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Note: The principles discussed may not apply to all states. The reader is encouraged
to research the law in their own state.

This case involved a dispute between two counties over the
location of their common boundary. Various descriptions used
over the years have placed doubt on the boundary location. The
boundary was first described as "beginning at the south east
corner of the county of Onondaga thence a direct course to the
confluence of the Tioughnioga & Chenango rivers" Thereafter it
was described as "a line drawn from the south east corner of the
said tract on a direct course to the confluence of the
Tioughnioga and Chenango rivers and to the east bank of [said]
river" Finally, it was described as "a line drawn from the
southeast corner thereof to the confluence of the Tioughnioga
and Chenango rivers, and to the east bank of the last mentioned
river"

In reaching a decision on the location of the boundaries,
several points were made that should be interesting to
surveyors. First, a boundary line in an instrument described as
running between two monuments is presumed to be a straight line
(p. 322, 529). Secondly, when a monument is cited, the position
of the monument at the time of the original operative conveyance
is meant. The position of monuments may move but the original
position stays fixed. (In this case the confluence of two
rivers.) Perhaps more important, the court noted that boundaries
created by legislation are not necessarily governed by rules
pertinent to the retracement of private boundaries. In this case
the court noted that equitable remedies such as the doctrine of
acquiescence, estoppel, and laches have no application with
respect to boundaries fixed by the legislator (p. 323, 579). For
the surveyor, this means that private property boundaries
thought to coincide with political boundaries may in fact vary
because of equitable remedies. Private boundaries should not be
used to vary the location of political boundaries.


