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mnstin, Texas, October 26tn,1901,
hon, Cnarles Rogan,
. Nomeuissionsr of the General Land Office,
State of Texas,
fustin, Texas.
Dear Sirie-

Aeting in aceordanee witn your instructions I nave gone
upon the ground in Fisher county and determined the true position
of the tracts of land fronting on tue north bank of the Eln fork of
tue Brazos river, said tracts ieing in the name of N.W, Burdette,
Robt .H.Hebbett, Geo,W, Lawrence, Elijan Bell and A, MchMicken, and I
nava doterwined tneir relative position to adjoining tracts is is
s.own by accowpanying sketen,

At tne soutn east corner of the George W Lawrsnece tract I found
tue original Hackberry and Cnima witn marks still olain, the Hack-
berry is 31 incnes in diameter, stands on tue north bank and is
plainly marked . Immediately in front of the mark and witain
turee inecnes of it stood a Hackberry 9 incues in diameter wiich vro-
tected the wark froum the weather and also may nave presented Surveyors
frow discovering it, Lecating the cornmer frowm tuis tree, I found what
aopsared to be a 20 varas error in MeDonald's call for the Caina,
but found tne bearing correct and the umark plain and very old.
The distance from tnis corner S.75°W.to the well identified base
line on tne west side of leugues 3516, 517, 18 and 519 in the name
of E1 Paso and Gillespie County Scuool Land is 16,627 varas which
is in excess of the actual distance called for, 183 varas, hence
ecourse and distance further eerifies this as tre original S5.E.corner
of the George W,Lawrence league as located and murked by J.G, Mebon-
ald. At tue S.W.corner of the George VW.lLawrence loarue I found the
nackberry as called for in the field notes standing on the south
side of the creesk as sficwvn on sketeh, the tree is marked on
its }N.W.side and measuring from it to tne corner vlaces tue cerner
on tue north bank. ™Tnese corners make tue Lawrence leasue 2522 varas
wide instead of 2500 as called for in the fied notes.

Since notning can be found to locate the exact noint at wnich
Surveyor Mcilonald nlased tne south corners of tue Burdette, I have
located its S.E,corner on the north bank of Elm fork 2500 varas S.75°W.
froi: the westline of tue George W, Lawrence learue, Extending a line
N.15°W, frox tnis point I find it crosses Elm fork as shown by sketch
and consider tnis fact taken together with the sketch returned on
tue original field notes by Surveyor Medonald proves tuat ne did not
survey tue 2ast line of tue Burdette and nence ne was not aware tnat
the Burdette and Crosby surveys could not follow tue meanders of tue
river back to tne begimning on account of this bend. Tuls conclu-
sion is furtuer born out by thne fact tnat tnis bend ecannot be de-
tected by the eye from eitier of the south corners of the Burdette.

It must be assumed trat Surveyor Meclonald was on the creek at
tne points wnere ne calls for bearing trees and I find nis sketches
delincate the ereek with reasomble preeision at the three corners
wentioned above., Aeting uvon tuis vrineiple, I began at a point
4016 varas S,15°E,frcwm the N.E,corner of the Burdette and extended a
line S.75°W.1561 varas tc a point in the Elm fork and by shifting
tuis point S,15°E,16 varas I found a line extended $.15°E.would
follow ti:e o0ld crannel of the river and leave it at 165 varas,wnich
fact satisfied the calls in the field notes of surveys 321 and 332
to follow the meanders of the river back to the begimning..

A careful meander of the creek in tnis vieinity shows tne
ehannel of tne river does not extend S,15°E.for a distance of 165
varas, in fact it does not lie S,15°E.at any point,and under no otner

¥
]

Lt e APRAS 7Y,



non,C.R,-2.10/26/01,

condition could Surveyor McDonald have presumed that 321 could follow
tue mweanders back to the beginning. His call "165 varas to ereek'
could not refer to another creek for tuhere is no other creek in tnat
vicinity. The distance N,15°W.from the S,E,corner of the Burdette
places tie corner in tuis bend of the ereek and the meanders of the
ereck aevent it from being in any other bend. But sinece tne eall
for tue bank of a creek can nardly denote the exact point wuere the
stake was driven for the S, W,corner of the Burdett, I have not ore-
sued tuat this corner can control the vosition of tue Hibbett for
course and distance from the warked tree at tune S ,W,corner of tue
George W, Lawrence is wore certain,

Upon exawining tue stone wnich is now claimed to have been
located by E.A Williaws for the comwon corner of 314, 316, 321 and
332, I find it to be N,15°W,3559 varas and N,75°E,423 varas from
wnere 1 place same comuon corner, said stone is N,76°E.89 varas from
tue river and a line runmning at any course from S,15°E,to S,75°W,
would eross the river before 166 varas nad been reachned and could
not roach tne river again in tpat distance: A line S,15°E,from tuis
tone reaches tue left bank at 127 varas and the right bank at 150
varas, and 165 varas falls on high ground where there is no indica-
tion tuat a creek has ever been, Since it appears that no bearing
trees nave ever been found in tiis point, and the position of the
stone is not verified by the position of the river, I find nothing
to sustain it as the correct corner and since neither the Cosby nor
tue Burdett could possibly follow tlLe meandsrs back to this stone, I
conclude it ecannot bhe the correct corner,

An old mesquite stuwp is claimed as an original braring at the
claimed 3,W,corner of the Hibbett but bears no marks and is contra-
dicted by tne course of tue creek, which being a natural object, is
superior, The course of tue ereek here indicates this point is
somewnare near tue begimming of tiie last eall in the field note:
weander of the hibbett, however, the last call snould read S.65%°W.
instead of N,654°W.to fit with reasonable nrecision,

At the claimed S,W, corner of the George W, Lawrence I find a
mesquite stump with no marks, Tue possibility of this being the
corract corner is contradicted by a locv in the ereek as suown on
wap. As there is no cereek coming into Elm fork to mislead the Sur-
veyor and tue bend is in plain view from where it is claimed tne
corner is, no Surveyor could nave so vlaced a corner and then called
for nis surveys on both sides to follow tue meanders back to the
begimning, nence tuis stuwmp is contradicted by a natural object,.

The eclaimed S.E.corner of tue Lawrence nhas a Ha.ckbarr:; and
Cnina. Both of these trees were probably first "blocked out" by
W.H.Cowan and ne and J.P,Bagley appeur to have heen fully convinced
no Surveyor had ever uwarked tuar, From the best evidence I can
patner I am convineed tiat Surveyors have accepted them bhecause a
point could be found fromw winich tne Melonald calls fit exaetly (A
condition I nave never met in practice with old surveys) A line
extended N,15°W, from tuis point cuts tne water in tne river sligntly
as suown but might have escaped the notice of an early Surveyor.

The objoctions to tnis corner seems to be that no one seams convbneed

tue trees were ever plalinly marked; they are one-half mile too far

east after allowing a reasonable excess and hence are contradicted

by course and distance and they are contradicted by two plainly

warked tr Bﬂl bearing the MeDondld mark and the vroper direction;

and the 9" Hackberry growing in front of one of these marks furnistes
unwistakable testimony that tuis tree was marked long before Surveyors

Cowan, Duvall, Williaws, Bayley or Breodlove ever attempted to find

J.G.MedDonald's lines,
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Hon.C ,R,-3.10/28/01,

Upon tue accompanying sketeh I have suown the land vaeant from
claiuwed east line of the Lawrence to its true east line because the
claiued east line was adopted by the Surveyor locating the pre-emp-
tions and tue vosition wnich ne gave the George W,Lawrence is well
known to be as suhown on accompanying sketeh, The N.W.corner of
No.42 determined as shown on sketch from the S,W.corner of survey
Ho.35 in sawe bloek wnich is fully identified by the original Hack-
berry tree ana calls on lines of adjoining surveys for distance to
tue river. Tune jog of 460 varas in block 1, H.T.« B,,was detaermined
by tracing along tne old corners from the N,E,corner of survey 62

P to tne S.W, ecorner of survey 35. Tune relative position of the H,7.&
B.,surveys with the h.« T.C,,surveys was determined by tracing from
tans N,E.corner of survey 62 to and identifying tue N.W.corner of
survey 68 and tuence N,15°W /900 varas; tuence S,75°W,4974 varas;
tnence M,15°W725 varas; tuence S,73°34'W,785 varas to the S.W,corner
of survgy 75 partially idemtified by post oak stumps and trees
warkefl wnich grew from s&id stumps and fully identified by tracing
to tuhe creek 480 varas frowm the 5.W, corner of survey 835.

To all the above I nereby certify, YENY
WIS valell

State Surveyor.
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