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B) Describe any record evidence, monument evidence, occupational evidence, testimonial evidence or
any other material evidence you considered, and whether the monument was found or placed.

1 found the pk nail and ties per the X-21 tie sheet filed in 1988. The pk nail did not check the ties and the head
was found to be nearly sheared off and leaning. I removed the top layer of asphalt/sealer and found the base of
the pk nail and surveyed/accepted the same as the PLSS corner location; a cotton gin spindle was set in the
location of the pk base. A magnetic pull exists below. I accepted the four witnesses as found and set a cotton

gin spindle per the sketch; ties to the witnesses are well within expected tolerances.

C) Was the corner restored through acceptance of (1) an obliterated evidence location, or, (2) a found

perpetuated location?

Found perpetuated location.

D) Describe any material discrepancy between the location of the corner as restored or reestablished
and the location of that corner as previously restored or reestablished by distance and direction.
Show the discrepancy on the plan view drawing under (a), above. Show the distances between the
corner as previously restored or reestablished and (1) the corner as restored or reestablished, and (2)

to at least 4 of the witness monuments shown on the drawing in (a), above.

I did not find a discrepancy between the corner restored and a previously documented corner location.
Discrepancy being defined as disagreeing with a corner location, not as noting dimensional differences
between current/former tie sheets due to measuring methods. The current and most recent tie-sheet dimensions

filed for the corner are noted.

(E) Was the corner reestablished through lost corner proportionate methods? If so, show the method,
including the directions and distances to other public land survey corners used as evidence or used

for proportioning the corner location.

N/A

I Jason R. Houle, hereby certify that the corner location as identified by the corner code index was determined
by me 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.
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