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HOUSTGN, TEXAS, August 30,1934,

Hon,J .H.Walker,
Conmissioner General Land Office,
Austin,Texas,

lir,Jas,Hf.Chapman,
Houston, lexas,

REPORT 55 A SURVEY IN SAN JACINTO COUNTY,TEXAS AROUND THE W.G.LOGAN,
THE J.D.MARTINEZ SURVEYS NOS.3 & 4,THE J_..h.ﬂ'tHIJ RSO SURVEY AND THE WM.
HARDIN .JLT..‘J"“J.F TO SHOW THE AREA FILED UPON BY JAS.R.CHAPMAN,

The followlng information in hand when making the survey,

“hotostat copy from G.L.O. dated 9-28-1932.Letter from 2.Crosby and
A.N.B.Tompkins, Deputy Surveyor,Liberty County,showing list of claims
¥

on flle tog ether with an accompanying sketch dated Apr.25,1857,
'hotostat con 7rf:an1 field notes Wm,Hardin Survey by S.C.Hiroms

and certified by G.L.C. 9=-28-1932,

Photostat copy original fleld notes W.G.Logen survey by S.C.Hiroms of
Gc;.uﬁ,ljﬁﬁ. Certified by G.L.0. 9=-28-1932,

;hwnue“at copy of a part of Polk County,Shetch made by John R.Johnson
CosSurveyor Polk County,9=T7=1f dQ,xEPtillE by G.L.0. 2-19-1934,
Certified translated copy of the J.D.Martinez Surveys Nos.3 and 4

.‘

field notes, Certified by G.L.0. 9-28-1932,
Photostat copy original field notes Emily Sanderson survey by John R.

Johnson,District surveyor Polk District.Nov,17-1858,Certified by G.L.0.
0=20.1052

'Lo-'l:..-'.
Fhotostat copy working sketech from G.L.0. file No.,9,under date Dec.l.,lc
60.Showing a vacancy between Martinez Nos,3 and 4 on the east and the

Wim,Hdardin on the west, Certified by G.L.0. 2-19-1934,

Blue print wor:ing sketch from G.L.0.dated 1-27-1934,
Another blue print working sketch from G.L.0. dated 1=-27-1934.

Certified copy of decree in cause No,52,styled Milam Taylor et al.vs
Mathew Vickery,dated “arch Att.-bTL, tecorded Vol,"A" u&ge 211,San Jac=-

into District Court Minutes
Copy of map and report mad u“ J.G.Ros
County,under date Dec,l4, ”h,f'q

al

8, County Surveyor,San Jacinto

]

EPORT,
ireJ.G.Hoss, the county Sur veyor of San Jacinto
epringe and went with him first te-the sounth west
T Ry it s - ) 1

ne survey,where “r,Ross pointed out to me two
dvised me as belng the roots of the original

s corner,and which he had seen standing,with the
om he had surveyed the J.A.Schnell years sago. We then
'uaui to the southeast cormer of the Schnell Survey where ¥r,Ro3s egain
pointed out two elay roots which he advised were the roots of the or igin-

al wlitness trees fov tlis corner and he had scen the same standing,with
the marks, Personally I did not find any original trees at these two
corners,however 1 did .inﬁ that the clay roots at both of the above cor-
ners Iit very closely for course and distance as called for. Next we
went to the present recognised northeast corner of the Wm,Hardin Survey
in a road,found old witness trees,not original however,and followed &
very old blazed and marked line south to ahauu Big Creek. From this point
we drove to the southeast corner of the Emlly Sanderson Survey,where the
original Lynn tree 1s standing and a large white oak stump JLt fits
both course and distance,from old pine knot,is standing, From this
corner we drove and walked to the northeast corner of the W.G.Logan Sur=-
vey,where Mr,Ross Uﬂ_itﬂﬂ out a large walmut stump,cut off even with
the "ou“’,“Ju from which a log section about 16 feet long had been
hauled away,the balance of the uPFF,“itﬂ large fork,is on the ground
and lying to the 3euthaast Mr.Ross pointed this trﬁe out as the orig-
inal Logen tree,stated that he knew it standing and marked with a very
large X on the southeast side and that he was at this corner when the
tree was standing with oarvegoﬂ Gillesple of EHarris County in 1894,
There 1= also = ;ur-a sweet gum marked X, apparently very old,and another
large sweet gum rurhan X,mich uninr,;or this bcﬂner,whicn is in a
walmut grove, For detalls of the bearings please refer to my map No,
4] 38-H &'“.H.EHJLHJ this report. There is a very old marked 1ine running
nearly west from the the proper relation to these three trees sbove
mentioned. The general reputation in this vicinity is that this is the

northeast corner of the Logan and the marked line is the north line of
the same, Thls concluded my preliminary examination of corners on the

ground and with ¥r . Ross as 1 felt that I had emnough information to make
“n intelligent survey and I did not wish to be biased by any of Mr.,Ross'
findings or work on the immediate area to be reported upon,

A

Actusl Survey.

I began at the old and new pine knots at the southeast corner of the
Ssnderson survey,as ldentified h3 original and junior witness trees;
sce map for detall. Thence ran line North 00 deg.l19' East,with an

old and later marked line,and HL 1?5? varas innerﬂﬂcved an old east and
west marked line, the aoun: line of the J.T.Simpson survey as recognised
on the ground,

I then produced the southline of the Simpson and the north line of the
Logan from the old Walmut stump,and other witness trees at the Northeast

corner of the an, along old marks,where line was in timber,but gener-
ally slong a g »d road, South 88 deg.25' West 7022.5 varas to an
intersection with the north end of the above line,the East line of the
SandeTsons U T T I Iound much or_‘.-"-1_‘_' r!‘-‘f.a‘.';, and many- property cor-
ners in both the Logan and the Simpeon 3 I'VET 8,

\ ogan calls to beg gin at 1ts southeast corner,thence up the river,
thence west 6900 ?ur's,avt. Along i:q LJ??* line I find 122.,5 varas
88 f“ﬂr the Walmut °+urw,u%tn sg tree, to the intersection with the

line as ﬁ“DdhCG& north from t“e C-LElH&l southeast corner of the
*-'-';-:1-'.;_\.1"53“. On account of the arlhs,u.'_e reputation and the Sanderson
originel southeast corner,l sccept the west line of the Logan as I find
it on the ground,
The next call in the Logan 1s South 2000 varas to slough and overflow
land;at 1954 varas south I cross the center of Mussel “qGQWﬁ where the
same has every appearance of being a slough. The channel is a fairly
wlde, stagnant body of water covered with water 1illies and grass growth,
A iDSb varas I leave the south bank of same,on the top of the high bank
and conslider thls practically a check against the calls in the original
notes of 2000 varas, The uﬁrﬂn west line calls, in all, south 2500 varas

to stake and mwunu,,u «corner. No bearing trees are given and none found. . rey cornerss . L

i the east bank of Blg Creek, I continmued South 00 deg, for the Eas ine of the lardin

d 4,9 veras found a 12" Haeckberry marked X, fairly old, lines of the Logan and liartinez

8 side, rtinez No.,4 are not one and the :

: line,in the Logan is East 12449,5 varas, I found note calls of the two surveys along
f : : 18 Imb,so0 as to flt the only two marked trees I found begimning point on the river are 589
on the transit line,the course and distance to be South 89 deg, 54! 52" o bacin at thi ---:.-_-:_,j;,-us-;- (

| § Ls
Last 12,153,353 varas or a shortage of 315,7 varas,
The hackberry above referred to 1ls 18,8 varas east of a projection of the
West line of the Logan, The two marked trees on south line are a 26"
white oak with two sets very old blazes on all four sides,located at
1011,6 vras East 411 n west side Mussel shoals,and a 30" pin oak with
three hacks on east slde at 10403,6 varas east,the marks are very new,

he 1 JU w-n; unusual in not finding more trees on this line as it

the line Lu.g varas north,or at 2500, vrs. both are practicslly
and lfﬁ in cultivated l*elda with only very scattering small

o

timber,
For reasons later to be developed in this report I would place the south

line of the Logan at 2500 varas and not at ED'Q.P VaTas,

On the ground the various parties living on Hartinez No.4,in the north
part,claim that the line of the lrrtinez and “ogan 1s a contimmous line
as projected Lastward from the south lines of the Sanderson and Welbourne
of course this is an absurdity,for it would shorten the Logan by 793
varas on its ﬁhuh line, fall to cross the slough, (Mussel L“oalmj, at 2000
varas,in faect would not eross it at all,

There 1s coa;’uerable folk lore that in the early days the owner of the
Bartinez No,4 sold or traded with the owner of the Logan for 1000 acres
oif the south part of the Logan and then had a joint property in both the
“artinez and the “ogan with the north line of this purchase as the
continuation of the south lines of the Sanderson and Welbourne, There is
an old and well marked line running east from the southeast corner of the

“anderson to the river which tends to substantiate this lezend, although

there 1s no deed of record to prove the same,
While on the Logan Survey it might be voli at this poipt to mention
2ast -1 Sanderson Survey,which calls_to begindat the nomsh

.vgﬁn,t.cﬁﬂﬂ S.1l E, at 190 varas cross Hussel hoals,
orn of the Logan above described,Il cross the center
oals at 170 varas,and the south bank at 197 varas,which 1 deem
the orig +Hu1 C&lla I find the original lynn,and the white
tump), at the southeast corner of the Sand:orson with a dist-
ance of 1737 varas a:d not 1uad varas as called,thus maeking an excess of
42 vwrrs. I find also that the call in Sandersonson notes for i1ts south
east corner to be on the north line of Hartinez No,4 to be in error,

1685 varas the,“anderson call subtracted from 2500 varas the Logan call
leaves 815 var ua that the Sanderson falls mathamatically to reach the no-
rth line of the Martinez, Johnson,the surveyor,clearly located the south
line of the Sanderson as an eaouaru centlna&tlon of the Welbourme's
south line and not as the north line of the llartinez,he possibly mistook
the north line of the south 1000 acres out of the Logan as the north line
of the hlartinez. In my opinion,this is a very definite case where an
adjolner call cannot possibly be construed so as to extend a sarvey some
815 varas to meet another survey,for in the first place the original
witness trees at the south east Cu“w—r of the Sanderson are on the ground
as concrete evid ﬁcu to strengthen a mathamatical impossibility,of
starting two lin at a common polint,running in a common directlon,and

making 1685 and ESGD varas arrive at another common point. It cannot be
done,and I make the point here so as to estop any claim that might be
made 1in an attempt tg extend the Sanderson south of its original cor-
ner and ﬁTgc it,the “anderson,in conflict with any of the Chapman Claim,
At the northeast corner of t he Logan I ran East 97 varas to the high
west Bank of the Trinity 44vt?,twen meandered southward or down stream

to such a point the river turned sharply East for = mile or more,again
the southeast corner of LLF Logan was ueandered northly or upstr&am to
where the river makes a harp turn to the West and about opposite the
south end of the downstream meanders, From the del#neatien of the Trin-
ity River on all working sketches,maps,individual survey maps and sket-
ches obtainable from the land office t appears that the lLogan 1s most
positively located on the ground and as surveyed by me in its proper
posltion,certainly so with reference to the meanders of the River,and
recognltion and statements as to its original northeast corner. The
*“oqgﬁ location i reflected on the accompanying map No,4138-R,
The fact that the Logan 1s short on its south line can have no bearing
on the location of its west line ﬁaPLJG“ west than it 1s ﬂﬂf{ﬁh’ulHiMEd
and recognised on the ground, The north line being the first line of the
survey having a deflnite course and distance call,other than "anndc*a,
1s excessive a marked and recognlsed positlion,and the south line or
closing call, it short or lonu,must go back to the river, The south
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line call of the logan in this case is not subject to reversed calls
for locatlion as the call distance willl take west of the marked and
recognised position on the rounv and further will destrag the slough
call on the west line, Th statement 1s made in order to show the

ubzurd"Tny of glving the doutﬁ line 1ts call distance and thus plaecing
the logan in conflict with the Chapman Claim and with the Sandersonson
SUTVaY «

Je.D.Hartinez No.4.
ione of the original.trges at any corner of this survey wexre found, -
Tha irth Iino- X S Tln parl witn the south line of the Logan as
dlscussed above, The survey begins at the northeast corner, thence West
11455 varas. I have used a point on the north i“e 100 varas West of the
high bank of the River as the northeast corner,this being substantially _ : <
the same distance from the high river bank that the Logan liortheast cor- [ - R g . o B4 whe
ner was found to From this point + find that the call of 11455 var as - ® . o g e iy " i o -
’ ¥ TR e ; B a iance 'witl QAL . Line 61l The =|ar'tineszs LUO.4,
1l rea 18 ﬁouhgw;ﬂb corner of the gan by 578.6 varas. BT » \ Ty R T -
3 v : 11 3 rom tﬁ" nD“thn'“t gorner), North 00 deg.lt
t 1 aras,the call on the nn*ta 1ine of the Hartinesz, - for the no: west corner of lartinez lo,4
0 d ar st, same cour 8 W ine of ior U rth we In \artinez 0.4 o
4% ”“q“i ame course as west line of Logan,and at 1954 with south line of Logan survey,North 89 d
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very old marked line,the accepted south line of lMagre
th 1line liartinez YNo.3., The call on the west line of
2 varas and + find the same short by 96 varas, but accept the
well marked and recognlsed line as the division line between “artinez
Nose5 and 4, ( See following swmary of north and south distances from

to a 1" pipe for southwest corner of uoban;f?;_

, Creek, and a 5" Doul§ Chitum marked A over X,

brs, S.32; W.28.,82 vs, and a 5" Sycamore marked the same brs,

.;:"J'-:‘ Bss g : =k e i
with the West line of the sald Hogan Survey, llorth oo deg.l9

north line of Logan to South line lMartinez No,3). it é*ﬁnc varag cross gully, at 428 cross another gully,at 546
1 then ran North 89 deg,28' East,following an old and well mearked line, aToas EEHIJL ’;;;Bl Shoals.at 656 eross a spring branch and in all

finding numerous individual wro}c,uy corners with witness trees thereon, Tan “,“U;‘ £“g ﬁlﬂéa of ;arinnir £ "

oce “auion and fenced nearly the entire length,or o0ld down fences i bR A gt Moy

Surveyed with connections ilay,June ﬂﬂL July, 1954.

:ariﬂt*on 9 deg.l7! East. _ PRI

[.E.Wicklund, Instrumentman. E.F.Dolln, ",?ullgrton,ﬁ.Juﬂiac;,
1an, Wellman (Henry and Arthur) Chainmen and brush men.

all the ﬁ&“‘ and found this distanee to be EEQ?.T varas as sgainst a call
of 7711 on south line of No,4or an excess of 888,7 varas. However this
being the closing call of No.4, I again go to the River be the distance
long or short, In this instance the distance is unterlal;y long, in fact
mich longer tham is the south line of the Logan Short,

1 then meandered the entire River along the east iart of the *artinez
Noe4 as shown on *ap No,4138-R, On the ground the upper Zast line of
the Hardin 1is claimed by people »01d settlers and timber cutters, as the
west line of the Martinez No.4. This is 1 nanifestly absurd,as it would
add nearly 1400 varas additional leng td,uest change the &nti“e configur-
atlon of the %Yest end of the nrrtiwer, add twe course and distance culls,
which do not appear in original notes or patent,and change a rectangle in-
to an ell s“apc.
_At the point on the south 11ne o* the “artinez No,4 whence I ran “ast,
— returned and ran South 89 deg,28'West,following old and well marked line,
finding several corners,and ¢¢onb a line in part fenced, at 1395,9 varas

Licensed State Land Sux vcyoﬂ hereby certify t;s@
survey was made on the ground,ac - r to law, that th
JHu“;lﬂE and GO“HE“E toget JG“ w? h th ;arkg,nntur&l

;'.1“'1

de e o Ao
intersected the upper southeast corner of the William Hardin Survey, as ngbuﬂkrnfﬂ75:;{*
indlcated on the ground by old :hrhs,occupatiun,uo“n 'rs and reputation, of P gu; at
AL ©629,4 varas additional,same course,intersected a marked line at what 2 o 7 Wi
is claimed to be the ru-enfran+ corner,or western northeast corner, of the P g
Wm, *ardin, and northwest corner of tinez Survey No.3, or at a total of

2025.5 varsas on :uga last course,
This wlll make the north line of Martinez No.3 10625 varss in length or
give 1t an excess of about 364 varas, to the line marked snd claimed as
the lower east line of the Hardin,

Sketch File No. 18
County San Jacinto
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