
February 6, 2019 

Amicus Brief Submitted by NSPS  
to the Louisiana Supreme Court  

in the case of Crooks Vs. The State 
 

Two weeks ago, NSPS President-Elect Lisa Van Horn received a telephone call concerning a 
ruling in a Court Case in Louisiana which had some extremely detrimental potential outcomes 
for the PLSS system in the United States.  She and her husband, also a Surveyor, spent a day 
looking over the information, and felt that the NSPS Officers should be informed concerning the 
case during their scheduled transition meeting the following Tuesday in Wisconsin.  President 
Leavitt, Vice President-Elect Tim Burch, and John Matonich (a NSPS Past President) were also 
contacted directly, and they agreed that the ExCom should know more.  The individual who 
brought the case to the attention of NSPS said he would like a one-hour audience with the NSPS 
Officers to go over the case. He flew into Wisconsin at his own expense to do so. His request 
was that NSPS submit an Amicus Brief. 
 

An Amicus Brief is defined as: Frequently, a person or group who is not a party to an action, but 
has a strong interest in the matter, will petition the court for permission to submit a brief in the 
action with the intent of influencing the court's decision. Such briefs are called "amicus briefs." 

 

The case involved a court ruling in which it was determined that a 43,000-acre lake, as 
meandered by the GLO on four (4) Township plats, is a river. The basic premise of the Judge’s 
decision, in our view conflicting with Federal Government (GLO) procedures and plats, was that 
a cartographic map was a more accurate depiction of the boundary (at the time) than the GLO 
Plats. The Judge’s ruling granted the underlying property to 54 adjoining land owners in the 
potentially multi-million dollar case.  
 

Although the deadline for submitting the Amicus Brief was only six (6) days away, the NSPS 
Officers were shocked by the Judge’s ruling in the case and felt very strongly that it was 
important to address the process followed in the decision. Fortunately, Elizabeth Schleif (Liz), a 
Land Surveyor for the USDA/Forest Service (and also an Attorney) was in attendance at the Wisconsin 
surveyor’s conference, and was able to provide invaluable insight regarding the issue, and assistance in 
the drafting of the Amicus Brief. 
  

Throughout the next 3 days, the NSPS Officers met several times to go over the steps 
involved. Meanwhile, Liz went right to work contacting the Attorney General in Louisiana to 
find out what needed to be done.  Because the Brief was required to be submitted by a 
Louisiana attorney, local attorney Jackson Logan was recommended.  Liz contacted Mr. Logan, 
resulting in a telephone conversation with the NSPS Officers during which an hourly rate and 
estimated cost for services were discussed, leading to the subsequent engagement of Mr. 
Jackson to represent NSPS in this matter.  
 



Over the next few days the NSPS Officers met at regular intervals to work on the Brief. Tim, Liz 
and Lisa stayed after the conference on Friday and met with Stan French (retired from BLM) to 
go over the Brief, and to get his viewpoint on our thought process. 
 

Over the weekend, Liz and attorney Logan continued to work on the Brief, with Tim and Lisa 
following their progress.  Upon completion of the Brief, it was shared with the full NSPS 
Executive Committee who agreed that, with everyone’s help, the two of them had produced a 
very well-stated, straight-forward document outlining our concerns.  
 

Just prior to the completion of this report, NSPS was informed that the Louisiana Supreme 
Court has granted our Motion for Leave to file our Amicus Brief.  In plain English, that means 
the Court will consider NSPS's Brief, and point of view. 
 

This event provides a very good insight into the proper procedures that should be used in cases 
such as this. The next big question is “does the NSPS Amicus Brief educate the Court well 
enough to overturn the decision, or at a minimum re-open the case?” Whichever way this goes, 
ExCom does believe that NSPS has done its very best to rectify a wrong to the profession, and 
NSPS should be proud of the Brief it has submitted.   
 

Kim Leavitt, Tim Burch, Bob Miller, Mark Sargent, Craig Amey, John Matonich, Liz Schleif, Rich 
Leu, Les Van Horn, Lisa Van Horn, and Curt Sumner were all involved as we worked through the 
process. 
  
Attached is one of the 4 GLO plat’s showing the meandered “Lake” or “River” in question, and 
also the Amicus Brief submitted by NSPS. 
 

A full presentation on this issue is planned during the upcoming NSPS 2019 spring meeting, 
April 9-12.  
 

 


