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Group Exercise:
Case Study No. 4



Case Study No. 4:  
Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26. 
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Case Study No. 4:  Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26. 1873 plat. (detail)
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Unsurveyed



Case Study No. 4:  Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26. 1898 plat.  (detail)
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Surveyed in 1873

Surveyed in 1897



Case Study No. 4:  Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26.  Status and patents.
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Case Study No. 4:  Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26. Retracement data.
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Offset Dist.



Case Study No. 4:  Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26.  Questions.
1.  Should there be two separate C-N 1/16 
section corners?
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Case Study No. 4: Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26. Questions.

367

2.  If  separate, how should the C-N 1/16 
section corners be established/reestablished?



Case Study No. 4:  Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26. Questions.

368

3.  If  common, how should the C-N 1/16 
section corner be established/reestablished?



Case Study No. 4: Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26. Questions.

369

4.  How to determine the remaining corners 
of  the subject parcel?



Answers: 

Case Study No. 4.
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371

Case Study No. 4:  Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26.  
1.  Should there be two separate C-N 1/16 
section corners?
Answer:

2009 Man., sec. 5-77. (4) In 
order to accomplish a 
resurvey, the section boundary 
lines are first retraced in their 
entirety … 



372

… or as needed to mark the 
boundary of the Federal 
interest lands, and restored 
in their original position, as 
nearly as practicable. 



373

2009 Man., sec. 10-14. When 
executing a dependent resurvey 
of allotted lands that are 
described according to an 
official plat, the surveyor shall 
protect the plat; …



374

… in other words, 
subdivide the section 
consistent with the method 
previously used. 



375



376



377

2009 Man., sec. 3-122. The 
basic principles outlined 
generally give satisfactory 
results except in special 
cases.



378

2009 Man., sec. 5-76. The 
records of official resurveys 
cover many special cases. 



379

Special Cases - Summary 
2009 Man., sec. 7-62. When 
reestablishing a lost corner, … … an 
attempt must be made to harmonize 
the process with the methods used in 
the original survey. 



380

… an attempt must be 
made to harmonize the 
process with the methods 
used in the original survey. 



381

Subdivision of Sections—
Special Cases
2009 Man., sec. 10-5.  The need 
for subdivision of sections and 
any unusual methods required …



382

… are brought out in the 
special instructions. Examples 
are Indian allotment 
surveys, …. (emphasis 
added)



383

Subdivision of Section—Three-
Mile Method 
2009 Man., sec. 10-16. 
Surveyors working with Indian 
lands, on- or off-reservation, …



384

… or lands that were Indian 
lands at the time of the survey 
or allotment must be aware of 
the “three-mile method” of 
section subdivision. 



385

2009 Man., sec. 10-16. (continued)  This 
method is different from the statutory 
method of section subdivision. Both can 
create aliquot part descriptions, but each 
is identified by a different set of 
specified corner and boundary line 
location characteristics. 



386

2009 Man., sec. 10-16. 
(continued) The three-mile 
method creates specified corner 
and boundary line location 
characteristics that are determined 
from the survey evidence.



387

2009 Man., sec. 10-16. 
(continued) … is attempted 
to be located according to 
the statutory method of 
section subdivision. 



388

2009 Man., sec. 10-16. 
(continued)  Problems arise 
when an aliquot part description 
based upon the three-mile 
method of section subdivision…



389

Case Study No. 4:  Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26.  
1.  Should there be two separate C-N 1/16 
section corners?
Answer: (continued)
2009 Man., sec. 10-20. The 
surveyor must always study the 
survey plat and field notes 
thoroughly to determine how 
the allotments were surveyed. 



390

2009 Man., sec. 10-20. (continued)  When 
dependently resurveying an allotment, 
patented by either an Indian trust or fee 
patent, where the official survey used the 
three-mile method, the surveyor must 
perform a dependent resurvey according to 
the official survey record. 



Case Study No. 4:  Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26. 1873 plat. (detail)
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Three-mile Method Subdivision Line

N 1/16th Section Line



392

2009 Man., sec. 10-20. (continued)  
Recovered original corners shall stand as 
the corners of the patented lands and shall 
control the boundaries within the section 
regardless of how well the position fits the 
original plat position or the statutory 
method of subdividing a section. 



393

Guiding Law:
Supreme Court Case:
Lindsey v. Hawes, (1863)  67 U.S. 554 
(the location on the ground must be 
based on the original survey in effect 
at the time the valid entry was made); 



394

Guiding Law:
Supreme Court Case:
Cragin v. Powell, 128 U.S. 691 (1888) (it is 
just as if the monuments, survey plat, field 
notes, laws, regulations, and rules governing 
how to survey the land described in the 
patent, are attached to the face of the patent…



395

… becomes as much a part 
of the grant or deed by 
which they are conveyed, 
and controls so far as limits 
are concerned… ) 



396

Guiding Law:
Supreme Court Case:
Cragin v. Powell, 128 U.S. 691 (1888)
In the case of Cragin v. Powell, 128 
U.S. 691, 696 (1888), the Supreme 
Court said: 



397

It is a well settled principle that 
when lands are granted according 
to an official plat of the survey of 
such lands, the plat itself, with all 
its notes, lines, descriptions and 
landmarks, ….



398

Guiding Law:
Supreme Court Case:
Clement v. Packer, 125 U.S. 309 (1888) 
(It is unquestionably true that a junior 
survey cannot control or enlarge the 
dimensions of a senior survey. …)



399

2009 Manual Guidance:
2009 Man., sec. 10-20.  If any of 
the original corners are lost, they 
must be restored using the 
appropriate method of 
proportionate measurement. …
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Generally this is single 
proportionate measurement. Corner 
restoration and further section 
subdivision must be conducted so 
as to “protect the plat.” 



401



402

The Idaho Chief Cadastral Surveyor 
concluded, in this case, that the Supreme 
Court cases of Clement v. Packer, 125 
U.S. 309 (1888) and Powell, 128 U.S. 
691 (1888) should apply in first restoring 
the 1873 (senior) survey.  



403

Additionally, the 2009 Man., sec. 10-20, 
should apply to the restoration of lost 
Three-mile Method subdivision of 
section corners on the N 1/16 sec. line 
of sec. 26 so as to “protect the plat.” of 
the 1873 (senior) survey. 



404

The Idaho Chief Cadastral Surveyor 
concluded that based upon the 2009 
Man., sec. 10-20 (Recovered 
original (Three-mile method) 
corners shall stand as the corners of 
the patented lands …



405

… and shall control the 
boundaries within the section 
regardless of how well the 
position fits the original plat 
position or the statutory method 
of subdividing a section.



406

The Idaho Chief Cadastral 
Surveyor interpreted Man., 
sec. 10-20 to mean that the 
Three-mile corners on the N 
1/16 section line …
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… should be connected (be 
controlling monuments) for 
the corners determined in 
the 1897 (junior) survey.



408

In applying this interpretation of the 
law and regulations, conflicts 
(overlaps) and double corners were 
thus avoided between the 1873 
survey and the 1897 completion 
survey of section 26.



409

Therefore there would not be 
two separate C-N 1/16 
section corners of section 26.



410

Case Study No. 4: Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26.
2.  If separate, how should the C-N 1/16 
section corners be 
established/reestablished?
Answer: (continued)
The Idaho Chief Cadastral Surveyor 
interpreted Man., sec. 10-20 to mean 
that the Three-mile corners on the N 
1/16 section line should be connected 
(be controlling monuments) …



411

… for the corners determined 
in the 1897 (junior) survey.
Therefore there would not be 
separate C-N 1/16 section 
corners.



Case Study No. 4:  Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26.
3.  If common, how should the C-N 1/16 
section corner be established/reestablished?
Answer:

412

Per the 2009 Man., sec. 10-20.  
If any of the original corners are 
lost, they must be restored using 
the appropriate method of 
proportionate measurement. …



413

… Generally this is single 
proportionate measurement. 
Corner restoration and further 
section subdivision must be 
conducted so as to “protect the 
plat.” 



Case Study No. 4: Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26.
4.  How to determine the remaining corners 
of the subject parcel?
Answer:

414

The point for the C 1/4 section 
corner would be determined at 
the intersection of a the N. and 
S. center line …
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… (as determined by a line 
connecting the S. 1/4 section 
corner of section 26 to the 
restored 1873 C-N 1/16 section 
corner) and the E. and W. 
center line.



416

The point for the C-W 1/16 section 
corner would be determined at 
mid-point between the point for 
the C 1/4 section corner and the W. 
1/4 section corner. 



417

Because the Idaho Chief Cadastral 
Surveyor interpreted the 2009 Man., 
sec. 10-20 to mean that “Recovered 
original corners shall stand as the 
corners of the patented lands and 
shall control the boundaries …



418

… within the section regardless 
of how well the position fits the 
original plat position or the 
statutory method of subdividing 
a section, …



419

… therefore there would only 
be one NW 1/16 section corner 
of section 26, namely the 1873 
NW 1/16 section corner. 



Case Study No. 4: Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26.
4.  How to determine the remaining 
corners of the subject parcel?
Answer: (continued)

420

Consider the Use of Collateral Evidence:
2009 Man. Sec. 5-77.(10) The 
cadastral surveyor is in the same 
position as the local surveyor, and is 
bound by rules governing restoration
of the original survey, …



421

… determination of acceptable 
location of local points of 
control, questions of good 
faith locations, and 
recognition of special cases. 



Case Study No. 4: Group Survey No. 1403, 
T. 33 N., R. 1 E., sec. 26. Answer.  Official 
plat accepted 2005. (plat detail)

422



More Questions:

423



Case Study No. 5:
Inquiry to BLM Cadastral Survey, 2014.

T. 34 N., R. 3 W., sec. 20.

424



Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry to Idaho BLM 
Cadastral Survey, 2014. 
T. 34 N., R. 3 W., sec. 20. 

425Figure 1 1



Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry to Idaho BLM 
Cadastral Survey, 2014.  
T. 34 N., R. 3 W., sec. 20. 1870 plat.

426



Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry to Idaho BLM 
Cadastral Survey, 2014.  
T. 34 N., R. 3 W., sec. 20. 1870 plat. (detail)

427

Survey



Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry to Idaho BLM 
Cadastral Survey, 2014. 
T. 34 N., R. 3 W., sec. 20. 1898 plat

428



Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry to Idaho BLM 
Cadastral Survey, 2014. 
T. 34 N., R. 3 W., sec. 20. 1898 plat. (detail) 

429

Surveyed in 1897



Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Questions.
1.  Is point 7, east line of Section 20, half way
on the line between point 6 and point 8?

430Figure 1 



Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Questions.
2.  What is the northwest corner of Section 
20, point 1 or point 2?

431Figure 1 



Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Questions.
3.  How do you set point 3, the N. 1/4 
corner, a lost corner?

432Figure 1 



Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Questions.
4.  How do you set point 13, the N. 1/16 
corner on the west line of Section 20?

433Figure 1 



Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Questions.
5.  How do you set point 13, the C.N. 1/16 
corner?

434Figure 1 



Case Study No. 5: Inquiry Questions.
6.  Are your answers listed or justified in the 
Manual of Instruction?

435Figure 1 



Case Study No. 5: Inquiry Questions.
7.  If so, please list the sections.

436Figure 1 



Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Questions.
8.  If not, do they come from another source?

437Figure 1 



Answers: 

Case Study No. 5.

438



1.  Is point 7, east line of Section 20, 
half way on line between point 6 and 
point 8? 

439

Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Answers. 

Yes. The 2009 Manual, sec. 3-
100, states that    “… The lands 
included in an entry or selection 
are identified on the ground by 
marked and fixed monuments, …



440

… or by corner positions 
fixed by measurement and 
reference established in the 
survey …



441

… to an area defined on the 
ground by those fixed 
monuments and related by 
description and outline to the 
protractions on the official plat.” 



442

The protractions on 
the official plat 
indicate a mid-point 
location for “point 7” 
as noted on Figure 1. 

E 1/4 sec. cor. of sec. 20 
Figure 1 (detail)



443

See also 2009 Manual, 
sec. 3-99 (subdivision of 
section positions are fixed 
on the plat by protraction), 



See also 2009 Manual, sec. 
3-102 (subdivision of 
sections by a uniform 
plan), 

444



445

See also 2009 Manual, 
sec. 3-105 (quarter-
sections based upon 
midpoint protraction),



446

See also 2009 Manual, 
Figure 3-40 (Examples of 
subdivision by protraction),



447

See also 2009 Manual, sec. 7-7  
(proportionate measurement in 
order to harmonize the 
restorative process with the 
methods of the original survey),  



448

and 2009 Manual sec. 7-
16 (single proportionate 
measurement).



2.  What is the northwest corner of 
Section 20, point 1 or point 2?

449

Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Answers. 

Point 2. The 2009 
Manual, sec. 7-45, 
states that, “… a 
recovered closing 
corner not actually 
located on the line that 
was closed upon …

Figure 1 (detail)



450

… will determine the direction 
of the closing line, but not its 
legal terminus. The correct 
position is at the true point of 
intersection of the two lines.



451

In this case, the 1897 closing 
cor. was recovered by the 
official 2010-2011 resurvey, and 
determined to be off the senior 
line (1870 survey) by 16 lks. 



452

The true point of intersection of 
the two lines was called for (2010-
2011 CC), but not monumented.  
The true point of intersection is the 
northwest corner of sec. 20. 



453

The 1897 closing cor. of secs. 19 and 20 did not 
meet the definition of an “obviously careful 
retracement” as described in the 2009 Manual, sec. 
7-23, wherein one set of corners was established for 
one side of the line (1870 survey), and a second set 
of corners was established for the other side of the 
same line in the course of a later resurvey or 
retracement (1897 retracement). 



454

See also 2009 Manual, 
Figure 7-4 (Two sets of 
corners established in 
sequential surveys), 
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See also 2009 Man., sec. 7-24 
(junior corner was not 
established by an obvious 
careful resurvey or 
retracement, evidenced by its 
recovery far off line).
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See also 2009 Man., sec. 7-26 
(recovered junior corner not 
actually located on the (senior) 
line … should not control the 
(senior) line for measurement 
or alinement). 



457

See also 2009 Man., sec. 7-42 
(corners first established generally 
will control … the alinement and 
the proportional measurement 
along the (senior) line).



3.  How do you set point 3, the N. 1/4 
corner, a lost corner? 

458

Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Answers. 

The 2009 Manual, sec. 7-2 defines a 
lost corner as “… one whose original 
position cannot be determined by 
substantial evidence, either from 
traces of the original marks or from 
acceptable evidence or reliable 
testimony …



459

… that bears upon the 
original position, and whose 
location can be restored only 
by reference to one or more 
interdependent corners.



460

Since this corner position was 
not monumented in the course 
of an official survey, sec. 7-29 
would apply to this situation. 



461

The 2009 Manual, sec. 7-29 states, 
“The correct position for the minor 
subdivision corners for sections on 
the side to which the junior corners 
refer are as protracted on the plat of 
those sections. 



462

… When a monument is to be 
established at the protracted 
subdivision corner position, the 
original position of the section 
junior corners will control in 
the establishment. 



463

… The proportionate 
measurement position between 
the original positions of the 
junior corners will be moved 
in a cardinal direction, …



464

… north or south on a 
latitudinal line, or, east or 
west on a meridional line, 
to the true point on the line. 



465

… This true corner point for 
the subdivision corner will 
control the location of the legal 
subdivisions for the section on 
the side to which the junior 
corners refer.



466

These procedures may 
need to be modified if 
gross distortions in 
position or measurement 
are involved.



467

In short, the protracted 
position for the N. 1/4 sec. 
cor. of sec. 20 would be 
determined at mid-point in 
departure …



468

… between the original 
positions for the closing cor. of 
secs. 19 and 20, and the closing 
cor. of secs. 20 and 21 (point 
Nos. 1 and 6 as depicted on 
Figure 1), …



469

… then moved in a cardinal 
direction to the senior line (south 
boundary of sec. 17).  The point 
would require adjustment to the 
latitudinal curve since it is on an E. 
and W. line. 



470

...  This solution is 
consistent with the areas “as 
protracted on the plat” of the 
original survey for sec. 20. 



471

Refer also to sec. 3-24 
(rectangular limits), sec. 2009 
Man., sec. 3-105 (mid-point 
protraction), …



472

… secs. 3-112 through 3-
117 (order of procedure in 
subdivision of sections), 
sec. 7-18 (adjustment to 
latitudinal curve), …



473

… and sec. 7-46 (correct positions 
are as protracted on the plat of 
those sections when a new 
monument is to be established at 
the protracted quarter-section 
position …



474

… the original position 
of the section closing 
corners will control in 
the establishment).



4.  How do you set point 13, the N. 
1/16 corner on the west line of 
Section 20? 

475

Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Answers. 



476

The 2009 Manual, sec. 7-45 
states, “When an original closing 
corner is recovered off the line 
closed upon and the new 
monument is established …



477

…at the true point of intersection, 
the original position will control in 
the proportionate restoration of 
lost corners dependent upon the 
closing corner.



478

… In a like manner the 
positioning of sixteenth-
section corner(s) or lot 
corner(s) on the closing 
line, …



479

…between the quarter-section 
corner and the closing corner, 
will be based on the 
measurement to the original 
position of the closing corner.” 



480

Specifically, the point for 
the N. 1/16 sec. cor. of secs. 
19 and 20, would be 
determined at proportionate 
dist. ... 



481

… between the 1/4 sec. cor. 
of secs. 19 and 20 (point 12, 
Figure 1) and the original 
closing cor. of secs. 19 and 
20 (point 1, Figure 1), …



482

… utilizing the distances (as 
protracted and as shown) on 
the original plat (i.e. 20.00 
chs. and 45.25 chs. overall 
dist. for the “N. 1/2 mile”). 



483

The determination of these record 
distances are consistent with the 
2009 Manual, sec. 7-29 (a 
monument to be established at the 
protracted subdivision corner 
position).



5.  How do you set point 14, the C.N. 
1/16 corner? 

484

Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Answers. 



485

The 2009 Manual, secs. 3-
101 and 3-102 (subdivision 
of sections by protractions) 
describes the procedures 
(uniform plan) …



486

… originally followed by 
the draftsperson in the 
subdivisions of sections into 
aliquot parts and lots, such 
as sec. 20. 



487

The 2009 Manual, sec. 3-
117 (Subdivision of 
Quarter-Sections by 
Survey), states that:



488

Preliminary to the 
subdivision of quarter-
sections, the quarter-quarter 
or sixteenth-section corners 
shall be fixed …



489

… as nearly as possible 
equidistant or proportionate 
measurement from two 
corners which stand on the 
same line, … 



490

… and between the 
quarter-section 
corners and the 
center of the section.



491

On the last half mile of the lines 
terminating on township 
boundaries, they should be placed 
at 20 chains, proportionate 
measurement, counting from the 
regular quarter-section corner.”



492

This direction also 
applies to the point 
for the C-N 1/16 
sec. cor. of sec. 20. 



493

Regarding directions for the 
subdivision of sections by 
local surveyors, refer to 
secs. 3-131 through 3-136. 



494

Also as noted in the 2009 Man., 
sec. 3-137, “In marking the corners 
of subdivisions-of-section, the 
surveyor shall identify the section 
boundaries, run and mark the 
section center lines, …



495

… and fix the legal center of 
the section in common, in 
order to determine the 
boundaries of the affected 
quarter-sections. …



496

Then, if  the boundaries of  
quarter-quarter sections, or 
lots, are to be run and marked, 
the boundaries of  the quarter-
section shall be measured, …



497

… and the sixteenth-section 
corners fixed and marked in 
accordance with the 
proportional distances 
represented upon the approved 
plat.”



498

These “proportional 
distances”, are also 
known as implied 
distances. 



499

These are related to 
parenthetical distances, which 
are defined by the 1978 
Glossary of BLM Surveying 
and Mapping Terms as:



500

“Distances noted on the 
plats in parentheses are 
those regular and fractional 
portions of lines…



501

… constituting the 
boundaries of the quarter-
quarter sections and 
fractional subdivisions 
bounded thereby. …



502

Parentheses are used where 
the record is not supplied by 
the field notes, indicating 
that the distance was not 
measured on the ground. 



503

The figures show 
what was used in the 
calculation of areas. 



504

… The same lengths are to 
be adopted proportionately 
whenever there is a need for 
an establishment …



505

… of sixteenth-section 
corners on the section 
boundaries, and for control 
points for the subdivision 
of sections.



506

The determination of these 
record distances are consistent 
with the 2009 Manual, sec. 7-29 
(a monument to be established 
at the protracted subdivision 
corner position.) 



507

The correct positions 
are as protracted on the 
plat of those sections. 



508

There are three primary 
methods to calculate the 
original parenthetical 
distance between lots 2 
and 3, sec. 20. 



509

The first is to use the area 
relationships as noted on the 
original plat utilizing the 
parenthetical (implied) 
original distance for the W. 
bdy. of lot 4 (i.e. 25.25 chs.). 



510

Specifically, 50.36-
25.25=The parenthetical 
distance between lots 3 
and 4 (i.e. 25.11 chs.) 



511

Utilize that value to determine 
the parenthetical distance 
between lots 2 and 3, 
specifically, 50.07-25.11=24.96 
chs. Refer to sec. 9-64.  



512

A third method would be to 
add the original areas of lots 
2 and 3 and divide by 4.  
Specifically, 
(49.79+50.07)÷4=24.965 chs. 



513

This method originates indirectly 
from the 1894 Manual, pages 68-
70 (Computation of the Areas of 
Lots Adjoining the North and 
West Boundaries of Regular 
Townships). 



514

Specifically, the 1894 
Manual, page 70, states “The 
area in acres of any section 
along the north and west 
boundaries of regular 
townships (except sec. 6) …



515

… may be had by 
multiplying the sum of its 
parallel boundaries 
(expressed in chains and 
decimals of a chain) by 4….” 



516

This concept also functions 
in reverse by adding the 
areas and dividing by 4, to 
derive the distance, as 
noted above. 



517

It is noted that in 
this case all three 
methods derive a 
similar result. 



518

The point for the C-N 1/16 
sec. cor. would then be 
determined at single 
proportionate dist…. 



519

… between the C 1/4 sec. 
cor. of sec. 20 (point 19, 
Figure 1) and the 1/4 sec. 
cor. of sec. 20 only (point 
3, Figure 1). 



520

Specifically, [(20.00 chs.)÷(20.00 
chs.+24.965 chs.)]x(retracement 
distance between the C 1/4 sec. cor. 
of sec. 20 and the 1/4 sec. cor. of 
sec. 20)= the retracement distance 
between points 19 and 14, Figure 1.



6.  Are your answers listed or justified 
in the Manual of Instruction? 

521

Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Answers. 

Applicable specific 
2009 Manual 
sections are as 
noted above. 



522

The following 2009 
Manual secs. also give 
general guidance 
regarding the 
subdivision of sec. 20: 



523

sec. 3-99 (subdivision of 
sections); secs. 3-112 
through 3-117 (order of 
procedure in subdivision 
of sections); 



524

sec. 3-132 (legal 
subdivisions shown on 
approved plat); sec. 3-
137 (legal subdivision 
principles); 



525

sec. 5-77 (resurvey 
summary, including 
subdivision of section);  
sec. 6-6 (function of a local 
surveyor); 



526

sec. 6-41 (satisfactory 
local conditions); sec. 
6-45 (local points of 
control); 



527

sec. 7-61 (where no Federal 
interest lands are involved, 
the methods and explanations 
of the BLM should be 
regarded as advisory only);…



528

…and sec. 9-43 
(official plat controls 
the limits of the grant).



7.  If so, please list the sections.

529

Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Answers. 

See above-noted 
references.



8.  If not, do they come from another 
source? 

530

Case Study No. 5:  Inquiry Answers. 

With regards to “other 
sources”, the 2009 
Manual, sec. 6-43, 
states …



531

Other factors to be 
considered are the rules of 
the State law and the State 
court decisions, …



532

… as distinguished from the 
rules laid down by the BLM 
(the latter applicable to the 
public land surveys created 
boundaries in all cases). 



533

Under State law in matters of 
agreement between owners, 
acquiescence, or adverse 
possession, property boundaries 
may be defined by …



534

…  roads, fences, use or 
occupancy lines, or survey 
marks, disregarding exact 
conformation with the original 
legal subdivision lines. 



535

These may limit the rights 
between adjoining owners, 
but generally have no effect 
on the boundaries of Federal 
interest lands.



Even More Questions:
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