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PUBLICATION DEADLINES
Issue Material Cutoff Publication

Winter (printed copy) January 1 February 1

Spring (pdf on website) April 1 May 1

Summer (printed copy) July 1 August 1

Fall (pdf on website) October 1 November 1

Greetings everyone,

I attended the Winter Convention and was happy to see they had a large crowd.  I liked the breakout 
sessions, as did everyone I talked to.  I hope everyone had a safe trip home as the weather man was pre-
dicting snow in many areas of the state.

I would like to thank everyone involved in organizing this event.  I would also like to thank Dan Marti-
nez, past PSAN President and David Schmitz, past PSAN Secretary for their service to PSAN and I am 
looking forward to working with the New Board as Vice President.

From the desk of the Publication Committee Chairman,
LaVern F. Schroeder
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3RD ANNUAL
Here are the Second & Third Place Winners of the 2017 The Nebraska Surveyor’s Photo Contest:

Second Place: (at right) Photo by Casey Sherlock of Hall 
County Highway Department, and is of the stone set by 
Robert Harvey at the corner of Sherman and Howard Coun-
ties on the Buffalo County line.  The stone was scribed with 
6 lines on the North, East, and West sides indicating its posi-
tion on the township lines in each direction.  This corner was 
the starting point of Robert Harvey’s survey of the Sherman 
and Howard County line which was the subject matter of the 
2017 Summer Seminar.  A team searched for this corner dur-
ing the seminar, but was unsuccessful at the time.  The stone 
was found out of position a week later by Tim Aitken and 
Casey Sherlock.

Third Place: (at left) Photo by Brian Morgan was taken on 
October 11, 2017, at Lake Allure by Ashland through his in-
strument.
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The Land Surveyor’s Guide to the Supreme Court of Nebraska

Chapter 33 – State v Ball (1911)

          Here we reach a case that has long been celebrated by Nebraska land surveyors, since it marks a 
triumphant moment in the remarkable life of a particularly important Nebraska surveyor, whose life-
long commitment to exemplify professional diligence was destined to propel him to legendary status. 
In reality, Robert Harvey (1844-1923) was just one of a great many fine pioneer surveyors whose tire-
less efforts established the framework of the PLSS in the west, but he has come to symbolize the monu-
mental accomplishments of his generation, and all of the outstanding work done by noble frontier sur-
veyors, who first brought the PLSS to life on the ground, and then endeavored to faithfully perpetuate 
it. Harvey holds the distinction of being the first Nebraska state surveyor, a unique office which exists 
nowhere else in our country, and he proved to be a superb fit for that position. Harvey was practically 
the embodiment of the ideal surveyor, rough and ready enough to do whatever was necessary in the 
field, but also an erudite scholar with a genuine appreciation for the immense value of all historical in-
formation and artifacts. He spent the last quarter of his life functioning primarily as a historian and ex-
pert witness, thereby sharing his knowledge and wisdom with the next generation of land surveyors, 
and leaving them with a marvelous model of complete professionalism, in whose footsteps any subse-
quent surveyor is truly honored to follow. Harvey has been described as one of the most memorable 
pioneers of the plains region, and the value of his contribution to the development of Nebraska is be-
yond estimation. Here we will look on as he engages in what may have been his finest hour, personally 
swaying the Nebraska Supreme Court by providing the decisive evidence in a complex boundary con-
troversy, which came along when he was at the pinnacle of his career, in the midst of his 20 year tenure 
as state surveyor. Harvey's impressive knowledge and his masterful skills as an expert witness, along 
with his personal dignity and gravitas, brought tremendous respect to his office in the eyes of the Court, 
which has subsequently always treated the survey work produced by or through that office with a 
strong presumption of correctness. There can be no doubt that all of his successors in that office owe 
him their gratitude for making it a highly respected professional institution in Nebraska, and no Ne-
braska surveyor need look any farther than the legacy of Robert Harvey, to learn the definition of pro-
fessionalism.    

1883 – The GLO platted a certain township in Cherry County, which had been subdivided the year be-
fore, but the regular appearance of the plat produced at this time gave no hint of the existence of a major 
survey error which had been made in creating the depicted sections on the ground. Boardman Creek ran 
easterly, more less through the center of Sections 31 through 36, buffered by a broad marsh which could 
not be crossed by the GLO survey crew, and this twist of fate proved to be the cause of a very substan-
tial survey blunder, which was destined to force one unfortunate entryman to engage in the battle of his 
life to retain the land that he had settled and developed in good faith. 

1884 to 1896 – During this period, settlers began to enter various parts of the township in question and 
some surveys were done, but the extent to which most, if not all, of the GLO monuments within the 
township boundaries had been mislocated, appears to have been known to only a few people. 

1897 – While working in the southeastern portion of this township, the county surveyor determined that 
although the southwest corner of Section 36, like all of the other corners situated along the perimeter of 
the township, had been properly established by the GLO, about a mile west of the southeast township 
corner, the northwest corner of Section 36 had not been established directly north of the southwest cor-
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ner. Instead, he concluded, the northwest corner of Section 36 had been set about 2200 feet too far east, 
just a few hundred feet west of the position where the north quarter corner of Section 36 should have 
been, thus it stood nearly half a mile from it's typical intended position. The location of numerous other 
GLO monuments inside this township substantiated the county surveyor's view of what had happened 
during the GLO survey, so he produced a plat essentially showing that all of the sections in the township 
lying to the west of the severely mislocated northeast corner of Section 35 were about half a mile east of 
their platted locations.    

1898 – Ball arrived on the scene, and he established a homestead on what he believed was the NE1/4 of 
Section 35, directly to the west and south of the northwest corner of Section 36, as he had found it on the 
ground. Precisely what use Ball made of his land is unknown, but he evidently made typical productive 
agrarian use of it, sufficient to qualify for a patent.   

1902 – The township in question was replatted by the GLO, since it had come to their attention that the 
original survey of 1882 had been materially distorted, and many additional tracts and lots were created at 
this time, in recognition of the settled portions of the township. The area that had been occupied by Ball 
was platted as "Section 43", and it was labeled as being in conflict with Section 36, in keeping with the 
typical practice of the time, since the Ball tract consumed the bulk of the area that would otherwise have 
been the northwest quarter of Section 36, leaving that section with only about 506 acres.   

1904 – Ball obtained his patent, which described his tract simply as Section 43, in accord with the 1902 
plat, which fully illustrated and outlined the location and boundaries of his tract, as it had been estab-
lished on the ground through his use of the land. 

1907 – The GLO produced a supplemental plat showing the Ball tract and several other comparable 
tracts lying in Sections 25, 26 & 35, all in accord with the way they had been shown on the 1902 plat, 
but without topography and thus with greater clarity and detail regarding boundary dimensions.  

1909 – For unknown reasons, certain unspecified government officials who were responsible for admin-
istering public lands owned by Nebraska decided to launch an action against Ball and an unspecified 
number of other settlers, charging them with unauthorized use of state land.   

          The legal team representing the interests of the state argued that Nebraska was entitled to owner-
ship of all state school sections, exactly as they were originally platted by the GLO, so the boundaries 
of all such state owned land were ultimately controlled solely by the relevant original GLO plat and 
field notes, defining such sections in terms of dimensions and acreage. Nebraska further argued that 
neither the survey evidence found on the ground, nor the subsequent plats, nor any use of the land by 
Ball or anyone else, could have any impact upon the rights of Nebraska to the entirety of Section 36, 
just as it had been platted in 1883, because the 1883 plat was the basis for the federal grant of that sec-
tion to Nebraska, so Ball must relinquish all of the land that he was using within Section 36. Ball knew 
that adverse possession against the state was impossible, so he made no possession based argument, 
although he did accuse the state of laches and conduct worthy of estoppel, instead he argued that the 
federal grant of Section 36 to Nebraska was controlled by the original GLO monumentation on the 
ground, just like all other sections, rather than by the 1883 plat, so the state was not entitled to 640 
acres, because Section 36 had never contained 640 acres. Ball further argued that the subsequent plats 
produced by the GLO were fully legitimate and accurate, and his patent, which was controlled by those 
plats, was therefore perfectly legitimate as well, so his tract was clearly not part of Section 36. Since 

(Continued on page 8)
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this action had been filed by Nebraska, the matter was addressed directly by the Court, which ruled that 
the federal grant of the school section in dispute was an absolute conveyance to Nebraska, so the state 
had acquired the full originally platted section, regardless of any errors that may have been made dur-
ing the 1882 survey, holding that the platted acreage and dimensions controlled the boundaries of Sec-
tion 36, over any survey evidence on the ground.           

          Initially, the enormity of the original survey discrepancy clearly confounded the Court, leading it 
to take the perverse stance that the state was effectively immune to original survey errors of the same 
kind which control private boundaries, resulting in a fundamentally unjust outcome in 1911. By a mar-
gin of 3 to 2, a deeply divided Court elected to resolve the matter by simply declining to acknowledge 
the potential validity of any of the original survey evidence on the ground, mandating instead that the 
platted section lines must control, in an obvious effort to protect the state owned school section, reflect-
ing the inclination of a narrow majority of the Justices who comprised the Court in 1911 to uphold pub-
lic rights over private rights at any cost. The author of the Court's initial position revealed his intransi-
gence by openly doubting the veracity of the evidence masterfully uncovered by Harvey, speculatively 
discounting the soil outlines that Harvey had painstakingly excavated as merely pits which could have 
been dug by "some person desiring to imitate the work of a government surveyor", and proceeding to 
simply dismiss all of that precious and controlling evidence. This unjustifiable position was strongly 
dissented by 2 members of the Court, who correctly pointed out that the majority position was clearly 
biased in favor of the state, and that Nebraska had acquired only whatever area had been physically 
surveyed as Section 36 on the ground, regardless of the supplemental documentary evidence consti-
tuted by the original plat and field notes. The dissenters proved to be correct in their view that the 
Court's initial position on this matter would not be able to withstand proper scrutiny, although correc-
tion of the mistaken position taken by the Court in 1911 would have to wait until the author of the 
original majority opinion had departed. The Court did however, get the distinction between lost and 
obliterated corners right on this occasion, stating that obliterated monuments are to be replaced on the 
basis of testimony, rather than measurements, while also noting that only when "monuments have been 
destroyed, and their original location cannot be established by other proof, recourse may had to the 
field notes" confirming that only then are dimensions of record to be employed for purposes of bound-
ary control. The principal appropriate point correctly set forth by the Court in it's 1911 ruling was the 
applicability of the presumption of correctness to all original GLO documentation, while the mistake 
made at this time by the majority was the decision to elevate that presumption to controlling status, de-
spite the presence of truly compelling original survey evidence produced in the field. Nothing truly un-
just stands for long however, when astute agents of the truth are diligently at work, thus nearly a year 
and a half later, early in 1913, the Court took the extraordinary step of reversing itself, on the strength 
of the combined physical and testimonial evidence, which fully and conclusively discredited the 1883 
GLO plat: 

“In 1907, Harvey, the state surveyor, after removing the surface of the soil, at a point approxi-
mately a mile west of the Ball corner, discovered the outlines of four pits ... one half mile further 
westward the remains of a red cedar stake were found ... one half mile further westward the out-
lines of four pits and an old red cedar stake were found ... one half mile further westward slivers 
of a red cedar stake were found and the outlines of two pits ... one mile further westward the 
remains of an old red cedar stake and two pits were found ... but ... the fact that McElroy errone-

(Continued from page 7)
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ously located some of the interior section corners ... does not necessarily nor logically prove that 
the corner under consideration was erroneously located ... (advancing to 1913) ... upon the first 
trial, judgment was entered in favor of the plaintiff ... a new trial was granted and ... the referee 
took a large amount of additional testimony ... the Ball corner, located 45 chains and 48-1/2 
links west of the northeast corner of Section 36, is the site of the corner established in 1882 ... as 
the northwest corner of the section ... the evidence establishes the identity of the so-called Ball 
corner ... as the northwest corner of the section ... the Ball corner was the first interior section 
corner established by McElroy in the 1882 survey ... all the original section corners ... on the 
north line of the southern tier of sections ... are shown to bear a proper relation to the Ball cor-
ner ... no corners have been found on the line described in the field notes running north from the 
southwest corner of Section 36 ... the Court was wrong in holding that the Ball corner was not 
established by McElroy as the northwest corner of Section 36 ... McElroy ran a line due north 
from the southwest corner of Section 36, 40 chains to the edge of the Boardman marsh, where a 
mound was erected. He did not. however, cross the marsh, but went around it and established 
the Ball corner ... he eliminated by error what would have been the northwest quarter of the sec-
tion ... the petition should be dismissed and all costs taxed to the state ... we do not find it neces-
sary to consider and discuss ... estoppel and laches ... defendant is entitled to recover his costs ... 
defendant's contention is sustained.”

          Harvey’s efforts in this instance were truly remarkable, he had done his utmost to discover and 
present the strongest possible evidence of the original GLO monument locations, thereby adamantly 
protecting the rights of entrymen such as Ball, and his testimony enabled those original locations to ob-
tain the judicial respect that they deserved, thereby fulfilling his role as a diligent professional land sur-
veyor. The detailed evidence brought to light by Harvey clearly negated and silenced any suggestion 
that Ball might have moved the corner in contention, by illustrating that it's location corresponded per-
fectly with those of other corners in distant parts of the township, which Ball had no reason or opportu-
nity to move, thereby proving that he was a bona fide entryman, who had acted in complete good faith 
in locating and utilizing his land. Recognizing that Ball's bona fide rights must be protected, the Court 
applied the principle of monument control in 1913, overturning it's own 1911 decision, which had 
wrongly given priority to the erroneous original GLO plat and field notes, and the right of reliance of 
all entrymen upon the work of the GLO, as it was actually executed on the ground, was thereby reaf-
firmed as the paramount element of PLSS boundary control. Thanks primarily to Robert Harvey,  who 
thus taught the Court one of it's most important lessons on the subject of survey evidence, justice had 
been done, and a truly magnificent example of the towering importance of full diligence in the recovery 
of original survey evidence had been put in place, to inspire future generations of land surveyors. Per-
haps the most impressive aspect of Harvey's participation in this case was his objectivity, even though 
he was a public official employed by Nebraska, he understood that his ultimate responsibility as a land 
surveyor was to objectively pursue all of the relevant evidence, regardless of whether it might prove to 
be beneficial or detrimental to the interests of the state, realizing that every professional is ethically 
bound to perform all of his work in a completely objective manner. This particular battle played out as 
a great victory for private property owners in the never ending struggle between public and private land 
rights, since the state authorities had attacked Ball's land rights without merit, and they had very nearly 
succeeded in their unjustified attempt to force him off his land. Outstanding evidentiary efforts by the 
county surveyor, and by the federal surveyors who were involved as well, along with the exemplary 

(Continued on page 10)
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work of Harvey, made it possible however, for the Court to come to Ball's rescue in the end. The re-
spect of the Court, which Harvey earned on this occasion, while acting on behalf of the state surveyor's 
office, would become a major factor in the adjudication of future boundary controversies, as the Court 
has subsequently shown a high degree of deference to survey work emerging from that office, bearing 
the state surveyor's approval, as we shall note in reviewing several later cases involving restoration of 
the corners and lines of the PLSS.   

          Two other cases bearing upon the same subject matter may be worthy of note at this point, since 
like the Ball case they also provide some insight into the perspective of the Court on the relationship 
between original surveys and subsequent surveys. Dancer v Myers (1920) was actually a fairly wide-
spread community dispute, which was evidently triggered by a GLO resurvey that apparently involved 
at least part, if not all, of two townships in Arthur County. Four different boundary disputes were 
merged into one case in this unusual instance, although they involved properties that were several miles 
apart, because all of the disputes had stemmed from the same resurvey, and the common central issue 
was simply the validity of the resurvey itself. The GLO resurvey of the two townships in question, 
which had been originally surveyed in 1876, had been done during 1912 and 1913, resulting in the out-
break of numerous disagreements, as some people adopted the new corners and lines, while others 
naturally clung to older corner locations, based upon their knowledge of certain original monument po-
sitions. The parties supporting the resurvey insisted that it had been properly authorized, and it there-
fore legally eradicated any remaining evidence of the original survey, but the trial court upheld the on-
going validity of at least some of the alleged 1876 corner locations, despite the resurvey. Without recit-
ing the evidence in any detail, the Court upheld the lower court ruling, effectively demonstrating the 
Court's great reluctance to deny the validity of any potentially valid original boundary evidence, con-
ceding that the resurvey was legitimate evidence, but at the same time reminding the litigants that "the 
contrary may be shown". Later that same year however, the Court took a distinctly different view of a 
comparable situation in Harris v Harms (1920) noting that survey work done by the state surveyor's 
office was in play. Harris owned the SE1/4 of a certain Section 32, while Harms owned the NE1/4 
thereof, and a fence of unknown origin had served as a line of division between them for an unspecified 
length of time, until a deputy state surveyor determined that the quarter line was about 600 feet north of 
that fence. Very interestingly, on this occasion the Court pointed out that this was a pure boundary dis-
pute, and not a title conflict, thereby enabling the Court to sweep aside the equitable factors set forth by 
Harms, clearing a legal pathway for the resurvey to control the quarter line location. The Court then 
proceeded to applaud the deputy state surveyor for "making a most thorough investigation" and reject-
ing certain long locally accepted corners, on the basis that they were not "in accordance with the prac-
tices and usages of government surveyors". Having concluded that the monuments which were alleged 
to be original by Harms had actually been set by "locators" rather than surveyors, and were therefore 
entirely worthless, in full agreement with the findings of the deputy state surveyor, the Court upheld 
the lower court decision in favor of Harris. In thus placing it's support fully behind the work of the state 
surveyor's representative, the Court indicated that the crucial burden of proof rested upon Harms, to 
prove that the contested corners were not lost, as the deputy surveyor had deemed them to be, because 
as established in the Ball case, survey work executed under the auspices of the state surveyor's office, 
is worthy of the highest presumption of correctness.      

This article represents a portion of a book written in 2013 for professional land surveyors.  The com-
plete book is available from the Nebraska State Historical Society Library or free of charge upon re-
quest directly from the author (bportwood@mindspring.com). 

(Continued from page 9)
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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 gen-
eral public for the advancement of the land surveying profession.  

It is time for you to get involved in YOUR publication through your articles, col-
umns, pictures, and ideas.  Please send all items of interest to the editor by e-
mail: Lschroeder@cableone.net or phone: 402-371-7400 or to the Administra-
tive 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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PSAN 2018 Winter Seminar

The PSAN 2018 Winter Seminar was held at the Holiday Inn Conference Center in Kearney, Nebraska, 
on February 8 and 9, 2018.  The seminar was hosted by Trenton Snow and Jeremy Feusner. The key-
note speaker was Jeffrey N. Lucas with the following presentations: “How to Make a Boundary Deter-
mination that Will Win in Court” and “Ethics for Land Surveyors and Engineers”.  There were many 
break-out sessions that the attendees could chose from, which included the following presenters Jerry 
Penry, Gene Thomsen, Chuck Chase, David Zenk, Rachel Allison, and the Pre-Exam Workshop.

The following Awards were presented at the Banquet:
  25 Year Awards:

Marvin L. Svoboda, LS-489

Michael R. Frecks, LS-490

Timothy A. Hanson, LS-491

Mitchell W. Humphrey, LS-492

Ronald M. Koenig, LS-496

Head Chainman Award:

Casey Sherlock

David Hoffart
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PSAN 2018 Winter Seminar

Our new President, Todd Whitfield, 
speaking to the attendees, with the 
PSAN Board in the background.  

All photos are courtesy of LaVern 
Schroeder.

Photos at right and below: The atten-
dees enjoying the seminar.

Co-Hosts of the 
Winter Seminar: 
Far Left  - Jer-
emy Feusner and 
Left  - Trenton 
Snow.
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PSAN 2018 Winter Seminar

Here are some of the vendors showing their latest and greatest products and services in the 
Pre-function area of the conference center.
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PSAN 2018 Winter Seminar

The Keynote Speaker Jeffery N. Lucas during his presentations of “How to Make a Boundary 

Determination That Will Win in Court” and “Ethics for Land Surveyors and Engineers”.

Break-out Speakers: (clockwise from upper-left) David Zenk, Rachel Allison, Doug Aaberg, and 
Chuck Chase.



THE NEBRASKA SURVEYOR / Winter 2018 16

   The Board of Examiners received this e-mail from James Hamzhie regarding his Grandfather:

   Board of Examiners for Nebraska Surveyors,

  My Grandfather, Eugene Gollehon (LS#134) attended the 2018 Winter Conference yesterday. He in-
vited me to travel with him and join him at the banquet. As we sat through the dinner, awards, and auc-
tion last night, I was incredibly proud to know that he is one of the highest in years to continue his li-
cense. It is also incredible as to how much respect he is given by his peers and leaders of your associa-
tion.

  He was blessed to turn 90 years old in October of 2017. He has had some issues with his hip. He 
broke it a couple years ago and last year he broke the femur just below it. When we were walking back 
to the room after the dinner last night, he was very sore and tired from the day. Our family and I had to 
convince him that we should probably get him back home to Omaha rather than stay in Kearney. Be-
tween the sleep, soreness, and continued effort to be active through today, I think we made the right 
choice for his health. One of his biggest concerns was missing the last day of his conference. He is so 
proud to have been a member of PSAN for 60+ years and a surveyor for around 70 years.

  Thank you for all you guys do with the association. This is an industry and trade that my Grandfather 
loves and is so passionate about.

James Hamzhie
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Historic Maps of Nebraska
Alliance, Nebraska

By Sandy Maillie

   The Lincoln Land Company, associated with the Burlington and Missouri River Railroad, later part of the Chi-
cago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad, was the part of the railroad company that was in charge of selling the 
land that the railroad had received in land grants from the government.  In order to encourage development and 
settlement along their right-of-ways, the railroad quickly learned that they needed to plat towns along the way.  
The land companies started establishing towns every 7 to 10 miles along the right-of-ways, since they felt that a 
farmer along the right-of-way would be able to reach a depot & trading center at that distance.  The land com-
pany had to plat the new towns quickly in order to keep up with the rate that the rails were being laid.  In order 
to do this, the land company platted the new towns in much of the same way so that they started to resemble 
each other – some of the first towns were laid out with streets running parallel to the tracks, while later towns 
(known as the “T-town”) were platted with streets running perpendicular to the tracks.  Alliance, located in Box 
Butte County in Northwestern Nebraska, was originally platted as a “T-town” by the Burlington and Missouri 
River Railroad in 1888.
   In the spring of 1887, the Department of Public Lands of the State of Nebraska advertised that all the school 
lands, which consisted of sections 16 and 36 in each township in Box Butte County, would be offered for sale at 
a public auction to the highest bidder.  There wasn’t a lot of bidding until they reached Section 36, Township 25 
North, Range 48 West.  This is where Alliance is now located.  The Lincoln Land Company purchased all but 
one 40-acre tract in this section, to serve as a junction of the Burlington railroad lines.  The high prices paid for 
the land (ranging from $33 to $43 per acre) was proof to many people that the Burlington railroad was coming 
and that this location would become a thriving city.  People started arriving soon after the auction, with the intent 
of being part of building a great city, but the Lincoln Land Company refused to plat a town until the railroad 
reached the area.  This did not happen until January 1888.  In the meantime, the people that were waiting for the 
railroad to reach the area, were congregating on the land of the only 40-acre tract of the section that wasn’t 
bought by the land company, Easterly of where Alliance is now located, in a town called Grand Lake, with 

roughly built structures.  Once the rail-
road reached Section 36, they platted 
the town of Alliance, with the main 
commercial street running perpendicu-
lar to the tracks, and the lots were put 
up for sale in February 1888 with 
heavy advertisement by the land com-
pany in the East and in Europe.  By the 
summer of 1888, there were many 
buildings being built.  The existing 
town of Grand Lake was ignored by 
the railroad, later being abandoned in 
favor of Alliance.
  Alliance was started as a railroad 
town and grew to become a major cen-
ter of the homesteaders and ranchers in 
the North Platte Valley during the late 
1800s.  The town was platted by the 
Lincoln Land Company, a company 
that was in charge of the land that the 
Burlington and Missouri River Rail-
road Company received from the Gov-
ernment for right-of-way and to fi-
nance the cost of building the railroad.

(Nebraska, Colorado) Railroad Map of the United States, which is 
part of Rand McNally & Co.’s New Shippers’ Railroad Map of the 
United States published in 1891.  This is the Denver section of a large 
13 part map showing the railroads and railroad stations from the East 
coast to the 105th Meridian.  Map courtesy of David Rumsey Histori-
cal Map Collection.
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2018 Winter Convention

February 8-9, 2018

Holiday Inn & Convention Center

Kearney, Nebraska

Hosts: Trenton Snow & Jeremy Feusner

2018 Summer Seminar

August 17, 2018

Host: Matt Tinkham

Calamus Outfitters

Burwell, Nebraska

Advertisers Index

A & D Technical Supply Co. ……. 14

Berntsen International, Inc. ...……. 12

Seiler Instrument ..………………... 2

Southeast Community College …... 18

Surv Kap …………………………. 16

Transit Works ……………………. 11

2019 Winter Convention

February 7-8, 2019

Host: John Berry

Holiday Inn & Convention Center

Kearney, Nebraska

2019 Summer Seminar

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

Terrametrix LLC
4852 S. 133rd Street, Ste. 105
Omaha, NE 68137
Phone: 402-618-1099

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

Support PSAN Sustaining Members

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

Berntsen Int., Inc.
5418 Monument Lane, P.O. Box 8670
Madison, WI 53708-8670
Phone: 800-518-0934
Website: www.berntsen.com

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



THE NEBRASKA SURVEYOR / Winter 2018 20

All correspondence to: 

Professional Surveyors Association of Nebraska                                           
813 Marian Rose Ave.                                              
Herman, NE 68029-4055

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

      Winter 2018


