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Zeiss introduces the first 
of a new generation of electronic theodolites. 

Compact, lightweight, microprocessor controlled. 
Ideally suited for all medium-precision applications 

in engineering and building survey. 

Display of vertical 
and horizontal 
angle simulta­
neously at both 
telescope positions. 
Angles selectable 
in360'(DMS), 360°'' 
(Decimal), 400g 
(Grads), 6400 (Mils), 
Verticafangle (Slope 
in percent). Angular 
Accuracy ±6'' 

Menu-driven, micro­
processor control 
for selection of up 
to 10 programs. 
RS-232-C inteFface 
for data recording. 

Co-axial clamps and slow-
motion screws. Only 3 
operation keys. 
Minimum of 18 hours contin­
uous operation. Total weight 
including battery 3.8 kg. 

I 

e 

Telescope magnification 
SOX. Shortest focusing 
distance 3 feet. Built-in 
reticule illumination. 

£T1i4 
Electronic Engineers 
and Builders Theodolite. 
The new Zeiss ETh 4 sets 
new standacds in ease of 
operation and versatility. The 
operator can select either 
side as position 1. Therefore, ' ' 
the ETh 4 is equally suited 
•to right or left-handed 
operation. 
For further details and dem­
onstration of the new Zeiss 
ETh 4, contact your nearest 
2eiss dealer or call the Sur­
veying Instrunients Dept. 
at (914) 681-7308. 

- • • 

Carl Zeiss, Inc. 
One Zeiss Drive 
Thornwood, NY 10594 
(914) 747-1800 g** VVestGermanI 
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CL*S,A* 1986 Conference at the 
Red Lion Motor Inn^ Sacramenio 

^YOU'VE COME A LONG 
WAY-C.L.S.A. 

by Orlean Koehle 
The California Land Surveyors 

Association, founded in the winter 
of 1966, will be celebrating its 20th 
Anniversary (1966-1986) at the 
1986 Conference in Sacramento, 
February 11-14, 1986. Much 
growth, change and maturing have 
taken place since those early days of 
1966. Let's turn back the wheel of 
history and find out (1) how CLSA 
became organized; (2) about the 
beginning problems, objectives, and 
purposes; and (3) what CLSA is Uke 
today. 

L The Organization of C.L.S.A. 
The roots of the present California 

Land Surveyors Association stem 
from two separate organizations: (1) 
a tri-county group called "Sonoma, 
Lake and Mendocino Counties, En­
gineers, and Land Surveyors," and 
(2) the "CaUfomia Association of 
Licensed Surveyors" in Sacra­
mento. The Sonoma, Lake, and 
Mendocino organization was really 
the group responsible for forming 
the state wide association. It had 
existed for many years. Dick 
Hogan, later to become CLSA's 
first president, had belonged to the 
tri-county group for nearly eight 
years. He described it as "as plea­
sant, rather loosely organized bunch 
who, about every few months, 
would get together for a cocktail 

(dinner, and a program, usually at 
the Old Occidental Hotel in Santa 
Rosa." Their main topics of discus­
sion were " t o u g h surveys , 
developers, and unpaid accounts." 

^ The group had basically become 
\ inactive in 1965. Bob Curtis, also a 
. A past president of CLSA, and one of 

"the men responsible for its found­
ing, recalls, "how Dick Stephen and 
I used to sit in an office in Healds-
burg and look out of the window 
when it was raining, and there was 
nothing else to do and try to figure 
out why the [surveying] profession 

had gotten into the mess that it 
had." 

They decided something had to be 
done about it, and were able to con­
tact and arrange a meeting of the 
old tri-county group to see if they 
could arouse some interest in form­
ing a state-wide organization; they 
found, that there was enough in­
terest, and the CaUfornia Licensed 
Land Surveyors Association was 
formed, the CLLSA, later shortened 
to CLSA. Dick Hogan was elected 
as provisional president and a nine 
member steering committee was 
formed to draw up a constitution 
and bylaws. The committee met on 
February 18, 1966 in Sebastopol. 
Bob Curtis had written to other 
state associations asking them for 
information on how they had 
become organized. Eight of them 
responded; Bob shared their repUes 
and displayed the Ilhnois State 
Associat ion organizat ional 
materials from which nine recom­
mendations were then proposed: 
forming a board of directors and 
chairman of the board; a provisional 
state headquarters chapter; various 
standing committees; establish­
ment of initiation fees and dues; 
meetings at two month intervals. 

Proposed were also three classes 
of membership which still exist to­
day but with different titles: 

(a) active—(now, corporate mem­
bers)—licensed Land Surveyors; 
these members have the right to 
vote and hold offices; 

(b) associate—(now: affiliate 
status)— persons associated in asso­
ciated or affiliated fields such as 
title companies, civil engineers, etc.; 

(c) junior—(now: associate mem­
bers)—persons working for a licens­
ed Land Surveyor. 

President Dick Hogan then sent a 
letter to Mr. Gene Foster of Sacra­
mento inviting him and his group of 
surveyors, the California Associa­
tion of Licensed Surveyors, to meet 
with the newly formed CLSA at a 

tly 

h i ^ ^ 

halfway point for discussion and the 
possibility of merging. They met at 
Jonesy's Steak House at the Napa 
Airport on June 3, 1966. 

The Sacramento Group was 
basically a state group set up by 
Gene Foster and Fred Darby and a 
number of other people who were 
government employees. They had 
united for the same reasons: to gain 
status for the profession but they 
were also rather loosely formed, 
without a constitution or bylaws. It 
was suggested that since their goals 
and objectives were basically the 
same as that of the newly formed 
CLSA, and since they did not have 
any formal constitution yet, that 
they simply join the CLSA and 
adopt their name. That is exactly_ 
what they did; so overnight tl 
membership doubled from 15 to 
members, and has been climbing 
ever since. Today, there are some 
1,000 members in the CLSA. 

The next problem was getting 
Southern Californians involved. 
They, at first, ignored the new 
organization in Northern California, 
probably thinking it was so small 
and would never really get off the 
ground. The early CLSA spent a lot 
of money and time having board 
meetings in Los Angeles, specifical­
ly for the purpose of inviting Sur­
veyors in that area to take a good 
look at CLSA and see what they 
were trying to do. Eventually they 
were beginning to see some results. 
In the mid-1970's the Southern 
Cahfomians really became involved, 
now there is a predominance of 
members from Southern California 
including many leaders of the 
organization. 

n . Problems and Concerns 
1. The practice of land surveying 
by unhcensed individuals. One of 
the main problems CLSA had froi]^^ 
the beginning was related to siu^ej^H 
ing done by unUcensed individuals. 
The licensed Land Surveyor felt 
those persons who practice land 
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''Tfiis Conference CekSration wiH reflect the 

cfiaryes in C.L.S.A. fiistory/' 

o 

surveying should be educated, ex­
perienced, tested and licensed to 
practice land surveying. 

Chuck Wooldridge, a former 
president of CLSA—a licensed Land 
Surveyor who had also acquired a 
degree in civil engineering—noted 
that in some ways this issue served 
a useful purpose: it made Surveyors 
united and working together, "this 
question provided a terrific battle 
ground for the many divergent solu­
tions while appealing to all Sur­
veyors to the extent of gaining great 
momentum and serving as the uni­
fying force to bring Surveyors 
together under one umbrella." 

Other problems, as related by Bob 
Curtis were: 
2. Upgrad ing the profession, 
jhere was a lot of poor work being 
lone and a lot of "moonlighting 

that was subprofessional." 
3. Lack of education. Very few uni­
versities offered any kind of land 
surveying curriculum; only a few 
two-year programs were offered. 
According to Bob Curtis, "the four-
year curriculum is the basis for 
Land Surveyors entering the profes­
sion as a professional." He strongly 
advocates working for more four-
year programs. 
4. Legislation. The problem was 
how to get the members well enough 
informed, united and strong enough 
to combat harmful legislation such 
as legislation proposed by the 
American Society of Civil En­
gineers, Surveying and Mapping 
Division which had as its object to 
have all state registration boards re­
quire that "those who wish to en­
gage in the practice of land survey­
ing and related engineering work 
should first be required to qualify 
for a professional engineers license, 
and the right to practice land 

•

urveying should be a moral right 
ased on professional competence 

and the engineers code of ethics" 
rather than a legal right based on 
separate registrat ion for land 

surveying. 
5. And, of course, as with every be­
ginning organization, there was the 
problem of finances. There really 
was not much money to help with 
anyone's expenses. As Bob Curtis 
expressed, "Everything was volun­
teered time and volunteered money, 
and I spent a fortune in gas." 

This was true of so many of the 
past presidents as well as other of­
ficers, and is still true today. There 
is much personal sacrifice, gener­
osity and going "the extra mile" 
service that has helped build CLSA 
to the great organization it is today. 

Objectives and Purposes 
In a letter to the members sent 

out in April, 1967, by Bob Curtis, he 
states what he considers the pri­
mary purposes and objectives of 
CLSA; (A) To get the active partici­
pation of all CaUfornia Land Sur­
veyors involved in CLSA—to gain 
strength and unity in their associa­
tion. (B) To be able to advance their 
career through supporting proper 
legislation, to be aware of harmful 
legislation and be strong enough to 
combat it. (C) To demand Land Sur­
veyors' right to better educational 
facilities and the resources to use 
them. (D) To be regarded and 
respected as a profession by realiz­
ing that "high standards require 
high performance." 

On a message prepared for this ar­
ticle Bob Curtis stated what he feels 
should be the primary objectives of 
CLSA: (1) to be the voice of all Land 
Surveyors in California and their 
main source of information, and (2) 
to preserve the land surveying pro­
fession. He concluded with an im­
pressive statement of what the al­
ternative could be by not getting in­
volved: "We could through blissful 
ignorance—like the Kiki b i r d -
become extinct." 

I I I . C.L.S.A. Today 
Fortunately, the CLSA members 

chose not to become extinct and to­
day the CLSA has grown from its 

original 32 members to over 1,000. 
There are still some of the same con­
cerns such as (1) the age-old problem 
of what to do with the civil engi-, 
neers; should they be allowed cor-l 
porate membership status or con­
tinue with affiliate status; (2) it is 
still very difficult to obtain a formal 
education in the surveying profes­
sion; Fresno State is still the only 
college in California offering a four-
year baccalaureate program for a 
Land Surveyor. 

But, many of CLSA's purposes 
have been achieved, for example: 

(1) the membership has steadily 
grown and there is greater unity and 
strength in the Association. 

(2) CLSA has a professional lobby­
ist representing them in Sacra­
mento and keeping them abreast of 
any kind of legislation concerning 
land surveying. CLSA is now re­
garded and respected as a viable 
state association able to have a 
strong impact on the successful 
passage or defeat of legislation. 

(3) the pubhcation. The California 
Surveyor, goes out to all surveyors 
in the state regardless of their mem­
bership status. This approach has 
helped CLSA achieve its objective 
as being the voice of the Land Sur­
veyors of California. 

(4) CLSA has helped to bring 
higher s t andards and greater 
recognition for the Land Surveyor 
as a profession. 

In summary, the future looks 
very promising for CLSA as we con­
sider what has been accomplished 
over the past twenty years. We 
salute the hardworking leaders who 
were instrumental in its founding 
and guiding it over the years as well 
as those presently at the helm of the 
organization. You truly have come a 
long way—CLSA. 

Our apologies for any inaccuracies 
in this fiistory. To quote from Chuck 
Wooldridge, "the good old days are 
primarily based on poor memory 
and a good imagination'' Q 

D 
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President's Message 
Since my last report, I attended 

the Board of Registration meeting 
in Sacramento during the month of 
June and will be attending their 
November meeting in San Francisco 
as a temporary representative of 
CLSA to the Board of Registration 
until such time as a new President 
makes permanent appointments. I 
am filling the position of represen­
tative to the Board of Registration 
on an interim basis due to the 
resignation I received on June 22 
from Vince Sincek of the San Diego 
Chapter. Vince has served in this 
position for a number of years and 
has done an admirable job at 
representing CLSA to the Board of 
Registration. I have found his 
reports to be objective and fair and 
never personally critical. On behalf 
of the Association, I want to extend 
our sincere appreciation for his con­
tribution to the profession. 

I attended the Western Federa­
tion Conference held in the latter 
part of September. Various tech­
nical, business, and personal growth 
workshops were presented in three 
to four hour morning and afternoon 
sessions giving the attendees a real 
opportunity to not just listen but to 
participate and benefit. I t was an 
excellent conference and very educa­
tional. 

The third quarter CLSA Board of 
Directors Meeting was held in July 
in San Francisco. One of the more 
important items decided at that 
meeting was a Resolution to allow 
engineers Corporate Membership 
(same as Land Surveyors in the 
S ta te Association). From the 
discussions that took place prior to 
voting on the Resolution, it was ap­
parent there are many surveyors in 
California concerned about our rela­
tionship with the engineering pro­
fession and feel we need to work 
closer together. On the other hand 
there are others who feel that 
diluting the voting leadership of the 
Association would diminish the in­
tegrity and autonomy that sur­
veyors have established for them­
selves, in recent years, as a separate 
professional group. The Resolution 
was defeated. This issue will, more 
than likely, come up again in future 
years; however, I would hope the 
positions all surveyors take will be 
secondary to the soUdarity of the 
profession. 

The fourth quarter Board of 
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Directors Meeting was held in San 
Francisco on October 12. Although 
there were no controversial issues 
on the agenda the meeting did run 
from 9:30 a.m. until 5 p.m. because 
the Board Members are taking a 
more active role in discussing, 
analyzing, and deciding all of the 
issues of concern to the member­
ship. 

One item that drew much discus­
sion is the location of Board 
Meetings. For the time being Board 
Meetings are presently held in San 
Francisco. The reason being the 
overall cost to the Chapters and 
Assoc ia t ion is less . Hold ing 
meetings in other areas of the state, 
for example Los Angeles costs more 
and historically the attendance a t 
Board Meetings has been the Direc­
tors only and not usually local 
members. I t has been suggested 
that if local Chapters were to spon­
sor meetings of the Board of Direc­
tors then the Board Meetings could 
be moved throughout the state with 
the hopes of generating more in­
terest in the business of the State 
Association from the local level. For 
more details as to the business of 
both the July and October Board 
Meetings, see the minutes to be in­
cluded in the Cal Surveyor in this or 
future issues. 

I am pleased to announce that by 
the time this issue of the Cal 
Surveyor is published, we will have 
put on our first educational seminar 
in Los Angeles and San Francisco in 
November. This is the first seminar 
in several years and the first of 
many more to come now that we 
have reestablished an educational 
seminar program. Future seminars 
will be subjects of timely need-to-

know topics and I urge the member­
ship and surveyors throughout 
Cahfornia to take advantage of t h ^ | 
opportunity to enlighten t h e i ^ ^ r 
selves and keep up with their profes­
sion. The seminar presented in 
November covered legal research 
and the nature of easements. 

Before closing, I am compelled to 
make some comments regarding the 
passage last year of Senate Bill 
1837. This particular piece of 
legislation certainly enhanced the 
laws governing our profession; 
however, it has drawn some 
criticism from a number of sur­
veyors as to its purpose and neces­
sity. I wholeheartedly support 
SB-1837; it has been overdue for 
some years and could be even fur­
ther strengthened. Evidence found, 
analysis of, and monuments set 
should be clearly shown on a record­
ed document in the form of a Corner 
Record. Record of Survey, Parcel 
Map, etc. every time a survey is per­
formed. To do otherwise is a disser­
vice to your fellow professional sur­
veyors and the public. Preparation 
and filling of the Record of Survey i 
simply an undisputable fact of t 
survey process and is as necessar 
as researching the project, calcu­
lating the traverse, or pounding 
stakes into the ground. Obviously, 
if information is recorded and 
shared with the other surveyors and 
the public, the overall cost of 
surveying will decrease not to men­
tion the cost savings due to addi­
tional benefits Uke less opportunity 
for litigation to occur. SB-1837 
represents a new attitude among 
surveyors who want to organize and 
work together as a profession, who 
do want to be retraced, who do take 
pride in every survey they perform, 
who want their monuments ac­
cepted by others as well as would 
Uke to have good reason to accept 
other surveyors monuments, who 
wish to share their knowledge and 
resources with other surveyors to 
improve the quality of surveying for 
all surveyors and thereby better 
serve the public interest. 

In closing, I hope to see everyone 
a t our 20th Anniversary Confer^^ 
ence to be held in S a c r a m e n t ^ ^ 
February 12 which promises to m^ 
an exciting event for the surveyors 
in California. 

Michael R. McGee, L.S. 
President 



Letters to the Editor 
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Many surveyors seem to be 
unaware of the rationale and neces-
jity for the passage of SB-1837 
hapter 943, Statutes of 1984), 

which modified the Record of Sur­
vey provisions of the Land Sur­
veyor's Act. 

Some people apparently feel that 
to disclose the position of the points 
they set is unprofessional and a vio­
lation of the Client-Surveyor rela­
tionship. Others see it as a "Big 
Brother" tool, wherein government 
is allowed to interfere in the day-to­
day operations of the private practi­
tioner. 

In my opinion, these observations 
are nothing but a smoke screen by 
those who have little or no concern 
for their professional peers and 
posterity. How often have sur­
veyors said "I wonder what this 
pipe represents?" The monument in 
question may have a tag that is ob­
literated, or missing. It may have 
been set as a random point, an off­
set, or a witness. If there is no 
record, what good is it? Quite often 
we re-invent the wheel, when the 
ines we need have recently been re-

tabhshed. If a Record of Survey or 
•omer Record has been filed, one 

would at least have the benefit of 
knowing who to look-up. 

We, the Land Surveyors of CaU-
fornia, constantly harp on the fact 
that we are "Professionals." Is it 
professional to scoff at the law, hide 
corners, fail to perform correct 
surveys or not to tag your points? If 
so, let us continue in the manner we 
have been going. 

It is a fact, however, that all sur­
veyors in all of California's counties 
are not scofflaws. Many file Records 
of Survey as a matter of course, 
both under the old language and the 
new. and these persons don't even 
understand the argument. Also, 
many County Surveyor's offices are 
programmed to make the fiHng of a 
Record of Survey difficult, if not im­
possible. If this is a problem, official 
roadblocks can be removed or push­
ed aside. The local CLSA Chapter 
can visit the County Surveyor or the 
Board of Supervisors. If this 
^oesn't work, which I doubt, the 

oard of Registration has jurisdic-
lon, and will, I am sure, act on the 

problem. 

Another concern voiced is ' 'if I file 
a Record of Survey on every job, my 

Wb 

it* 
^ T o 

fees will be too high, and I won't 
have any work." Admittedly, this 
could be a problem, but one which is 
easily solved. Form a Joint Profes­
sional Practices Committee, and let 
your peers know that the law is 
there to be followed. This is not 
meant as a call for a "witch-hunt", 
but merely as a means for the self-
policing of our profession. If we 
don't clean-up our act, somebody 
else will. A potential side effect of 
this method is the possible retire­
ment of signature sellers. 

Finally, remember that the Act 
refers to all Land Surveyors and 
surveying Civil Engineers, both 
private and public. Cities and coun­
ties, special districts, and the State 
must also file maps and corner 
records. This does not mean that all 
municipal, district and State 
records are not void. That would be 
assinine. It does mean that when 
one does a survey based on these 
records, an official record will be 
created which is not subject to the 
whim of an unknowledgeable ad­
ministrator or bureaucrat. 

I feel that we must remember cer­
tain aspects of our profession, and 

do our best to help it along. First, a 
monument must have character and 
a geneology. What is it and where 
did it come from? The record calls 
for a redwood hub and you find a 
concrete monument. Is it in the 
same position? How can you be 
sure? A filed map. 

If we expect recognition as profes­
sionals, and the respect of future 
surveyors, we must act to improve 
the pubhc record. We owe it to 
ourselves, the public and our 
posterity. 

Harold B. Davis, L.S. 3352 
Chairman, CLSA Legislative 
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FAST FINDING 
Locates well casings, 
cast iron water lines, 
valve boxes, masonry 
nails, manhole covers, 
surveyor's markers and 
gas lines. 

• New state-of-the-art meter 
• Audio and visual readouts 
• 60" sensitivity range 
• Ultra-light 2VB lb, 
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Legal Comer 
THE BEAUFORT SEA CASE— 

800 Miles of Disputed, 
Ice-Bound Boundaries 

by John Briscoe 

Perhaps the vastest, and certainly 
one of the most exotic title and 
boundeiry lawsuits in our nation's 
history is the Beaufort Sea Case, 
now pending before a Special Mas­
ter of the United States Supreme 
Court. The case is United States v. 
Alaska, which was filed in 1979 in 
the Supreme Court's "original juris­
diction." That special jurisdiction of 
the Court is distinct from its appel­
late jurisdiction; in original-jurisdic­
tion cases, lawsuits are filed in the 
first instance in the Supreme Court, 
rather than in some lower court. 
This ju r i sd ic t ion is reserved 
primarily for cases between the 
states, and for certain cases by the 
federal government against a state. 

The issue in United States v. 
Alaska is the location of Alaska's 
three-mile maritime limit off its 
north coast from Icy Cape, south­
west of Point Barrow, to the Cana­
dian border. Within that limit, 
Alaska owns the submerged lands; 
beyond it, to at least 200 miles, the 
U.S. owns the submerged lands and 
the resources of those lands. (The 
200-mile minimum U.S. ownership 
is a t t r i b u t a b l e to P r e s i d e n t 
Reagan's March 1983 statement 
proclaiming that the U.S. possesses 
a 200-mile "Exclusive Economic 
Zone."} If, geologically speaking, the 
continental shelf extends beyond 
200 miles, the U.S. owns those 
submerged lands as well. 

It is one thing, one might im­
agine, to say that a maritime boun­
dary exists three miles off our 
shores, and another to say with 
precision where that boundary is 
located. Among the issues raised 
along the 800-mile Alaskan arctic 
coast are these: 
1. Whether the massive ARCO 
pier, at Prudhoe Bay, built with the 
"mistaken" permission of the Corps 
of Engineers, should be treated as a 
"harbor work" within the meaning 
of the international treaty govern­
ing this case, so that Alaska's 
boundary is measured from it, and 
not from the natural shoreline, 
2. Whether southeast Harrison 
Bay, where it is thought another 
Prudhoe Bay oil field may be found, 
is a legal bay in international law. If 

it is, Alaska's seaward boundary is 
to be measured from a hne drawn 
between the headlands of the bay, 
rather than from its shore. 
3. In places along the north 
Alaskan coast, there are barrier 
islands lying off the mainland that 
are more than six miles from shore. 
In the view of the federal govern­
ment, the Court is strictly to mea­
sure the three-mile limit from each 
island and from the mainland to 
shore, a practice that leaves pockets 
or lakes of high seas (whose sub­
merged lands would be owned by 
the federal government) wholly sur­
rounded by Alaskan territorial 
waters. Alaska submits that, at a 
minimum, these areas should be as­
similated to its territorial waters. 
More properly, in Alaska's view, the 
Court should construct, as in the 
case of bays, "straight basehnes" 
between the islands, where they are 
not more than 10 miles apart. The 
three-mile limit should then be 
drawn from the islands and these 
straight baseline segments. In the 
view of Alaska, this method would 
accord with more than 100 years of 
U.S. policy in its foreign af­
fairs—poUcy that, in the context of 
this htigation, the U.S. now re­
nounces. 

4. Whether an alluvial feature off 
Prudhoe Bay called Dinkum Sands 
is an island in international law. If it 
is, Alaska is entitled to the sub­
merged lands within three miles of 
it. If Dinkum Sands does not 
qualify as an island, the government 
owns the submerged lands within a 
three-mile radius. 

The disputed area off Prudhoe 
Bay alone was jointly leased by the 
parties in 1979, pending the out­
come of this litigation. The bonus 
payments from these leases (no 
royalties have been paid, as no pro­
duction has yet occurred), with in­
terest, now exceed $1 billion. 

I t is obvious that these issues pre­
sent substantial fact questions re­
quiring a trial—one that would 
severely tax the schedules of the 
nine justices of the Supreme Court. 
While it had been the practice of the 
Court early in its history to hear 
such cases itself (the last known 
jury trial held before the Court was 
in 1797), modernly the Court's prac­
tice is to refer such cases to a 
Special Master. That is what has 

been done in the Beaufort Sea case. 
The Master there has conducted 
two days of trial in 1980, t h r ^ ^ ^ 
weeks of trial in 1984, and one anl^P 
one-half weeks of trial this past 
summer. After hearing arguments 
on the various issues, he will write 
his report containing a recommen­
dation to the Court, which will then 
hear argument and decide the case. 

Special prominent CaUfomians 
have served the cause of Alaska in 
this case, including Eureka engineer 
John Winzler of the firm of Winzler 
& Kelly, and three scientists from 
the Scripps Institution of Oceano­
graphy, Doug Inman, Tim Bamett , 
and Ron Flick, all of whom testified 
as expert witnesses for Alaska. In 
addition, Alaska has benefited from 
the helpful advice of Francois D. 
Uzes, the chief land surveyor at the 
Cahfornia State Land Conmiission. 
Mr. Briscoe, the author of the 
recently published Surveying the 
Courtroom (Landmark Enterprises, 
1984), has served as special trial 
counsel to the State of Alaska in the 
Beaufort Sea litigation. • 

"SURVEYING THE 
COURTROOM" 

A Land Expert 's Guide to Evidence 
and Civil Procedure 

by John Briscoe 

Any Land Surveyor, oilman, 
engineer, or appraiser who has ever 
been mystified by the rituals of the 
legal profession will find this book 
to be an essential pathway through 
what appears to be a wilderness. 
The book relates the rules of 
evidence from hearsay to burden of 
proof, and steers the reader all the 
way through the course of a lawsuit 
to the United States Supreme 
Court. 

The examples given in "Survey­
ing the Courtroom" are from the 
authors store of experience in boun­
dary, land and natural resource 
cases. Ample citations are given to 
provide easier access to additional 
reading. 

John Briscoe, a San Francisco at­
torney and writer, has devoted a 
substantial portion of his legal 
career to cases of land and natur 
resources disputes. He has trie' 
such cases in federal and state 
courts, and has argued them before 
the United States and California 
Supreme courts. D 

^ 
i t e ^ 

Page 8 The California Surveyor — Pall 1985 


