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IN REPLY REFER TO:

9180.1 (942)
Umted States Department of the Interior - A

BUREAU OF LLAND M'ANAGEMENT
OREGON STATE OFFICE

| - P.O. Box 2965 (729 N.E. Oregon Street)
SEP 2 5 1972 Portland, Oregon 97208

COUNTY SURVEYOR
DOUGLAS COUNTY, ORE,

September 20, 1972

Mr. Francis L, Ingram
Douglas County Surveyor
County of Douglas
Roseburg, Oregon 97470

Dear Mr. Ingram:

Your letter dated September 11, 1972, concerning the X section cormer of
sections 23 and 26, T. 31 S., R. 2‘W., has been reviewed.

The line between sections 23 and 26 was surveyed by Dennis Hathorn, in 1858,
and he called the corner of sections 22, 23, 26, and 27 common, as was the
X section cornmer of sections 23 and 26.

In 1906-08, Fred Mensch surveyed north on the line between sections 26 and 27,

and in his field notes, states he fell 1,34 chains, east of the corner of sec~
tions 22, 23, 26, and 27. He set a closing corner at the point of intersection

and destroyed the marks on Hathorn's trees which referred to sections 26 and

27, thus making Hathorn's corner corner one of minimum control for sections 22 -

and 23 only.

Mensch ‘then retraced the south boundary of section 23 and finding the original‘
X section corner in a badly decayed state, reestablished this corner, marking .
it for both sections. However, examination of Mensch's plat reveals that the
north portion of section 26 is lotted. By examination of the plat we find the
lot acreages are based upon the % section corner of section 26 being at mid

point on the north boundary of the section. It is our opinion, then, that ¥
section corner of sections 23 and 26 is not common.

Sincerely yours,'

William W, Glenn
Chief, Branch of Cadastral
Surveys
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