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President – Herb Blair
Vice-President – John Vukonich
Secretary – David Fosdeck
Treasurer – Alex Johnson
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President – Johnny Hopper
Vice-President – Todd Wagener
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Regular Meeting: 2nd Tuesday

President - Gary Eidson
President Elect - Allen C. Grace
Vice President Treasurer -Kery Greiner
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President – David Archuleta
Vice-President – Ted Winston
Secretary/Treasurer – Jashe Alcon
Regular Meeting: 3rd Wednesday 6 pm
Middle Rio Grande
President –Larry Medrano
Vice-President – Robert Gromatzky
Secretary – Ty Trammel
Treasurer – Glen Haikin
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President – Jeff Ludwig
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encouraging the educational development of its membership.

ACSM/NSPS NMSU Student Chapter
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President - Kyle Spolar
Regular Meeting: Every other Thur 5:30
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Fax: 575-393-4836
email: NMPS@zianet.com
Web Site: NMPS.org

Benchmarks
Contact Info
Barry Phillips
Phone: (505)470-2318
barryphillips.pls@gmail.com

Benchmarks

EDITORIAL
As we wave goodbye to the old year and usher
in the new year we would like to take this opportunity to wish you and yours a wonderful and
prosperous new year. In this edition we have
a report from the sitting president and another
from our president for 2010 since this edition
covers the transition from one to the other. It
has been an absolute pleasure to have worked
with Earl Burkholder, our out-going president,
and I wish him well as he leaves the driving seat
and serves out another year as past president.
I look forward to having Gary Eidson as the incoming president and he no doubt has a great
year planned ahead to further enhance the image and cause of NMPS.

block booking discounts. Please also be aware
of the yearly golf day in support of the NMSU
students chapter. I am told that this is a blast,
even if you have not held a golf bat in your
hands- like yours truly!
There is a solution to the problem presented in
the last issue, in the hand writing of the owner of
the latin text book. Just remember to flip through
those old books about to be cleared out in his
year’s “spring-clean”. You never know what
could pop out.

I have also included two thought-provoking
articles thanks to the “Georgia Land Surveyor”,
regarding prices and pricing of surveys. Are we
This is also the last installment of “An introduc- selling ourselves short? As work becomes more
tion to an old almanac.” Although numerous and more scarce what are we to do? We can
links have been given pointing to the charts or but hope and trust that we will be much busier
tables, we have included these for the sake of in the new year, and be jolly on the journey we
completeness and to have them in hard copy face in these trying times.
format as an alternative.
Barry
Gary Eidson has put together a tentative schedule for the Annual Conference in March, 2010.
It looks like an interesting mix of presenters and
please remember to register early to enjoy the
Benchmarks is Now Accepting

Paid Advertising

Address Changes for NMPS Members

Please remember to send any address changes to
Patty Floyd, the Executive Director.

The advertising rates are:
Full Page Ad .... $200
1/2 Page Ad .... $100
1/4 Page Ad .... $50
Business Card .... $20

Editorial Policy
Benchmarks is published bimonthly by New Mexico Professional Surveyors. Unless copyrighted, articles may be reprinted in other professional publications provided that proper attribution is made to the
author and to this publication. All submissions are welcome and should be made directly to the editor
at barryphillips.pls@gmail.com. Submission of an article does not guarantee publication. We reserve
the right to edit all submitted material, and no material will be returned. The opinions expressed are
those of the author and are not necessarily those of NMPS, its officers, members, or associates.
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President’s Angle
Earl F. Burkholder, PS, PE
2009 NMPS President
December, 2009

By the time the January Benchmarks is published I
will no longer be NMPS President. It has been quite
a year for me and, the economy notwithstanding, I
believe a good one for NMPS. From my perspective, we got a lot done and many persons deserve
credit for making things happen. It is also true that
much remains yet to be done. What are you willing
to do for the profession and ultimately, for yourself? Never underestimate the value and impact of your contributions. Collectively, we all benefit from the contributions of many individuals, often made without well-deserved
recognition. Thank you. Keep up the good work.
In a previous column I promised to focus on “connecting the dots” in this my last President’s Column. Taken
the wrong way, “connecting the dots” involves reading the minds of others and jumping to (maybe unwarranted)
conclusions. Rest assured, I do not have ESP and I will try to avoid making unjustified inferences. I will, however, be happy to share my opinion and make comments on issues as I see them. Your feedback is welcome.
First dot: Some twenty years ago while serving as Editor of the ASCE Journal of Surveying Engineering, I
received a book, “Argumentation – Reasoning in Communication.” Being more comfortable with math and
equations than with language skills, I’ll admit to being intrigued by the stated goal of the book – “thinking
logically.” But I was not prepared for the qualifier “– the heart of a liberal arts education.” Before that, I had
never been an advocate of a liberal arts education. Without apology, I have enjoyed and devoted a lot of time
to geometry, equations, computations, and computers. No, I was never smart enough to qualify as a “geek,” but
the surveying profession has provided me a variety of geometry related opportunities – not the least of which
was writing a book on the 3-D Global Spatial Data Model (GSDM). I’ve also come to appreciate the value of a
solid liberal arts education. Maybe I’ll have an opportunity to get a BA degree in my next life.
Second dot: You can’t study geometry or do much surveying without using the Cartesian coordinate system –
named after Rene Descartes. Born in 1596 and independently wealthy, Descartes devoted his life to the study
of philosophy and mathematics and made contributions in several disciplines. Although he became famous for
other reasons, I identified with and came to embrace Descartes’ 4 rules of logic:
1. Never accept anything but clear distinct ideas.
2. Divide any problem into as many parts as are needed to solve it.
3. Thoughts must follow an order from the simple to the complex and where there is no order we must assume one.
4. Always check thoroughly to make sure that no detail has been overlooked.
In 25 years of teaching college level surveying courses – especially programming computers and solving survey
problems - I have attempted to convey the importance of logic, i.e., critical thinking, as a key element in surveying education. The challenge of getting students to embrace such values remains and sometimes I wonder if it
is too much of a stretch to connect those two first two dots.
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Next dot: I was in grade school when the Russians launched Sputnik I in 1957 and I was still dating in 1969
when Neil Armstrong first set foot on the surface of the moon. The evolution of technology that I have witnessed
in my lifetime is incredible. But, for surveyors, the transition from analog to digital may be the most pervasive
part of what is commonly referred to as the digital revolution. Surveying concepts involving boundaries, maps,
and layout are still valid but the manner in which we handle measurements and spatial data are now profoundly
different. Spatial data are now characterized as digital and 3-D. The tools we use to collect spatial data are
almost exclusively electronic and many of the products we deliver are in an electronic format. Oh my, this
dot appears rather large. So, following Descartes’ advice, let’s break it into three parts (of course, additional
subdivisions can be justified).
I’m putting the following on the table and asking for your help to connect the dots. The collective wisdom of
those who discuss the issues constructively will enable the surveying profession to accommodate change better,
both now and in the future. I see dots 3A, 3B, and 3C as:
A. The models we use for spatial data manipulation.
B. The impact of the digital revolution on education – in the United States.
C. The future of this profession we call surveying.
Dot 3A is based upon an explicit assumption of a single origin for three dimensional data. In the past, surveyors
and others have handled horizontal and vertical data separately (for reasons having to do with the earth not being
flat). But the fact is spatial data can be handled much more efficiently using rules of solid geometry if we use
a geometric model that has a single origin for all three dimensions. The 3-D model is called the earth-centered
earth-fixed (ECEF) geocentric coordinate system and is used by the global navigation satellite system (GNSS)
industry as the basis for geometrical computations. For many spatial data users, the transition to a single-origin
reference system is well under way but wholesale implementation will take awhile. I want to believe that the
surveying profession - with appropriate vision, leadership, and dedication - can participate as an equal player
with other disciplines in finding a way through that maze. The eventual benefits appear to be enormous.
I hope I will be proved wrong, but my view of Dot 3B is not good. I will describe my pessimism but I will also
attempt to look at the bright side. That will carry over into Dot 3C. I have no quarrel with those who insist that
we need to learn how to use the new technology. Successful modern practice demands it. But, if we stop there
or if we focus too heavily on learning the technology at the expense of gaining an understanding of the underlying concepts, an extrapolation of that trend has modern surveying practice reduced to sub-professional levels.
Don’t get me wrong. I spent several years as a draftsman and even more time as a computer person performing
calculations for photogrammetric mapping control, section breakdowns, and other engineering related surveys.
There are many satisfying and rewarding activities within the surveying profession not requiring a license. I
believe it is a mistake to belittle those in our profession who do not earn a four-year degree or obtain a license.
Percentage wise, the surveying profession probably needs more well qualified technicians than licensed professionals. But, at the professional level, we need to interact responsibly with our clients and with other disciplines
as intellectual peers. I believe a focus on learning the concepts connects with dots 1 and 2.
I do not take exception to our capitalistic system or to the profit motive that drives development of technology.
However, two observations are that 1) manufacturers and vendors hire talented graduates (both domestic and
foreign) who become very successful in bringing new technology to the practicing professional and that 2) a
larger and larger portion of daily surveying practice consists of following the manufacturer’s instructions for
using the equipment or software that we purchased. I hope I have over-stated the case but my point is that,
with regard to prudent use of 3-D spatial data, the surveying profession has the opportunity to make a huge
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contribution in formulating and implementing policy in addition to simply collecting and presenting data. For
more information, see the President’s Column in the September 2009 issue of Benchmarks on doing the right
thing versus doing things right.
On the bright side – Dot 3C. I believe learning will never go out of style and a very important goal of a college education is learning how to learn. Yes, I am all for earning a degree, but getting a degree is really not
the issue. In my opinion, the issue is working with each student as appropriate to develop both their technical
and their critical thinking skills. For example, I learned very little about GPS in my formal education. But,
I learned how to learn and that has served me well. Admittedly, the career goal of some students is targeted
toward technician activities. Although I would like to see each NMSU surveying engineering graduate go on
to be a successful dynamic professional leader, not everyone has or will ever develop those talents. That’s OK.
But, from this surveying educator’s perspective, it is very gratifying to witness the professional development
of former students who grow into responsible professional roles and to share in the pride of their accomplishments. From that perspective, I am very heartened at the prospects for the surveying profession and take great
satisfaction in sharing in the learning experience with them while they were in college. I am also quite aware
that many successful professional leaders have never sat in my classroom and they still make huge contributions to the surveying profession. And it is also true that some former students are successful in spite of what
I taught them rather than because of what I taught them.
The last dot has to do with the surveying body of knowledge (SBOK). What is it that one needs to know to be
a successful member of the surveying profession? In a way, that is not a fair question because the answer may
vary from person to person. Rightly or wrongly, I have the opportunity to serve on a committee Chaired by Josh
Greenfeld, New Jersey Institute of Technology, that is developing a presentation on the SBOK for the ACSM
Annual Meeting in Phoenix in April 2010. In broad terms the committee has identified 5 general categories as:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Legal aspects.
GIS.
Photogrammetry/remote sensing.
3-D positioning.
Land development.

How should the SBOK dot be connected with the others? I don’t know. But, it has been interesting to participate
in the committee discussions. Although we do not have the answers, we continue working on the issues and
will be presenting some carefully vetted ideas. We look forward to additional discussion from the audience and
remain confident that a better picture will emerge of what surveying is and what it is that surveyors do.
In the meantime, I look forward to having a related discussion at the NMPS Annual Meeting in Albuquerque on
March 12 & 13, 2010. I will be leading a discussion on Saturday afternoon to discuss “Height Modernization
and Possible Impacts on Surveying Practice in New Mexico.” My goal at the 2010 NMPS Annual Meeting
is become more familiar with what it is that New Mexico Professional Surveyors want and what we might do
together. Please think about connecting the dots (or not) and come prepared to discuss the future of surveying
in New Mexico with fellow professionals.
Lastly, thank you for the opportunity to serve as NMPS President during 2009. It was a lot of work, but
many of you shared unselfishly in everything we accomplished. For me it was an honor and it was fun.
Thank you. Δ
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From the New NMPS President
Gary G. Eidson, PS
2010 NMPS President
December, 2009

Greetings, colleagues and members of NMPS,
Two thousand and ten looms before us and promises to be an exciting and productive year for New
Mexico surveyors and those studying to enter the field. Having been here for most of my life, I have
seen all types of economic conditions and one thing I have learned is that with planning, preparation,
and a little faith, we can survive, and even prosper in these tough times.
As we begin a new year, with new possibilities and opportunities awaiting us, I want to reflect for a
moment on 2009 and thank those that served on our board. Because of the hard work and dedication of
our past president, Earl Burkholder, NMPS is in excellent shape. We are blessed with a strong membership and are financially stable as we enter the New Year. Earl served our board well, making sure the
constitution and by-laws of our organization were updated to meet current needs. He represented us
admirably at state and national levels, elevating the image of New Mexico Professional Surveyors. Earl
also brought out the best in each board member by keeping us aware of our responsibilities and holding
us to a higher standard. We owe a debt of gratitude to Earl and each member for their past service.
In planning the year ahead, I anticipate another excellent convention and look forward to what we have
scheduled. Mr. Walter Robillard and Mr. Bernard Telatovich will be presenting some fascinating and
interesting material. Their topics will range from the far-reaching decisions of two 19th century judges,
and how they affect us today, to the unique science of forensic surveying. I personally cannot wait to
hear each of them. There will also be speakers addressing ethics, GPS networks, height modernization, machine control, and Board of Licensure and BLM related issues. The conference has something
for everyone, so plan now to get your continuing education hours while getting reacquainted with old
friends and meeting new.
One change you will see at this year’s convention will be the banquet dinner previously held on Friday
night. Instead of a dinner as before, we will have a social time to relax, reunite, and refresh with heavy
hors d’oeuvres provided. This will be a great time to have your spouses join us for a light snack, or
before you leave for dinner. We look forward to the chance to fellowship with friends we do not normally see throughout the year. I hope you will plan to attend Friday night.
I want to thank you for this opportunity to serve as your president of NMPS. I look forward to representing you and keeping our great organization at the forefront of the profession. I am always open
to any suggestions you may have, and available for any help I can provide. Please feel free to contact
me anytime. Together we will not only survive these tough economic times, but we will prevail and
prosper. Here’s to a fabulous 2010. Δ
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Western Federation of Professional Surveyors
New Mexico Delegate
Kery Greiner
Website: wfps.org

The Western Federation of Professional Surveyors (WFPS) is a regional non-profit organization composed
of Land Surveyor associations representing the 13 western states (Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado,
Hawaii, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, Washington and Wyoming). Formed in
1979, WFPS is dedicated to education, fostering common goals within the western states and providing
a regional voice at the national level. WFPS acts as a clearing house for interstate communication and
sponsors a biennial conference for Surveyors.
The board of directors is composed of a Chairman, Chairman-Elect, Secretary/Treasurer, Past Chairman,
Executive Director and 1 or 2 delegates from each state. The board meets 3 times a year and rotates through
the 13 states in different cities. The meetings are held on a Saturday from 8am to 5pm.
The agenda packets are quite large as each state reports on membership, conventions, legislative actions,
education and other pertinent information which is taking place in each state. Even though there are written
reports prior to the meetings there is still much discussion on what is going on in each state.
The NMPS website has a page which displays the agenda for each meeting. We will also post the approved
minutes of each meeting as they become available so the membership can keep abreast of the events taking
place in the WFPS states.
A new format has been developed by the WFPS Board of Directors to more effectively disseminate the
contents of our meetings. See the highlighted report printed below. If you find something of interest you
can go to the website and see a more detailed report.
Please feel free to contact me at kgreiner@brgengineering.com with any information you would like passed
along to the WFPS Board of Directors or any questions you may have on the state reports. Δ
The following is a highlight report for New Mexico. For more detail visit: wfps.org (Editor)
NEW MEXICO
Highlights
•
•
•
•
•

2010 Conference will be held at the Albuquerque Marriott on March 13th & 14th
249 members
Board of Licensure turnaround time on complaints has been a problem. In several cases it is taking years
for resolution
NMPS has developed an Ethical Practices Committee to attempt to resolve differences between
surveyors and/or the public
Reviewing a bylaw change to make WFPS Delegates and NSPS Governors voting members of the Board
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Solution to the Crux Geometricus Obscurus In Libri
Douglas Critchfield, LS

The note describes a cleverly contrived surveyor’s geometrical puzzle:
“There is a circular field having two roads crossing at right angles. One road is 18 rods long and
the other 20 rods long. The point of intersection is the square root of 61 from the center of the field. What
is the area of the field?”

The Solution
The surreptitious Latin class
note courtesy of Charles L.
Critchfield, with a solution
to Crux Geometricus. The
subtle (if not poetic) solution
is based on the geometries of
two Greek mathematicians
whose works predate Virgil
by several centuries, incorporating one of Euclid’s
elements (a chord is bisected
by a perpendicular radius)
combined with the Pythagorean Theorem and its corollary, cos²α = 1 - sin²α.

How did the geometrical problem with its solution end up in
the old Latin school book? I
guess we will never know for
sure. I can only imagine that
my father may have worked
out the trigonometric solution surreptitiously in his high
school Latin class and then left
it between the pages of Virgil’s
poems as a bygone and unremembered bookmark. Δ
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This is the last installment of Geoff Miller’s article, An Introduction to an Old Almanac (see Parts
1 and 2 in the previous Benchmark editions). The following represents the use of the Long Term
Almanac and the associated tables.

An Introduction to an Old Almanac-Part 3
Geoff Miller

Benchmarks
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Indemnification or “Hold Harmless”
Knud E. Hermansen*

Preventing or reducing liability is an important aspect for the survey practitioner to consider in
preparing contracts. One clause employed to prevent or reduce responsibility for liability damages
is an indemnification or “hold harmless” clause.
An indemnification clause or “hold harmless” clause imposes a contractual responsibility for
reimbursing the surveyor for liability damages claimed against the surveyor by third parties.
Most people have relied upon indemnification in the form of automobile insurance. Automobile
insurance shifts the responsibility for liability damages to the insurance company per the insurance contract. An indemnification clause is often and properly used by the surveyor to shift the
responsibility to the client for paying damages for a negligent act that should not in fairness be
the responsibility of the surveyor.
The employment of an indemnification clause by a surveyor is ideally suited in one of three situations. The first situation is where the client has demanded some reduction of services to save
money, time, or both that increase the risk that the surveyor will be liable to a third party as a
result of the reduced services demanded by the client. The second situation is where the surveyor must rely on information provided by the client or their agent, contractor, etc. to properly
perform surveying services and that information could be faulty. The third situation is where the
surveyor’s services are intertwined with services provided by others to such an extent that liability
by any one will reflect poorly on the surveyor’s services and may be difficult for a layperson to
understand and identify the true source of the fault.
For example, assume a surveyor’s client intends to erect a structure and employs the surveyor to
stake out the location of the structure. The client gives the surveyor a faulty engineering plan that
the surveyor must rely upon to stake out the structure. The contractor completes half the structure before the mistake in the plan is discovered. The contractor sues the surveyor and engineer
for misrepresentation. The surveyor along with the engineer is found liable to the contractor. An
indemnification clause in the client’s contract would allow the surveyor to seek reimbursement
from the client for the liability damages caused by the engineer’s negligence.
An indemnification clause should be employed in a contract between the surveyor and the client
where three factors are present: 1) There is risk of increased liability to the surveyor from thirdparties, the client, or client’s agents, contractors, etc. 2) The client stands to benefit from the risk
undertaken by the surveyor or the client has caused or increased the likelihood of liability to the
surveyor. 3) The client has the assets to cover reasonable and foreseeable damages arising from
the risk. (The most meticulous and well-written indemnification clause will not get “blood from a
rock” or money from an indigent.)
Indemnity: Client and Surveyor each agree to indemnify and hold the other harmless,
and their respective officers, employees, agents, and representatives, from and
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against liability for all claims, losses, damages, and expenses, including reasonable
attorney fees, to the extent such claims, losses, damages, or expenses are caused by
the party’s negligent acts, errors, or omissions or those of their agents, contractors,
sub-contractors, or assignees. In the event claims, losses, damages or expenses
are caused by the joint or concurrent negligence of Client and Surveyor, they shall
be borne by each party in proportion to their respective negligence.
There are several different forms of indemnification clauses. One form shown by the previous
example treats each party the same and shifts the responsibility for liability damages to the party
at fault. Another form shifts the responsibility for liability damages to one party regardless of the
source of the faulty behavior. The former is generally given unhampered recognition by the courts
while the later is critically scrutinized by the courts and often rejected under equitable grounds
where there is unequal bargaining power.
The surveyor must avoid signing a contract prepared by the client that shifts all the responsibility
for damages, regardless of the source of negligence, to the surveyor. Quite often client-prepared
contracts contain one-sided indemnification clauses.
Indemnity: The surveyor shall indemnify the owner for any and all claims arising out
of the work or services performed.
Some states do not allow professionals to employ indemnification clauses that shift the responsibility for damages resulting from professional negligence.
Some professional liability insurance contracts will not cover damages that are shifted to the
surveyor under an indemnification clause. Accordingly, the surveyor is cautioned to carefully read
an indemnification clause and reject those shifting responsibility for liability that was beyond the
surveyor’s control. When employing an indemnification clause in a contract, the surveyor should
review the clause with their liability insurance agent.
Indemnification does not remove or diminish liability. It does not prevent the surveyor from being sued or held liable. It is not a defense to a lawsuit nor can it be used to prevent a lawsuit. It
merely allows the surveyor to seek reimbursement from the client for certain sources of liability
damages the court will hold the surveyor liable. Furthermore, an indemnification clause is ineffective where the client does not have the assets or money to cover the responsibility for damages
that are shifted as a result of the indemnification clause.
The surveyor would be wise to consult with their attorney to determine if an indemnification clause
will be effective in their state and what language is most appropriate according to their state
law. Δ
* Knud is a professional land surveyor, professional engineer, and attorney at law licensed in several
states. He teaches in the surveying program at the University of Maine and operates a consulting firm
specializing in professional liability, boundary disputes, land development, and title issues.
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New Mexico Professional Surveyors 2010 Conference
Tentative Schedule
March 11				
1:00 PM				

Thursday
ACSM/NMPS NMSU Student Chapter Golf Tournament

March 12				
7:00 AM				
7:45 AM – 7:55 AM			
8:00 AM – 10:00 AM			
					
					
					

Friday
Registration and Check In
Welcome & Opening Remarks
“Boundaries & Landmarks” by Walt Robillard
“Forensic Surveying” by Benard Telatovich
“GPS Networks” By Jill Johnson and Ty Trammell
“Boundary Issues and the PLSS” by BLM Steve Beyerlein,
Rick Glaze, and Tom Maestas
10:05 AM – 12:05 PM			
“Boundaries & Landmarks” (Continued)
					
“Forensic Surveying” (Continued)
					
“GPS Networks” (Continued)
					
“New Mexico Riparian Facts and Fiction” by BLM
					
Steve Beyerlein, Rick Glaze, and Tom Maestas
1:10 PM – 5:10 PM			
“Boundaries & Landmarks” (Continued)
					
“Ethics” by Steve Frank
					
“Machine Control” by Jeff Gartz
					
“Legal Issues for NM Professional Surveyors” by
					
NM Board of Licensure
5:30 PM – 7:00 PM			
Social Hour
March 13				
Saturday
7:50 AM – 9:50 AM			
“Justice Cooley meets Justice Lumpkin” by Walt Robillard
					
“Boundary Issues and the PLSS” by BLM
					
“GPS Networks” by Jill Johnson and Ty Trammell
					
“Machine Control” by Jeff Gartz
10:00 AM – 12:00 PM			
“Justice Cooley Meets Justice Lumpkin” (continued)
“New Mexico Riparian Facts and Fiction” (Continued)
“Machine Control” (Continued)
1:05 PM – 5:05 PM			
“Ethics” by Steve Frank
					
“Forensic Surveying” by Bernard Telatovich
					
“Height Modernization” by Earl Burkholder
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NSPS News and Review from ACSM.Net
Subject: NCEES PRESS RELEASE AND NEW WEBSITE
Date: Tue, November 10, 2009 1:26 pm
I have a couple of things to share with you.
First, attached is a Press Release from NCEES regarding the recognition from the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) of the NCEES Model Law Surveyor standard. Also attached with the Press Release
is a copy of the Model Law Surveyor standard for your use, and distribution to your members. A link to
the standard is provided in the Press Release, but I thought it may be just as easy for your members if you
have the ability to forward the document to them directly.
The second item I want to mention is that the new ACSM website is now online at www.acsm.net. You
will notice quite a change to the site. We realize that we will be improving it even more as we move ahead,
and we solicit your comments.
Please pay particular attention to the “Surveying and Mapping in the News” section on the home page. This
is an area where we definitely would like to have your assistance. Please consider sending to us
anything similar in nature to what is currently posted in this section so we can post it, keeping in mind how
important it is to share such information with the general public, as well within our own ranks.
Please contact Trish Milburn (trisha.milburn@acsm.net) or me regarding the site, and for sharing information that we can post.
Curt Sumner
Refer to page 15 for this press release. Editor.

NMPS News and Review
“The Boardroom News”, the official publication of the New Mexico Board of Licensure for Professional
Engineers and Professional Surveyors can be found at the following link (on line only):
http://www.sblpes.state.nm.us/newsletters.html
CONGRATULATIONS to the Permian Basin Chapter (Chapter 10). They won the Star Chapter Award!
This is the TSPS Chapter that joint ventures with the Llano Estacado Chapter on the Ruidoso Seminar.
Congratulations to the chapter for all the hard work in getting the Odessa College program started.

Please remember to renew your 2010 NMPS Membership. Applications have been mailed out. Contact Patty Floyd for more information.
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We received this request from Bill Stone, please provide him with your thoughts or opinions (Editor).
I have been asked by National Geodetic Survey (NGS) management to provide them with a sense of the
need and requirements in New Mexico for Calibration Base Lines (CBL), used for calibrating distancemeasuring equipment and/or total stations. NGS is trying to determine the future of its CBL program,
nationwide.
In New Mexico, we have four CBLs - Santa Fe, Albuquerque, Silver City, and Las Cruces/NMSU. Information is here: http://www.ngs.noaa.gov/CBLINES/calibration.html
I am writing you to request your perspective on the need/use of CBLs. Specifically....
* Do you (or your organization) ever use CBLs for checking/calibrating equipment?
* Are you aware of any statutory or contractual requirements (perhaps imposed by clients, such as state/
local entities, etc.) to use CBLs?
* In general, is there a need for CBLs in New Mexico?
Thank you all very much for sharing your thoughts! I hope we can keep the CBL program alive, but only
if that’s warranted.
William Stone
New Mexico Geodetic Advisor
National Geodetic Survey
505-277-3622 X252 or william.stone@noaa.gov
Gary Eidson compiled the following list of past presidents and has requested members to review for
accuracy. Please contact him with any changes at gary@jwsc.biz (Editor).
ACSM NEW MEXICO SECTION - CHAIRMEN
1959 D.R.W. WAGER - SMITH
1959 ROBERT B. STEPHENSON
1960 MARVIN CLARK MAY
1961 ROBERT B. STEPHENSON
1962 A.S. KIRKPATRICK, JR.
1963 office vacant
1964 CHARLES DULIN
1965 office vacant
1966 EDUARD K. ELDER
1967 EDUARD K. ELDER
1968 CLARENCE E. CARNAHAN
1969 RONALD E. TYREE
1970 LA MONTE URBAN
1971 KENNETH H. SANDLIN
1972 ROBERT A. JENNINGS
1973 WILLIAM E. STEPHENS
1974 J. ROBERT MARTINEZ
NM ASS.OF SURVEYORS AND MAPPERS - PRESIDENTS
1975 J. ROBERT MARTINEZ
1976 LAMONTE J. URBAN
1977 ROBERT B. STEPHENSON
1978 WILLIAM E. STEPHENS
1979 RONALD E. TYREE
1980 VICTOR W. TOPMILLER
1981 EALLEY NAYLOR
1982 GORDON J. DOUGLAS

1983 GEORGE T. WALTERS
1984 WILFRIED E. ROEDER
1985 MELVIN BAUTISTA
1986 LINWOOD A. CARLETON, JR.
1987 JAMES A. BOTSFORD
1988 JOE M. SISNEROS
1989 JOE E. WASHBURN
1990 SALVADOR E. VIGIL
1991 RONALD E. TYREE
NM PROFESSIONAL SURVEYORS - PRESIDENTS
1992 GARRY P. HUGG
1993 RAYMOND A. ORTIZ
1994 DAVID E. TIBBETTS
1995 CLINT SHERRILL
1996 W.M. TRES HICKS, III
1997 RONALD A. FORSTBAUER
1998 GLEN. W. THUROW
1999 KERY GREINER
2000 STEVE FRANK
2001 SALVADOR I. VIGIL
2002 JEFF LUDWIG
2003 DAN MUTH
2004 TODD WAGENER
2005 LENORE R. ARMIJO
2006 HOWARD DAGGET
2007 DAVID COOPER
2008 THOMAS W. PATRICK
2009 EARL BURKHOLDER
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Benchmarks

Some food for thought - thanks to Justin Miller for sending this in! Editor

Benchmarks
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Sustaining Members

Alan Benham		
7500 Jefferson St NE Courtyard I
Albuquerque, NM 87109

Jeffery Ludwig		
PO Box 8348
Santa Fe, NM 87504

Isaac Camacho
637 Sheryl Way
Las Cruces, NM 88001

Christopher A. Medina		
PO Box 2532
Corrales, NM 87048

Scott Croshaw
4900 Lang Ave. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87109

Gary Robertson		
418 Sunnyview Ave.
Carlsbad, NM 88220

Raymond L. Dennis		
7209 Corte Ocaso NE
Albuquerque, NM 87113

Fred Sanchez		
2220 Don Andres Rd. SW
Albuquerque, NM 87105

Marc A. DePauli		
102 W. Hill Avenue
Gallup, NM 87301

Keith Stickford		
PO Box 66
La Jara, NM 87027

Kery Greiner
1203 Medpark Dr.
Las Cruces, NM 88005

Steve Toler		
131 Madison St. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87108

Ira Hardin
1715 Shalem Colony Trail
Las Cruces, NM 88007

Klad Zimmerle		
1101 N. Florida Ave.
Alamogordo, NM 88310

Thank you for
your support!
Sustaining Membership

The Sustaining Membership category is reserved for Professional Surveying Companies represented by a New Mexico Professional Surveyor and
for individual New Mexico Professional Surveyors. Please contact the NMPS office for more information or to upgrade your existing membership.

New Mexico Professional Surveyors
412 N. Dal Paso
Hobbs, NM 88240
Address Service Requested
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