-

—-=d

111V RINN FIN | D DY N S

SURVEY &
REMONUMENTATION

AUG 13 198 \/\ cKINAC COUNTY REMONUMENTATION CORNER

SECTION LAND CORNER RECORDATION CERTIFICATE
Filing Requirement of Act 74, Mich. P.A, 1970

For corners in REGE‘V B & F".EB

Mackinag Located In: Corner Code =¢ FRANKOVICH
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1, Neil E. Hill , in a field survey on August, 6 19 98 , 5 :
do hereby certify that under requirements of P.A. 74, Michigan P.A. 011970, the cornerpomtsmenhoned &
in lines 1 and 2 above were in conformance with regulations and rules therefore as required in the —1&—“1}7“_""15“_"15__‘4_—13—
curtent manual of survey instructions of the United States Degartment of the interior, Bureau of Land 4

o1
above were in conformance with the rules of the Michigan Board of Land Surveyors or by a Decreecfa
Court of Law; established, re-established, monumented. re-monumented, recovered, found as

Management or by adecree of aCourt of Law and/or that the comer points mentionedinlines 3,4 and 5 8 9___2}0__2 | 4_
A

expressed below: ) 103 29 2§27 ———26——25—
NOTE: Not more than 4 corners, all in the same town and range, may be recorded n i .
on this cerlificate. - . 2 g4dga—dg3——34—— 36—
| N A R
A. Description of original monument and acgessories and/or subsequent restoration:
1840  GLO notes William Burt 9" Tamarack N581%W 72 links
4" Fir S84W 27 links
1973 Survey by Mary C. Fiendt Set 3%” pipe and cap Liber A Pg. 95-96
1985  Survey by Larry R. Rogers Found % pipe.

1998  See reverse side for a full detailed history of the corner.

B, Description of corner evidence found and/or method applied in restoring or reestablishing corner: ':‘s""g - o
:r;?}f':u.‘...-"ﬁ'é&%;s
1997  Remonumentation survey by R.S. Scott Associates, Inc. ""«,‘g“ftﬁvﬁ,, o
Found %" pipe.

This corner position is compatible with County and local surveys. This corner posmon is accepted as a careful
and faithful perpetuatxon of the position of the original corner. -

C. Description of monument for corner and accessories established to perpetuate locating the position of the corner:

1997  Placed a 3” Mackinac County remonumentation Cap Stamped to identify the corner, over a 14” iron rod in a
%" pipe, in a monument box.

Referenced: NO9 W 137.89 - PP ™
(Exist) N16E 76.30 PP
(Exist) SIIE 10920 PP
S67E 3845 4” Scotch Pine
1998  As requested by the Michigan Remonumentation Commission, the corner is re-recorded by the Mackinac
County Surveyor, to correct a designation problem. No resurvey or check of witnesses was performed only
the designation problem was corrected, and fyll history added to the form.

signed by Motk = Adily Rg Date _______August 6, 1998

Surveyor's Michigan License No. 27447 : © FORM APPROVED BY MICHIGAN STATE BOARD OF LAND SUBVEYORS, JAW, 18, 1971
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Part A: Defailed History

The original GLO notes (1840-1845) for T42N, ROIW, Section 36, Mackinac County,
indicate the no corner was set at the E ¥4 Corner of Section 36, however a meander corner
was get at 37 chains North of the SE corner, and another meander corner was set 37.38
. chains South of the NE corner, ‘This land, being low and wet with water levels rising and
falling, became filled to the point the land became useable and a road was extended south
from the Village of Cedarville. Probably through work by the County Surveyor, T.L.
Jackson, the land was divided assuming a ¥4 corner had been placed on the original survey.

In 1973 Mary C. Feindt set a %” pipe and recorded the corner as M-12, T42N, ROIW,
Section' 36, making note on the reverse side of the form of the special circumstances
concerning the recordation. Since then, a number of surveyors have used this corner for
various surveys in the area, and subsequently parcels of land have been described form this
cOoTner. ‘

Upon Mr. Guthrie’s review of the corner, he did not note the special circumstances
involved with this corner when submitting the corner as M-12, T42N RO1W, as the
previous surveyor had recorded the corner, but failed to note the rear of the form.

When the peer group reviewed the corner for acceptance, they had a discussion
relative to the corner not being placed at the time of the original GLO survey, and
therefore, the corner could not be recorded with the designation M-12. Discussion then
was made on how to salvage the recordation of such a corner, and how it should be
designated, Using a designation of WCMC was considered, but later dlsregarded as it
would be set lakeward of both meander corners, the feeling of the peer group is this is not
normally acceptable. That left two remaining designations, “Property Controlling”, and
that of “Special Corner”. Of the two, Special Corner was selected and the corner was
allowed to be recorded as M-12, TA2N, ROIW, and A-12, T42N RO1E, with a note that it
-was a special corner, and a further note “Set as a specla] corner to witness meander
corners to the North and to the South that are currently not set.” By using such a
designation the history of the corner was not broken by recording the corner as something
other than a % corner, Under direction of the peer group, the corner form was accepted
with those corrections ingerted.

Under direction of the Michigan Remonumentation Commission, the County Surveyor
was directed to re-record the corner as a property controlling corner, with the reason
being that since the corner was never placed in the original GLO survey, it cannot have a
alpha-numeric designation.

The corner was re-recorded with the directed changes.
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