Superintendents. He also belonged to NACO and participated in many meetings. In his retirement, he enjoyed working on antique tractors and
was a member of the St. Paul Tractor Club in which he had many friends.
Dan is survived by his wife, Sandra Hostler of Grand Island; sons, Kenneth Hostler of Seattle, WA
and Duane Hostler of Grand Island; daughters, Sharon Hostler of Omaha; Donna Murphy (Dennis
Mathiesen) of Omaha; and Debra (Mike) Gatto of Grand Island; brothers, Frank (Sharon) Hostler and
Jerry (Debra) Hostler; grandchildren, Anthony Hostler (Clarissa Larson) of Lincoln; Alex Hostler of
Norfolk; Andrew Gatto; Aniston Gatto; Angel Castro; Nicolas Hostler; Lydia Hostler; and Charlotte
Hostler ; all of Grand Island; and Kayla Long, of Kansas; as well as two great-grandchildren. He was
preceded in death by his parents, Frank and Josephine; mother- and father-in-law, Kenneth and Lydia
Armstrong; and a sister-in-law, Sherry Hostler.
Obituary from the website of Apfel Funeral Home, Grand Island, Nebraska.
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Summary of December 9, 2016 Board of Directors Meeting
(Subject to approval by the Board of Directors)
The PSAN Board of Directors Meeting on December 9, 2016, was held at 10:00 at the Chance’s ‘R’
Restaurant in York. The roll call was as follows: President Dan Martinez (present), Vice President
Boni Edwards (present), Treasurer John Berry (present), Secretary David Schmitz (absent), Director
Jeremy Feusner (present), Director Casey Sherlock (present), Director Matt Tinkham (present), Director Warren Headlee (present), Director Duane Katt (present), Director Jerry Penry (present), State Surveyor Steve Cobb (present), and guest Rex Heiden (present). The September 9, 2016 Board of Directors meeting minutes and the Treasurer’s report dated December 6, 2016, was approved by the Board.
The following reports & discussions took place: Scholarships, the Administrative Secretary’s report
along with her duties, Conference Committee (2017 Winter Conference; 2017 Summer Conference;
2018 Winter Conference; 2018 Summer Conference; 2019 Winter Conference; and 2019 Summer Conference – need volunteer), Initial Point Committee, NSPS Director, Advertising Committee, and Nominations Committees. The Board discussed nominations for the 2017 Ballot of officers and directors
along with the awards to be given at the 2017 Winter Convention (Head Chainman Award, Honorary
Life Membership, & 25 Year membership). Old business consisted of PSAN 2016 Annual Photo Contest, PSAN Logo, Land Surveyor brochure, and Nebraska Railroad maps. New Business items included
Southeast Community College, Membership Applications, and a memorial for Dan Hostler. The next
meeting is planned for March 10, 2017.

Summary of January 26, 2017 General Assembly Meeting
(Subject to approval by the Board of Directors)
The PSAN General Assembly Meeting on January 26, 2017, was held at 8:30 in the morning. The roll
call was as follows: President Dan Marinez (present), Vice President Boni Edwards (present), Secretary
David Schmitz (present), Treasurer John Berry (present), Director Jeremy Feusner (present), Director
Casey Sherlock (present), Director Matt Tinkham (present), Director Warren Headlee (absent), Director Duane Katt (present), Director Jerry Penry (present), State Surveyor Steve Cobb (present), and Administrative Secretary Connie Arnold (absent). The January 28, 2016 General Assembly meeting
minutes, the Treasurer’s report dated January 21, 2017, and the proposed 2017 budget were approved
by the Board. The Conference Committee reported on the 2017 Summer Conference, 2018 Winter
Conference, 2018 Summer Seminar, 2019 Winter Conference, and the 2019 Summer Conference (still
needs a volunteer host). President Martinez gave an officers report, while Director Feusner gave a directors report. The following Standing Committees gave reports: Publications, Education, Legislation,
Membership, Historical, Ethics and Standards, and GIS. The following items were also discussed by
the Board: Installation of new officers, County Surveyor’s Subcommittee Task Force, Public Relations,
new membership applications, and the schedule of the Board of Directors 2017 meetings.
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2017 PSAN Winter Conference in Review
The 2017 PSAN Winter Conference was held on January 26 & 27, 2017, at Eugene T.
Mahoney State Park in Ashland, Nebraska, and was hosted by Jason Headley.

PSAN Board of Directors during the General Assembly Meeting held on Thursday morning. Photo
courtesy of LaVern Schroeder.

Matt Tinkam & Mark Strait during their PreExam Workshop. Photo courtesy of LaVern
Schroeder.
Conference attendee’s enjoying lunch. Photo courtesy of
Steve Cobb.
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Nebraska State Surveyor Steve Cobb,
while waiting to give his presentation on
the Low Distortion Projections in Nebraska. Photo courtesy of LaVern
Schroeder.
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2017 PSAN Winter Conference in Review

The Keynote Speaker, Milton Denny, during his presentation Land Surveying—Staying Relevant
Parts I, II & III. Photos courtesy of Steve Cobb.
Presentors Gene Thomsen
(left) & Dave Zenk. Thomsen gave a presentation on
Nebraska Roads History,
while Zenk gave a presentation on Preserving Nebraska’s Benchmark Legacy, NGS Calibration Baseline Preservation, RetroReflection Prism Errors,
NGS Tools-DSWorld and
All Things OPUS. Photo
courtesy of Steve Cobb.

Some of the Vendors displaying their equipment and visiting with the Conference attendees.
Photos courtesy of LaVern Schroeder.
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2017 PSAN Winter Conference in Review
Presenters Chuck Chase and Lori
Laster of Papio-Missouri River
NRD, during their presentation
of Flood Plain Management &
Determinations. Photo courtesy
of LaVern Schroeder.

A group shot during the General Assembly Meeting. Photo courtesy of LaVern
Schroeder.

Old brass compass belonging to Dave
Hoffart of Transit Works as displayed
in the Vendors area. Photo courtesy of
Steve Cobb.
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2017 PSAN Winter Conference in Review
Awards Given:
Head Chainman:
Wayne Gleason
Robert Heese
Honorary Life Membership:
Roderick Sutherland
25 year Membership:
Billy Joe Kerr
Rodney G. Davison
Douglas J. Stevenson
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Historic Maps of Nebraska
Nebraska City
By Sandy Maillie
Nebraska City is one of Nebraska’s oldest cities located on the Missouri River South of Omaha. The area that
makes up Nebraska City today included the early settlements of “old” Fort Kearny, Kearney City, “old” Nebraska City, South Nebraska City, and the Table Creek post office. The first or “old” Fort Kearny was established
here in 1846 based on the recommendations of Colonel Stephen Watts Kearny, who had scouted the area years
earlier looking for a suitable location for an outpost for the protection of overland travelers heading west. By the
next year, the US Army realized that they made a great error on the location of Fort Kearny, since very few of
the travelers following the Mormon or Oregon Trails passed through the fort. The “old” Fort Kearny was to be a
part of a North-South line of forts to create a line between the Indian frontier and the western edge of white settlement in Iowa and Missouri. The first Fort Kearny was abandoned by the Army in the Spring of 1848 after the
troops were relocated to the second Fort Kearny in South Central Nebraska along the Platte River were the Mormon and Oregon Trail converged.
John Boulware started a ferry service and river crossing from Iowa to Nebraska in the area when “old” Fort
Kearny was starting to be built. This ferry service, which was at first used for the government, then for the public after the fort was abanded, started to bring travelers through the area. Some of these travelers started to settle
the area adjacent to the fort, even though the territory was not open to settlement yet (this didn’t happen until
1854). John Boulware claimed the area that would become Kearney City (both of the Fort Kearnys were named
after Stephan Kearny, the second “e” was added after a postal error) as a squatter in 1853. The land of the original Nebraska City was claimed by Hiram P. Downs, while John Boulware’s son, John B. Boulware claimed the
area of the present South Nebraska City.
The original Nebraska City was laid out in 1854 along with Kearney City. South Nebraska City was laid out
in 1855. In April of 1855, Nebraska City Town Company held their first public sale of lots – advertised as the
“First public sale of lots in Nebraska City, the future emporium of Nebraska Territory.” There were about 500
lots in Nebraska City and approximate 50 lots in Kearney City for
sale. Soon after the advertisement
was printed, many local newspapers carried headlines that claimed
Nebraska City was located on a
military reservation which meant
that the land could not be sold by
the land company. The Secretary
of War, Jefferson Davis, sent an
official letter declaring the site of
the fort was not on a military reservation since it had never been
used “regularly” for military purposes and that the government had
Nebraska City, Otoe County, published in 1855 by Everts & Kirk in the
withdrawn all claims to the site in
official state atlas of Nebraska. This map shows the original towns and
1854.
additions of the area of Nebraska City. Where these additions came together, the lots are odd sized and the streets are usually offset instead of
aligning, especially around the original Kearney City Addition, since their
streets run perpendicular and parallel to the river and most of the other
streets run in a North-South and East-West directions. Map courtesy of the
David Rumsey Historical Map Collection.
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In Memory of Rick S. Garvue
Rick S. Garvue, 66, of Amherst died Sunday, Nov. 6, 2016, at CHI
Health Good Samaritan in Kearney.
Memorial services will be later.
Horner Lieske McBride & Kuhl Funeral and Cremation Services in
Kearney is in charge of arrangements.
He died following a nine-month battle with pancreatic cancer.
Rick was born July 25, 1950, in Ypsilanti, Mich., to Robert Garvue and Margaret Choren Garvue. Rick and his five siblings grew up in Michigan and Indiana. In 1964, the family spent a
year in Lahore, Pakistan, but were evacuated to Tehran during the Indo-Pakistani War.
After the family returned to the United States, they moved to Tallahassee, Fla., where Rick
graduated from high school in 1969. In 1971, Rick entered the U.S. military service and was
sent to Monterey Defense Language Institute where he learned Hungarian. He was then sent to
Germany to monitor broadcasts from behind the Iron Curtain but ended up repairing Jeeps.
He received an honorable discharge in 1974 and attended the University of Colorado-Boulder
where he met his wife, Carol Lilly, and graduated with a degree in German. Rick and Carol
married in May 1983. He later attended Colorado School of Mines, which initiated his career in
surveying. In 1992, Rick and Carol moved to Nebraska where Rick worked as a licensed land
surveyor for Buffalo Surveying Corp.
He was incredibly charming and could make you smile even when he was insulting you. He
taught his kids to question authority, to drive and to deliver quick one-liners. He never stopped
amusing himself and surprising his family with new hobbies and was equally at home taking To
-Shin Do classes with his son or making brownies on a lazy Sunday.
Rick was a talented artist and musician who played guitar and piano with flair and emotion in
rock and bluegrass bands. Among his other favorite activities were listening to music, drinking
fine beer, reading, and taking online math and statistics classes.
Rick is survived by his wife, Carol Lilly of Amherst; daughter, Daniela Garvue of Seattle; son,
Max Garvue of Lincoln; sisters, Joanne Susan and Dena Garvue; and brothers, Gary, Barry, and
Craig Garvue.
Rick was preceded in death by his parents.
Obituary as printed in the Kearney Hub Newspaper.
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2017 Summer Seminar
Hosts: Tim Aitken & Jerry Penry
July 13 & 14, 2017
Boelus, Nebraska
2018 Winter Convention
February 8-9, 2018
Holiday Inn & Convention Center
Kearney, Nebraska
Hosts: Trenton Snow & Jeremy Feusner

2018 Summer Seminar
Host: Matt Tinkham
Omaha, Nebraska
2019 Winter Convention
Host: John Berry
York, Nebraska
2019 Summer Seminar
Host: looking for a volunteer
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Support PSAN Sustaining Members
A&D Technical Supplies
4320 So. 89th St.
Omaha, NE 68127
Toll free: 800-228-2753
Phone:402-592-4950 (Omaha)
Phone: 402-474-5454 (Lincoln)
E-mail:info@ADTechsupply.com
Website: www.ADTechsupply.com
Berntsen International, Inc.
P.O. Box 8670
Madison, WI 53708-8670
Phone: 800-518-0934
Website: www.berntsen.com
Klein Survey Systems
1211 N. 10th St.
Lincoln, NE 68508-1126
Phone: 800-822-2711
E-mail: Jason@kssinc.biz
Website: www.kssinc.biz

Seiler Instruments
6522 So. 118th Street
Omaha, NE 68137
Phone: 402-896-4478
Toll free: 888-263-8918
E-mail: solutions@seilerinst.com
Terrametrix, LLC
4852 S. 133rd Street, Suite 105
Omaha, NE 68137
Phone: 402-618-1099
Website: www.terrametrix3d.com
Transit Works
6000 S. 58th St
Lincoln, NE 68516
Phone: 402-421-6100
E-mail: transitworks@windstream.net

Dear PSAN Members:
Articles appearing in The Nebraska Surveyor are published as a service to the
members of the Professional Surveyors Association of Nebraska and the general public for the advancement of the land surveying profession.
It is time for you to get involved in YOUR publication through your articles, columns, pictures, and ideas. Please send all items of interest to the editor by email: Lschroeder@cableone.net or phone: 402-371-7400 or to the Administrative Secretary by 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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All correspondence to:
Professional Surveyors Association of Nebraska
813 Marian Rose Ave.
Herman, NE 68029-4055

PRSRT STD
U.S.Postage
PAID
Henderson, NE

Phone: 402-870-1738 or 402-456-7370
Email: PSAN@nebraskasurveyor.com
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Serving the Surveying Profession Since 1964.
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