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CALIFORNIA LAND SURVEYORS ASSOCIATION 
PRESENTS: 

 
              PAULIE FATS ANNUAL POOL TOURNAMENT 

 
HOSTED BY: JOHNNY PROVOLONE  

 

FRIDAY NIGHT – JULY 15, 2011 
SIGN-IN : 5 :00 – 6 :00 

DINNER : 6 :00 
 

AT 

 
 

1096 N. MAIN STREET, ORANGE 
(714) 771-9706 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Think you have what it takes to be a pool tournament champion? 
Then here’s your opportunity to show off your billiard skills and take 

down a few of your peers in a friendly tournament. 
The cost is $20.00 dollars per player, which includes a buffet dinner. 

If you rather not play and just want to come out and cheer on your friends, $15.00 will get 
you a nice tasty buffet dinner as well. 

Registration starts at 5:00, Tournament starts at 6:00 and dinner will be served at 6:30.  
Please make reservations ASAP so we can get a good count 

on how many will be competing. 
 

FOR RESERVATIONS CALL:  JENNIFER PALMER (949) 474-1960 
OR E-MAIL RESERVATIONS:  jpalmer@fuscoe.com  
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PRESIDENT’S LETTER 
 
 

Well I won't back down 
No I won't back down 
You can stand me up at the gates of hell 
But I won't back down 
 
   Tom Petty, 1988 
 
 
Strong words of defiance against the forces 
of the opposition, indeed. When do you feel 
this way? On the freeway, in bumper-to-
bumper traffic? During an argument with your 
partner, or your high school age kids? When 
you get the check letter from that pesky map 
checker? Well, traffic isn’t going to get any 
better, and I'm really not the one to dispense 
advice on your domestic battles, but let's talk 
about map checkers for a while….. 
 
I've had the opportunity to approach this topic 
from 'both sides of the counter', so to speak, 
from the perspective as the 'checkee' and the 
'checker'. From this point of view, I would 
have to say that the most important thing to 
remember is that map checkers are people, 
too. They put their pants on one leg at a time, 
and are subjected to the same up's and 
down's as you and I. Let me explain….. 
 
The process of checking a map is often a 
complex one. In exercising the rigors and 
responsibilities necessary to stand behind the 
mandate that the map must be technically 
and mathematically correct, there's a lot of 
ground to cover. A good map checker must 
be familiar with State Law, local ordinance, 
and the ever allusive 'Professional Standard 
of Care'. It's a tall order, and one that is 
fraught with two main pit-falls: the subjective 
concept of personal preference vs. 
Professional Standard of Care, and the 
objective concept of map-checking vs. quality 
control. 
 
With regard to the former, I frequently hear 
that suggested revisions I've included in a 
check letter represent my own personal 
preference and that the consultant being 
reviewed does not need to bend to my 

'whims'. Honestly, I've often brought that 
same point of view against reviews of my 
own work. If you find yourself in this position, 
where you think your work is being judged 
not only against the actual rules and 
regulations, but also against the personal 
preferences of the checker, I would advise 
you to consider the following: First and 
foremost, it is your map – when you sign and 
seal the finished product, you are accepting 
100 percent of the liability for the information 
shown on the map. Thus, if you are being 
pressed on a certain point, if you believe you 
are correct, and you can objectively prove 
it, you should make a concerted effort to 
communicate that to the checker. Example: I 
was recently informed that I could not include 
two signatures on a Record of Survey. True, 
it is a bit un-orthodox, but under the law, it is 
perfectly permissible. The map checker's 
request was based primarily on an un-
familiarity with a somewhat obscure portion of 
the law, and on the fact that the practice of 
dual or multiple signatures is just not that 
common. The map in question I was 
submitting did in fact have a split of the major 
portions of the responsible charge issues, 
and based on that fact, I believed it was 
appropriate that the two of us who 
contributed to the making of the map should 
actually sign it, and I could prove objectively 
that this was entirely legal under the law. By 
offering up Board Rule Sections 401 and 
411, I was able to make the case that it's not 
simply that I wanted to have two signatures, 
it's a practice that is fully accommodated 
under current state law. Problem solved. 
 
Another example involved the submittal of a 
legal description for a road dedication. The 
right of way takings for the new alignment 
passed through several parcels of a recorded 
map. I chose to prepare the description as a 
strip-type description, describing the new 
alignment from end-to-end, and utilize the 
caption to delineate the specific areas of 
dedication parcel by parcel. The individual 
reviewing and approving the submittals did 
not agree with my methodology, simply on 
the basis of "…that's not really how we do 
things around here. We like to see things 
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described by the metes and bounds 
method…". When I read that comment, I 
could almost hear the banjo's start playing 
the theme from Deliverance. The key issue to 
remember here is "objectivity".  If there is 
any sort of law, rule, or regulation that can be 
cited as a basis for a revision of this nature, 
that's one thing. But, if a revision of this 
nature is being requested and you can 
objectively make a case for your preference, 
you should do so. Remember, once you sign 
a map or legal description, you are accepting 
the liability for the sufficiency and accuracy of 
the document. In the case of the strip method 
vs. the metes and bounds preference, it was 
my professional opinion that the strip method 
was the most efficient, and there was no rule 
or regulation stated in the city subdivision 
manual that regulated the methodology used 
in a description of this type. Therefore, the 
individual was, essentially, creating 'law' from 
behind his desk, a process that is usually 
frowned upon by the City Attorney. These 
issues were pointed out to the individual in 
question by the City Attorney and the 
descriptions were reviewed on their own 
merits and eventually approved.  
 
Again, the two main issues to keep in mind 
with comments that you believe are 
subjective are: 
 

 You are the professional signing the 
document, and accepting the liability 
for it's sufficiency and accuracy. If, in 
the future, the sufficiency or accuracy 
of the document is questioned, you 
can not take the position of "The map 
checker made me do it that way". 

 
 If your case can be objectively 

supported or proven, you should 
follow up with a professional 
communication to the checker, either 
a letter, an e-mail or, at the very least, 
a phone call, stating the merits of your 
position. It may be that the checker is 
not familiar with the issue in question, 
and you could be influential in 
'educating' that individual on the 
points in question. 

 
The concept of the subjective review 
comments are mostly a frustration to the 
professional submitting the documents for 
review. On the other hand, the objective 
concept of map-checking vs. quality control is 
a huge point of contention with the map 
checker. I claim it's an objective issue 
because more often than not, once a checker 
starts to get into the review of a document, it 
becomes clear as to whether or not the 
document is actually complete enough to be 
reviewed. In the case of a boundary issue, if 
there has not been enough actual field work 
or analysis to support the boundary being 
shown on the map, there's really no reason to 
continue with the review, since major portions 
of the information shown may change with 
additional survey and analysis. Also, every 
now and then, it's clear by the appearance of 
the mapping that the mapping is being 
attempted by someone who has little or no 
experience with the process. With the review 
of a legal description, it is often the case that 
the written description has been prepared by 
someone who truly has no conceptual idea of 
the standards, nuances, and precedents that 
shape a properly composed description. In 
these cases, the concept of 'quality control' of 
an incomplete document, versus the review 
of a complete document, is being foisted 
upon the checker.  
 
This is an occurrence that I have seen an 
enormous increase in. Far too frequently, I 
have been involved in the review of a map or 
description that is simply not finished, or has 
been prepared by an individual who is 
obviously not competent in the endeavor. The 
reasons for this may be one or a combination 
of the following: 
 

 Due to the current economic issues, 
all the expensive people who know 
how to do this stuff have been laid off; 

 
 Due to the current economic issues, 

all the skilled technicians who know 
how to do this stuff have been laid off, 
leaving only upper management 
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types, who are unfamiliar with the 
processes in question; 

 
 Due to the current economic issues, 

jobs are being won for a fraction of 
the cost that they should go for, and 
there is simply not any time in the 
budget for adequate in house quality 
control; 

 
 Due to a general lack of training, 

education, and experience, 
unqualified individuals are preparing 
and supervising the preparation of 
professional work product.  

 
Regardless of the underlying root cause of 
this alarming situation, it is becoming more 
and more prevalent. Unfortunately, most 
agencies are reeling from the same 
budgetary issues that the private sector is. 
They are forced to review a growing volume 
of sub-standard work product with a shrinking 
staff and a reduced budget. It has all the 
makings of the perfect storm. Often times, the 
checker's only possible response is to return 
the map, un-checked, with a request for more 
survey, analysis, or attention to detail. The 
checker should not be put in the position of 
suggesting professional level remedies for an 
incomplete or insufficient submittal. The 
checker's responsibility in this case is to 
objectively inform the submitter of the major 
conceptual deficiencies with the specific 
issues, and return the document without 
completing a comprehensive review. The 
checker's responsibility does not necessarily 
include providing extended professional 
advice as to how to properly complete the 
document. That responsibility falls squarely 
on the professional in responsible charge of 
the preparation of the document in question. 
Often, as a checker, I see issues arise that I 
believe I know the 'solution' for. Ethically, I 
believe it is my place to point out that there is 
a specific problem, but not always my place 
to offer a specific solution. It's often a fine line 
between the two, but the checker must 
maintain objectivity in isolating a potential 
problem, and be careful not to offer a 
subjective opinion on a solution. 

 
The bottom line is this: It's your professional 
product, and you have 100 percent of the 
liability once the document is signed, sealed, 
and recorded. The good news is that there is 
a filter between you and that liability in the 
agency review process. When both sides 
actively participate in that process, it can 
function as a professional partnership, and, 
as with all partnerships, open, honest, and 
objective communication is the key to 
success.  
 
Wow, maybe that's how I should handle my 
teenagers, too. Now, if I can only solve the 
traffic problem…………. 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING 
MINUTES 
 
Due to the postponement of this month’s 
Board meeting, May’s meeting minutes are 
pending approvals at the next Board meeting. 
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NOTES FROM THE GRILL 
 
Greetings Baseball Fans, or just tailgate 
groupies, 
On Friday the 10th of June Orange County 
Chapter of CLSA along with our brethrens 
from the Riverside/San Bernardino Chapter 
got together for our annual Angel Night and 
Tailgate Party. For the first time in our 11 
year history of the event we didn’t sell-out. 
Hoping that is just the sign of the times and 
not my BBQ cooking. We still had 80 people 
in attendance and I hope everyone had a 
good time. Unfortunately the Angels didn’t 
cooperate by losing to the Kansas City 
Royals but it was still a good game. 
Our tailgate this year featured our Standard 
selections of Tri-Tip, Marinated Chicken, Hot 
Dogs, Salsa and peanuts.  New to our menu 
were pinto beans, Spanish rice and BBQ 
Country Style Ribs. These dishes seem to go 
over well and I’ll probably bring them again 
next year. We also had refreshments to put in 
our red cups, which featured the bartending 
talents of Mr. Jerry Uselton and his 
margaritas. 
Of course things wouldn’t have run so 
smoothly at the tailgate party if it wasn’t for 
the help of Rachelle Cuomo, Judy Pavlik and 
Evelyn Lake, who put the serving table 
together and kept everything stocked. I also 
had help on the grill this year from my fellow 
surveyor Daryl Christian and his other brother 
Daryl, (actually it’s Dave but I can never resist 
that old line). 
I had a great time and hope everyone else 
did as well. There was a great mix of people 
from young to old, male and female, and with 
a minimum amount of shop talk. It’s great just 
to meet new people in the profession as well 
as old, plus their family members. 
Next month is our annual Paulie Fats Pool 
Tournament, under the direction of   John 
Pavlik, at Danny K’s in Orange. I hope we 
have a great turnout to play some pool and to 
remember a great person who was a mentor 
to many of us. 
 
Until next year, 
 
Joe Padilla, Activities Chairman 

ORANGE COUNTY 
CHAPTER SCHEDULE OF 
2011 MEETINGS AND 
ACTIVITIES 
 

As a general rule, the board meets on the 
second Tuesday of each month, and the 
general meeting is the following week. Below 
is our tentative schedule of events for the 
coming year. Please note that things change, 
and this is only tentative. 
 
As of this writing, the board meetings will be 
held at the offices of Johnson-frank & 
associates, 5150 east hunter avenue, 
Anaheim, ca, 92807. Board meetings 
commence at 5:00 with dinner, and generally 
run from 5:30 to 7:00 or 7:30. Any member is 
encouraged to attend, but seating is 
somewhat limited. If you have a matter that 
you believe should be brought to the board, 
please contact Tony Cuomo 
(tonycuomo@johnson-frank.com) with your 
intent. 
 

 

July 12 - Board meeting 
July 19 – Paulie-fats Annual Pool 
Tournament (Tentative Date) 
 
August 9 - Board meeting 
August 16 – Silent Auction Night 
 
September 13 - Board meeting 
September 20 – Joint meeting with SDCO 
Chapter 
 
October 11 - Board meeting 
October 18 – Guest Speaker TBD 
November 8 - Board meeting 
November 15 – Scholarship Night 
 
December 13 - Board meeting 
December – Casino Night (Date TBD) 
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EDITOR’S CORNER 
 
Greetings Members, 
 
I hope that this newsletter finds you all happy, 
healthy, and looking forward to summer 
vacation! 
 
Yes, it’s that time of year again.  The weather 
warms up, we lather up the sun tan lotion, 
and we hit the sandy beaches of beautiful 
Socal! 
 
You know there was a time though, when I 
was younger, that I was leery of going 
swimming in the ocean.  It all started back in 
1975 with a little block buster movie called 
JAWS! 

 
 
 
This month marks the 36th anniversary of one 
of the all time greatest American horror/thriller 
films directed by Steven Spielberg. 
 
You may recall that the movie takes place at 
a New England summer resort town called 
Amity Island, which is terrorized by a great 
white shark. 
 

 
 
 
 After several attacks, the police chief of 
Amity Island, Chief Martin Brody, tries to 
protect beachgoers by closing the beach, 
only to overruled by the town council, which 
wants the beach to remain open for the 
tourist season; which is the town’s main 
source of income.  
 
 

 
 
 
The police chief then enlists the help of a 
marine biologist, Matt Hooper, and a 
professional shark hunter, Quint, to track 
down and kill this menace! 
 
In the end, the chief kills the shark, but those 
razor sharp teeth, images of mutilated 
bodies, and that enormous shark were 
emblazoned in my mind forever. 
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Jaws filmed on the island of Martha’s 
Vineyard, Massachusetts.  This location was 
chosen due to the fact the ocean had a 
sandy bottom 12 miles out to sea and never 
dropped below thirty-five feet. 
With a budget of $12 million and 4 
mechanical sharks, filming started in May of 
1974. 
 
Originally filming was scheduled to only take 
55 days, but due to mechanical difficulties 
with the sharks, unwanted sailboats drifting 
into frame, cameras getting soaked, bad 
weather, and the fact that the film started 
without a script, it took 159 days to film. 
 
Spielberg later reflecting back on the filming 
was quoted: “I thought my career as a 
filmmaker was over.  I heard rumors….. that I 
would never work again because no one had 
ever taken a film 100 days over schedule”. 
 

 
 
 

Regarded as one of the greatest films of all 
time, “Jaws” made number 48 on the 
American Film Institute’s 100 years….. 100 
movies, a list of the greatest American films 
of all time. 
 
Though Spielberg’s first feature-length 
directorial debut was “The Sugarland 
Express” in 1974, “Jaws” put Spielberg on the 
Hollywood map. 
 
 

 
 
 
Following “Jaws”, Spielberg went on to 
become one of the all time greats with 
blockbuster epics such as “Close Encounters 
of the Third Kind”, “Raiders of the Lost Ark”, 
“ET”, “Jurassic Park”, “Schindler’s List”, and 
“Saving Private Ryan”. 
 
Did you know that “E.T.”, “Jaws”, and 
“Jurassic Park” rank among the 10 highest-
grossing movies of all time. 
 
So have fun in the sun this summer and 
enjoy the beaches as well.  Just remember, 
there just might be something sinister lurking 
out there in the ocean! 
 
Until next time, be safe, healthy, and happy! 
 
Rich Lopez – Witness Corner Editor 
CLSA Orange County Chapter 
rjlopez@fuscoe.com 
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ANNOUNCEMENTS: 
 
Generosity in the Survey Community: 
 
An unnamed surveyor has donated a copy of 
the 2009 Manual to the Orange county Public 
Library, and it is now available to be checked 
out! 
 
1 copy is now available at the Irvine 
University Park Library. 
 
Here’s the info you need: 
 
Title: Manual of surveying instructions : for 
the survey of the public lands of the United 
States  
Author: United States. Bureau of Land 
Management. Wyoming State Office. 
Cadastral Survey.    
Publisher: U.S. Dept. of the Interior, Bureau 
of Land Management, 
Pub date: 2009. 
Pages: viii, 494 p. : 
ISBN: 9780615348308 
 
For those not familiar with the process, you 
can request the book through your local 
library and they will notify you when it is at 
your location. 
 
Many thanks to the Surveyor for thinking of 
those who can’t afford to purchase the book. 
 
 
Mini Trig-Star Exam a huge success! 
 A letter from Robert Rinella 
 
The Laguna Hills High School mini Trig Star 
conducted on Tuesday, May 24, 2011 was 
very successful.  Mr. Williams, Mrs. Girardi, 
the Staff and the Administration are very 
supportive and see these demonstrations  
and field exercises as a useful tool not only 
for reinforcing classroom math principals but 
for an opportunity to provide an applied  
math experience for the students in an 
actual field-type application.   
 

This is an ideal opportunity to promote our 
industry and introduce young people to this 
great profession. 
 
The day's program not only included 
classroom Trig exercises and  
solutions, but also included instrument 
demonstrations and "hands on"  
opportunities with the transit, theodolite and 
total stations. 
 
Field exercises included monument 
recovery of the campus' survey network,  
GPS principals utilizing hand held units, 
compass and mapping skills and field note 
practices. 
 
The Santiago Canyon College Survey 
Program has generously donated a  
Theodolite Instrument to LHHS with the help 
of Mr. Don Mertens. 
 
With the continued support of Caltrans R/W 
Engineering and the local Colleges and 
programs, we can certainly promote and 
make a difference for the future leaders of 
the survey profession. 
 
 Thank you, 
 
Robert Rinella 
Transportation Surveyor 
Right of Way Engineering 
Caltrans, District 12 
 
EDUCATION: 
 
For those of you looking to improve your 
knowledge in upcoming survey technology 
and bolster your education, the Extension 
Program at U.C. Riverside offers a Certificate 
in Global Positioning Systems Technology. 
 
Currently UCR is offering a GPS Leveling 
course starting July 11th. 
 
If interested, please check out the following 
link for all the particulars. 
 
https://www.extension.ucr.edu/enroll/catalog/
olr_course_details.php?crsid=3260 



 
 

 
CALTRANS DISTRICT 12 - PROFESSIONAL LIAISON COMMITTEE 

MEETING MINUTES 
March 29, 2011 

 
The Caltrans District 12 Professional Liaison Committee convened at 9:30 AM, 
Tuesday, March 29, 2011 at the Transportation Corridor Agencies Committee 
Conference Room in Irvine, California. 

 
1. Introductions, Public Comments – Guests 

All meeting attendees introduced themselves. Please refer to the last page 
of these minutes for a list of meeting attendees. 

 
2. Approve Minutes from January 25, 2010 PLC Meeting 
 The meeting minutes were approved. 

 
3. Caltrans Report 

• Capital Programs - Frank Lin (Acting Deputy Director, Capital 
Programs) 
o Caltrans and OCTA celebrated 20 years of collaboration and 

completion of M1. 
o Staff Update 

§ The new HQ project development coordinator for District 7 
and District 12 is Karl Dreher. 

§ The new Department ADA Program Manager is Darold 
Heikens. 

§ The new District 12 R/W Senior for Appraisal in the 
Property Services Branch is Linda Lunblad. 

§ Further supervisor positions are to be filled over the next 
few weeks. 

§ The Caltrans labor union member ratification process is in 
progress. A tentative agreement has been reached with 
Caltrans. 

§ Work load shift is anticipated to transition from design to 
construction starting July 2011. 

• Planning – Ryan Chamberlain (Deputy Director of Transportation 
Planning) 
o The I-5 Corridor System Management Plan (CSMP) is in 

progress. 
o The Southern California District System Management Plan 

(DSMP) should be finished in late summer. 



o The I-5 Transportation Concept Report (TCR) is in progress. 
o California Legislation AB 1134 will clarify the existing regulations 

and reimbursements process for Caltrans Project Study Reports. 
o Advanced Planning – Gary Slater (Branch Chief, Advanced 

Planning) 
§ Caltrans is coordinating with local MPO’s to develop a PID 

Strategic Plan to streamline the Project Initiation 
Document (PID) process statewide. District 12 uses the  
Project Study Report (Project Development Support) or 
PSR(PDS) while the rest of the state uses PSR. Analysis 
of the PID process has shown that the average length of 
the PID process statewide is 48-60 months. The average 
length of the PID process in District 12 is 18-24 months. 

• Design - Matthew Cugini (Acting Design Office Chief) 
o Civil 3D by Autodesk has been chosen by Caltrans as the new 

design platform. Implementation will take several years. 
o CAiCE will continue to be used on existing projects for design. 
o Microstation will continue to be used as the CADD platform. 

• Construction - Saeid Asgari (Chief of Construction) 
o SR-57 construction is in progress. 
o West County Connectors Project (I-405, I-605, SR-22) 

construction is in progress. 
o Short staffing has occurred during construction. 

4.  Caltrans State Liaison Committee – Steve Huff 

•  The Cognizant Agency Audit is complete.  Implementation is 
undefined. 

• Discussion took place on Underutilized Disadvantaged Business 
Enterprise(UDBE) goals. 
o UDBE good faith federal project documentation for professional 

services has changed. 
o UDBE good faith directive is different for construction contractors. 

 
5. Reports from Local Agencies 

OCTA – Rose Casey (Program Manager) 

• Caltrans and OCTA celebrated 20 years of collaboration and 
completion of M1 on 3/28/11.  M1 is officially complete on 3/31/11. 

• The current construction program manager, Charlie Guess will 
transition to grade separation program manager. 

• The completed I-5 Gateway project has been nominated for numerous 



awards. 
• The I-5 Widening (SR-73 to El Toro) PA/ED RFP release date is March 

28. 
• The West County Connectors project will have a major closure 

(SR-22/7th Street Connector) on 4/8/11. 
• The Contract Opportunities document was presented and reviewed. 
• The Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) was submitted to SCAG 

and has been approved by the governing board. 
Transportation Corridor Agencies (TCA) 
• The Board is evaluating the possible implementation of all electronic 

tolling to save costs.  
• The SR-241/SR-91 Connector Project is moving forward. 
• TCA work is being done in Washington DC to help progress the 

SR-241 completion project. 
Orange County Public Works 
• SOQ interviews for on-call services were completed. Decisions are 

awaiting approval. 
• The County is currently reviewing BMP’s to incorporate into standard 

plans. 
• Ted Rigoni, the manager of Road Section has retired. 

 
6. Water Quality Issues 

• No Report 
 
7. Focus Session 

• Caltrans has made changes with regard to ADA accessibility in Design 
Information Bulletin (DIB) 82-4 that was issued last December 2010. 
The Caltrans ADA coordinator, David Cordova, presented on the 
bulletin. 

• Caltrans ADA guidance can be found at the following website: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/oppd/access/access.htm. The site includes a 
link to DIB 82-4. 

• The local assistance office provides training. 
• The presentation slides will be distributed by e-mail.  

 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/oppd/access/access.htm


8. Set Next Caltrans District 12 PLC Meeting 

The next PLC meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, May 24, 2011 at 9:30 a.m. 
in Room 242/243 of the Caltrans District 12 TMC in Irvine, California. 

 
 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
Bo Burick, PE 
RBF Consulting 
 
Meeting Attendance  
 
Kelsie Anderson (MTS) 
Saeid Asgari (Caltrans) 
Chris Bretall (CH2M Hill) 
David Cordova (Caltrans HQ Design) 
Rose Casey (OCTA) 
Adam Chamaa (AESCO) 
Ryan Chamberlain (Caltrans) 
Matt Cugini (Caltrans) 
Shah Ghanbari (Group Delta Consulting) 
Tom Herbel (URS) 
Kevin Higgins (Michael Baker/ LPacific) 
Regina Hu (Psomas) 
Preston Kelly (Jacobs) 
David Lew (MTS) 
Frank Lin (Caltrans) 
John Lower (Iteris) 
Josh McNeill (RBF) 
Don Mertens (CLSA) 
Jeff Mills (URS) 
Liem Nguyen (HDR) 
Tam Nguyen (Caltrans) 
Malgorzata Nichol (Moffatt & Nichol) 
David Ovadia (PB Americas) 
Camilo Rocha (HDR) 
Joe Sawtelle (RMC) 
Russ Scharlin (Aesco, Inc.) 
Craig Schneider (Parson Brinkerhoff) 
Jeff Shaw (Valicooper) 
Gary Slater (Caltrans) 
Pat Somerville (AECOM) 
Rajesh Soneja (Simplex Construction Management, Inc.) 
Ken Steele 
Steven Tayanipour (Huitt-Zollars) 
Chi Tran (OCPW) 
Tom Wheeler (TCA) 
Annie Yang (TRC) 
Dominic Yew (ACT) 
 



PRESENTS:S:

Research, Recovery, 
Remonumentation, Recordation 

AND  
Double Monumentation

Speaker: Steve Parrish, PLS

September 16 ,2011
Radisson Ontario Airport

Ontario, CA

September 23, 2011
Crown Plaza
Concord, CA



SCOPE OF SEMINAR
 
Research, Recovery, Remonumentation, Recordation (3.5 Hours)
With the passing of time, natural deterioration of earthly materials, sometimes 
confusing writings, less than desirable drawings and hazy memories the task of 
“finding the survey” becomes overwhelming.  Experience, endurance, connections 
and mentors are essential elements of any successful search for the “surveyor’s 
path” and the monuments left to mark that path.  A.C. Mulford, in his 1912 treatise 
- “BOUNDARIES AND LANDMARKS” - sums up our responsibilities with the 
following statement from page 87:

“The problems of boundary lie at the foundation of all surveying, for one must 
know where a line is before he can measure it, and the solution of these problems 
calls for the same powers of accurate observation and of consecutive and logical 
thought that are demanded for successful work in any branch of modern science.”

During this exchange of ideas we will discuss various sources of survey related 
information, techniques in evaluating survey evidence, free flow of ideas within our 
profession and the importance of patience, precision and articulate documentation.  
We will review survey challenges and solutions taken from over 40 years of federal, 
state, and private experience liberally laced with lessons learned as an expert 
witness.

The importance of thorough RESEARCH, patient RECOVERY techniques, 
permanent REMONUMENTATION and accurate RECORDATION are threaded 
throughout the workshop presentation.  Questions and ideas from the workshop 
participants will enhance the learning experience for all in attendance.

Double Monumentation – Physical and Inferred (3.5 Hours)
“My monument is better than yours.”  We seldom actually verbalize this thought, 
but it is frequently inferred in varying ways.  The task of determining which (if any) 
of two or more existing monuments will be accepted as the single corner point is 
a major task associated with most urban boundary surveys.

Project costs are seldom estimated on the basis of the depth of research required 
to verify the pedigree of existing monuments and records.  The act of calling for 
a corner position, a mere 2 to 4 hundredths of a foot from an existing monument, 
verges on insanity.  In actuality it is near impossible to duplicate even our own 
angular and distance measurements on a consistent basis.  Principles, rather 
than math, should govern our decisions.  This workshop will highlight a variety of 
“real” double (or more) monument situations, solicit audience comment, and then 
provide the actual decision – right or wrong.

GENERAL INFORMATION
Special Rate!

CLSA State Association Member...................... .$105
Non-Member..................................................... .$205

These fees include seminar, lunch, seminar handouts, certificate of completion and refresh-
ment breaks. For non-CLSA State Association members, the difference between member 
and non-member registration fees may be applied toward membership.

HOTEL:
Radisson Ontario Airport
2200 E. Holt Blvd.
Ontario, CA 91761

Crown Plaza Concord
45 John Glenn Drive
Concord, CA 94520

SCHEDULE:
8:00 AM - 8:30 AM 
Registration

8:30 AM - 5:00 PM
Seminar

12:00 PM - 1:00 PM
Lunch (included with registration)

10% DISCOUNT:
A 10% discount is available to 
companies or agencies registering 
5 or more registrants from the 
same office. All registration forms 
and payment must be received at 
the same time.

PROFESSIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT
Each attendee will receive a 
cert i f icate for 7 hours of 
professional development. (Special Rate!)



REGISTRATION FORM
Full Name_ _____________________________________________________
                                First                                          Middle                                   Last

First Name/ Nick name____________________________________________
                                 (as you wish it to appear in bold on your name badge)

Firm/Employer___________________________________________________
Address is: Business Residence      CLSA Member Number___________
Address________________________________________________________
City, State & Zip__________________________________________________
Telephone Day   (________)________________________________________
Fax (________)__________________________________________________
Email Address: __________________________________________________

Select Seminar & Registration Fee: 	
  Research, Recovery, Remonumentation, Recordation AND 
Double Monumentation - Physical & Inferred
	   September 16th, Ontario, CA
	   September 23rd, Concord, CA

	   CLSA State Association Member.............$105 
	   Non-Member............................................$205
	

PAYMENT INFORMATION
	     Check Enclosed (Made payable to CLSA Seminar)
		      Or please bill my: 	 MasterCard    Visa                  	  

    Amount  $  ___________Expiration Date______________ CID #_________
    Card Number__________________________________________________
    Signature _____________________________________________________

Cancellation Policy:
Refunds for cancellation will be made if requested in writing 7 days prior to event and are subject 
to a $35 cancellation fee.  Substitutions welcome - Contact the CLSA Central Office for more 
information.

Space is 
Limited

Register 
Today!

Mail to:
CLSA

526 South E St.
Santa Rosa, CA 

95404

Fax to:
(707) 578-4406

REGISTER ONLINE!
www.CaliforniaSurveyors.org 
Click on Event Calendar

MAIL TO:	 526 South E  Street, Santa Rosa, CA 95404
FAX TO:	 (707) 578-4406

QUESTIONS?
PHONE:	 (707) 578-6016
EMAIL:	 clsa@californiasurveyors.org	

(Special Rate!)
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Steve Parrish, PLS began his surveying career with the U.S. Forest Service in 1963, acquired 
his Utah PLS in 1973 and worked in a variety of land surveying positions throughout 9 western 
states. In early 1985 he began working for the U.S. Bureau of Land Management in CA and 
NV and was selected to serve as the BLM Nevada Cadastral Chief in 1989. Steve left the 
government in late 1995 to pursue private surveying experience. He is licensed in 7 western 
states, a Nevada water rights surveyor and contract County Surveyor for Inyo, Modoc and Mono 
Counties in California. Steve is one of the contributors to “The Surveying Handbook” edited by 
the late Russ Brinker and Roy Minnick, has presented workshops in 27 States, the District of 
Columbia, Australia and Canada, and was an instructor for the BLM/FS Advanced Cadastral 
Survey Courses for 12 years. Steve shares his 47+ years of land surveying knowledge and 
experience through participation in state association land surveying workshops, consulting, 
and expert witness testimony. He joined Tri State Surveying in Sparks, Nevada in 1999, is an 
adjunct professor in the 4-year survey program for Great Basin College (Elko, NV), acquired 
his Certified Federal Surveyor (CFedS) certificate in 2007 and received his Bachelor of Applied 
Science degree in May 2009. He is active in state and national surveying organizations and 
enjoys travel with his family, photography and fishing.
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CLASSIFIED ADS  
 
NOTE: Classified Advertising Policy 
 The Orange County Chapter’s advertisements are $50 per quarter, text only, full page 
width, limited to approximately 3 inches in height, using 12 point font.  The ads will not only 
appear in the newsletter, but on the Orange County Chapter’s website as well.  To place or 
renew a classified advertisement, contact Richard Lopez at (949) 474-1960 x4377 or at 
richard@fuscoe.com  
 
 
 
 
 





Thank you, Earth Graphics, Inland Aerial Surveys, Thank you, Earth Graphics, Inland Aerial Surveys, 

And And GeodimeterGeodimeter Southwest, Inc, for your support!Southwest, Inc, for your support!



Thank you Bruce Hall  and Pacific Land Seminars!Thank you Bruce Hall  and Pacific Land Seminars!



Thank you, Allen Instruments for your support!Thank you, Allen Instruments for your support!



Thank you, Cooper Aerial Surveys Co. for Thank you, Cooper Aerial Surveys Co. for 
your support!your support!



Thank you, Digital Mapping Incorporated for your support!Thank you, Digital Mapping Incorporated for your support!



Thank you, EThank you, E--QUIP.com for your support!QUIP.com for your support!



Thank you, Robert J. Lung  & AssociatesThank you, Robert J. Lung  & Associates

Thank you For your Support!Thank you For your Support!



Thank you, Thank you, GPSiGPSi

Thank you For your Support!Thank you For your Support!




