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U. S. PUBLIC LAND SURVEY MONUMENT RECORD

SECTION |2 T IS5 N, R 6 W, TOWN OF Greenfield
LA CROSSE COUNTY
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TYPE OF LANDMARK
114301 ipon pipe. Lunde marker
TTB-EARINGS ARE REFERENCED TO

True

LOCATION OF LANDMARK Crew: William C, Jung

Peter ', Follansbee

Crew: William C. Jung Jung ]
Peter F. Follansbee Follansbee Date: June 21, 1991
Date: January 29, 1991 10/11/01 Replaced pipe with Lunde marker.

Describe any record evidence, monument evidence, testimonial evidence or any other
material evidence you considered and whether the monument was found or restored
through acceptance of an obliterated evidence location.

In over 22 years of surveying, I have never had a section as bad as Section 12. I have
-studied all of the field evidence and my computations at great length. After long and
careful consideration, I have decided to accept the occupied corner as the best avail-
able evidence of the original government corner position. Not to do so would disrupt
accepted conditions on the"ridge'" and throw the area into turmoil. To me this is un-
acceptable. In my opinion the original survey was in error and the occupied corner

is probably the best evidence of the old corner. The South line of Section 12 is just
over 2.5 chains short of the original distance, and the South line of the SW1/4 is
(continued below) .

Describe or show any material discrepancy between the location of the restored

corner and that of the corner previously restored or reestablished.

Berg calls for a nail at this corner. I could not find it. I don't think that it would
fit my corner.

continued: : : _
long, being over a chain longer than the original call. This would indicate an error in
theroriginal tally, certainly something that I have encountered before. Also’ the origi-
nal call was 80 chains East-West with line hif"fthe post at the SE corner of Section 12}
Giving the terrain and normal field procedure, this is hard to believe. There are several
80 chain East-West distances in this township?stually the distance was long or short of
this and the closing post was missed. Either the original survey crew was very good or
else*was "fudged”. Giving all the problems that I have found in this township, I believe
it to be the latter.

(*their survey)

Aerial photos, including one from 1938, show that the occupation in Sections 12 and 13
fitsthe occupied corner. It has been this way for many years. Mr. Hess, whose family

has owned land in the NE1/4 of Section 13 since 1868, says that the lands have always
(Continued on the back) :
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RECORD OF DURABLE WITNESS MONUMENTS

NO Resek DESCRIPTION BEARING DISTANCE
| | P.K. nail in unblazed 26"evergreen (fir?) | = «cceeeeea 19.43
2 |Center of manhole | emen 24.83
3 |Top nut of fire hydrant | ;ee——— 63451
4 Existing iroﬁ pipe at the occupied "40"corner N3°11'08"W - (True) 1328.26

2’20 N

L/P K. nail in utility pole, Q‘
70 28.21' from corner

\ /
/ Lunde marker
10/11/01 1 vwos

The Lundehad been disturbed during j o
construction. We reset it in gravel.
The iron bar to the South measures 26,167 @
and the pipe to_the SE measures 40.61'. ‘

not to scale)

PLAN VIEW DRAWING OF REFERENCE TIES
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MAP SHOWING DISTANCE AND DIRECION TO OTHER PUBLIC LAND
SURVEY CORNERS USED FOR REESTABLISHING THE CORNER

(not to scale)

SW-Sec.12 S1/4-Sec.12 SE-Sec.12

e W o N ©

N89°43! 57"y 2714.00 N89°13'wW 2397.54

(continued testimony)
been occupied this way. The final corner fits the old line further EHast for directimand also
the old 1/4 line to the South for direction and distances between the N1/4 and CN1/16 of Sec.13
and C1/4 and CN1/16 of Sec.13., The old North-South fence along the West line of the NW-SE of
Sec.12 also supports my final corner location. The old line to the South from the S1/16SW of
Sec.12 indicates that the "40" corner split the long 1/2 mile almost perfectlyl-Also, the old
fence corner at the SW corner of the EastBacres of the SW-SW of Section 12 also fits the long
1/2 mile of 2714'. It appears that Sections 12 and 13 were subdivided using the location that
I have accepted as the corner. Again, I feel that the original survey was in error, that the
original corner was erroneous, and that my location best fits that old corne

\\“\\mumu,,, ",

NSO,

I, William C. Jung, -Beputy County Survevor,

HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE CORNER LOCATION SHOWN ON THIS RECORD
WAS DETERMINED BY ME OR UNDER MY DIRECTION AND CONTROL AND
THAT THIS U. S. PUBLIC LAND SURVEY MONUMENT RECORD IS CORRECT
AND COMPLETE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF.

ﬂlg LQLQ‘WW&. Q/ \,m\q February 6, 1991 N\ %SG, ccoeeer". @Q*
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