














Photograph looking to the south towards the S¼ Cor., Sec. 34 
which is nearly 2 miles to the south.
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CONCLUSIONS ON THE IMPACT OF THE
BINGER HERMANN POLICY AND

HOW TO CORRECTLY INTERPRET THE FICTITIOUS AND
FALSIFIED PLAT AND FIELD NOTES RETURNED
BY THE U.S. DEPUTY MINERAL SURVEYORS

1. The example described in the “Discrepancies in the Official Record” 
portion of this presentation (see next slide) demonstrates how the 
mineral surveyor dealt with cases where the theoretical position of a 
prior official survey comes before its monumented position. While the 
plat shows no gap between the surveyed claim and the prior official 
survey, the monuments define a real gap between the claims; and,

2. The last example in this portion of the presentation, the Polaris Lode, 
Sur. No. 248, Iron Dyke Lode, Sur. No. 249 and October and Triangle 
lode, Sur. No. 15289 demonstrate the other alternative. That being the 
case where the monumented position of the prior official survey comes 
before the theoretical position of the prior official survey (see the last 
slide). In this case, the plat shows a gap between the claims, but the 
monumented position shows that the side line of the Polaris Lode is 
common with the end lines of the October and Triangle lode claims.
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This sketch shows that 
Dep. Ventress placed 
Cors. Nos. 1 and 2 of 
the mill site on the 
patent position of Line 
4-1, Old Lode to be in 
compliance with the 
Binger policy. He had 
already run into 
trouble for failure to 
show the patent 
position of the Seaton 
Lode on the Dorina
Lode in 1900. The red 
circles show where 
Dep. Ventress would 
have placed Cors. Nos. 
1 and 2 of the mill site 
before or after the 
Binger period.

Note: This example shows that the mineral surveyor conducting 
the survey of the One and Two lodes and Mill Site, Sur. No. 
15000A&B set Cors. Nos. 1 and 2 of the Mill Site at the patent 
description position (theoretical position) of the Old Lode, Sur. 
No. 1500 rather than the monumented position of the Old Lode 
because it came first. Therefore, the plat of Sur. No. 15000A&B 
shows no gap when one truly exists, just the opposite of what 
one would otherwise expect based upon the record information.
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Note: This example shows the other case. The mineral surveyor 
conducting the survey of the October and Triangle lodes, Sur. No. 
15289 set the end lines of the two claims on the monumented 
side line (Line 7-8 and Line 8-9 of the Polaris Lode) of the prior 
official survey. In other words, the monumented side line of the 
Polaris Lode, Sur. No. 248 came before the patent description 
position (theoretical position) of the Polaris Lode. 

Therefore, the plat of Sur. No. 15289 shows a gap between the 
October and Polaris lodes and a second gap between the Triangle 
and Polaris lodes when no gaps truly exist. The plat and field 
notes of Sur. No. 15289 give the false, computed connection from 
Cor. No. 4 of the October to Cors. Nos. 6, Iron Dyke Lode and 7, 
Polaris Lode as N. 68°50’ E., 42.4 feet!
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