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GLO survey by Wm. N. Gibb under contract #783, dated Dec. 3,
1908 - (DCSO records Vol. 10 page(s) 4233-4)
Set granite stone, 6x8x14", 10" in the ground for cor. secs.
21, 22, 27 & 28, marked with 3 notches on E & 2 notches on S
edges, from which
A laurel, 10" dia., bears N.49°E., 39 lks., mkd: T26S R2W
S22 BT.
A cedar, 30" dia., bears S.15°E., 43 lks., mkd: T26S R2W
527 BT.
A maple, 7" dia., bears S.12°W., 75 lks., mkd: T26S R2W
S28 BT.
A laurel, 8" dia., bears N.18°W., 33 1lks., mkd: T26S R2W
S21 BT.

GLO resurvey by Fred Mensch, U.S. Cadastral Engineer; under
Instructions dated May 25, 1916 & April 16, 1918, - (DCSO
records Vol. 10 Page(s) 4326-7)

Set an iron post, 3 ft. long, 2" dia., 24" in the ground, for
SW cor. of sec. 22, with brass cap marked:

T26S
R2W
522

1918
from which
A fir, 10" dia. bears N.69°E. 37 lks. mkd: T26S R2W S22 BT
Cor. established by Deputy Gibb as cor. of secs. 21, 22, 27
& 28 bears N.48°08'E., 10.34 chs.
I destroy the cor. established by me in 1916 as SW cor. of
sec. 22; also marks on BT.

DC Surveyors Office - V R Tracy - 8/15/1967 - C.S. 54/40-61

Not found - SW corner of sec. 22. Note land side took out the
corner; Fd brass cap 106.0 ft. down hill on top of the ground

David Edwards - For: Roseburg Resources. - 2/2004 - M 143-66
Several options.for positional resolution of the missing SW
corner of Sec.' 22 were analyzed. Considering that the nearest
existing corners are closing corners a bearing extension
intersection are rejected. Comparison of my returned
distances relative to the 1918 GLO resurvey shows
inconsistent disharmony. Therefore a distance-distance
intersection was also rejected. A broken boundary adjustment
using the 2 nearest monumented corners was ultimately
utilized to place the missing corner. cont.




