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Veatherford, Texas,Sept 30, 1918,
Hen J T Reobison,
Austin, Texas.
Doar Sigte  You will no doubt recall an interview I had with you
at V.00 recemtly at the olese of the lote State Convemtion and the
WMWMIhiMMM#FWﬂm
iand on the StephensTast County line and mow
T ot S0 e o s
that T see Messrs A H Kirby of 7t Worth and E W Fpye of Graham. Well,
I saw them and made a satisfactory deal with them, and now herewith
hand you & plat or wap of that seetien of country whioh I wish te
use to plesent to you the facte which I found on the ground in my
work these in September, 1880, And I ask that,before you read this
PEpost that you fizet look up & Fepert I made of these findings to
thet offioe, after aking the T A Floumey and 2 C Collier surveye
and, I thiak,before filing theiz field notes,and aleo yet the Tepl y
sade we by thet office. If I peueuber correctly the seply intimated
thed ,in wlew of the faote as I presented them the change of positéon
on the map should never Lave been umade. But that since it had been
done 80 many years before,and all the lands ,or nearly #0,that would
be covened Af it were moved Dack to ite origimal position on the
nap wePe then patented by the S%ate and had for years been cooupled
by thels slaimants,the question of changing it baok would be left -
up to the courte) and I was instsusted to file the field notes abwe
uentionasd. | _

I have traced the Ssmusl Suith eurvey in sed ink to show ite
present logation on the officlal waps and have given the objects
af found by me at ite 8 V, southesn and northern S I corners, I
have indieated the Smith survey as I think it was aotually surveyed
by C W Hels on the ground,in solid black lines,the south line running
eagt faem the 8 & corner of the Franois VW Harmes survey,,noting the
objects ealled for at the same corresponding corners above given;
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II.
&nd have also indicated the location of the lines of the original
Sam Smith survey by a black dotted line east from the S E corner of
the patented Smith survey to a point within the Dan'l R Kinchelo
Sur #7,and thence north to the South line of the L C Dennison, except
the the south line of the original should be extended to a point
dipeotly south of the I ¥ commer of Suz 1, E L & R R R R Co, the ok
wound there called for being unguestionably the X E cor of the ordg-
mm. I have indicated the pre-emption surveys covering the
Smith a8 here located and mapped by dotted lines in black. I alse
show the Stevhens-Eastland Co line as established by ny survey,and
also shmir the County line in red ink as run by 8 P Newcomb under
order of County Court of Stephens County about the year 1862, taking
for his beginning the S W corner of Palo Pinto as established by
J J Metoalf in 1857, showing also the Metocalf line in red ink.-
I zefer you to the field notes of the BB B & C R R Co Sur llo 1
patented to 8 M Swenson in which it takes for its beginning the 37th
mile post,a L O marked XXVII,on the %“ line of Pale Pinte Count y.
I have seen this tree oftem,which stands in S A Satterfield's yard
and when I last say it the above letters were all plainly legible.
This was also made the beginning cormer of other surveys back in the
70's.,being a well known land mark, Metcalf's S8 W corner of Palo
Pinto Co was also a well and widely known land mark,and the same is
true of the old 8 P Newoomb line run for the south line of 8tephens Co.
I call your attention to the faot that the S E corner of the Franeéis
W Harmes Iﬁd the 8 W corner of the original Samuel Suith surveys are
identical,both surveys having been made by Geo B Erath,the former
calling for the latter and giving the same bearingftrees,but that
neither calls for rock mound or other monument as marking the cornfer,
only witness trees being called for. C W Holt,who as Deputy Dist.
surveyor of Palo Pinto Land Dist under J J Metocalf,on Sept 3, 1873,
made the corrected survey,in which he calls for approximately half
the area of the ariginal survey,makes his field notes out to read
"Beginning at the 8 W corner of Dan R Kinchelo survey - stone mound-
L O East 10 vrs,L O N I5°E 13 wvre." ,while the field notes of the

Kinchele survey tummssiwss desoribes this corner only aé an unnarked
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III.
point on the north line of the im C & C Boswell survey 1600 vre west
of the Il £ corner of the latter survey,thus making its location to be
g:;::::ﬁ;:akguuraa and distance from the latter corner. Likewise
the N W corner of the Kinchelo was  or is an unmarked point to be
deteruined by course and distance,while Holt calls for it and gives
it two mes@uite witness trees. It is unnecessary for me to take up
your t4me and uy own to disouss the eignificance of what a surveyor
for one reason or another may makﬁi:Lnarﬁﬁtn—onrnar his™beginning"
in his field notes. As you know, 1t does not signify anything,unless
in this case it is to lead the Land Office to believe he has certainly
removed a conflict. Hence we rmust look for these objects he has
called for - any and all of them - and if any one of them can be !
identified with certainty then you have something certain and defi-
nite to start on. I see that J H Huddleston ,County Surveyor of
Rastland 0o.by a certified plat without date but filed in your
offi0e Dec 3, 1879,reports that he found and identified on the grund
the oorners of the Samuel Smith survey,which was made the authoriy
for giving the Smith ite present location on your official map, bat
he falles to give the partiocular objects by which he identified
these several corners. I have a very clear idea that had he done
g0 with perfect fidelity end candor the change would never have been
made on the map and several tracts of land now patented would nevex
have been patented. I am mex unable now tc recall who it was who
carried me to this "Beginning®™ corner as shown in the Hudleston plat,
but he was an old settler in that seotion and knew all the land lines
and corners the surveyors had used in recent years;knew lirs P A
Berry and her father,S Gafford;knew John Hale and his reputation
for f£inding people vacant land for homesteading for $50 & tract,and
usually about where they wanted it,and told me he knew they pald
him 850 a tract for finding this land for them. When we reached the
corner I found it to be a rock mound on the west bank of Palo Pinte
ecreek,at a rather picturesque spot with two L O witness trees,but
I found neither approximately the course,and only one approximately
the distance called for.(See descriptions on plat). But what was
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IV.
equally disconcerting was the faot that here was a most striking and
permanent natural object,a creek hewn out by the powers of nature
in the Bimestone, and no mention made of i%,-,an object any prudent
surveyor locating lands in a wild,sparcely settled country would
have mentioned as a means to aid those in after years to locate his
corners. From this point I ran north finding a marked line, and at
1145 vrs Exsmum crossing this same oreek FOUR times and no mention
made of that, at whioch point I was in scattering post oak timber with
some mesquite timber scattered about. But I found neither rock md
nor witness trees. In fact there were no mesquite trees close enough
for the witness trees called for. From this point I ran East with a
marked line,and at 485 vrs came to another rock mound about 80 vrs
west of the same creek. There were 8o “elm trees around,but none
the course called ;;;;HEE;’;‘;;;.;lnd a marked post D:;?%gifgﬂithlr
the course or distance.(See Plat). I then went back to my starting
point and ran west,again on an old marked line,at 1708 vrs - or
rather I ran west with the old marked line gr;dually bearing to the
right -and at 1809 vrs offset North 18 vre to old rok md on this
marked line from whioh a L O brs N 64 1/4°E 18.4 vrs. And I made a
dilligent search for other witness trees and corner but they Were
not there. The party with me assured me that he knew that to be the
reputed S8 W corner of the Smith survey - the corner as then recog-
nized. This cornmer I found to be 331 vrs south and 57.23 vrs west of
the N W corner of the Boswell survey,which last cormer was well
identified by rock mound and its two witness trees. I then made a
close search for the Holt beginning corner at the 5 W corner of t he
Kinchelo survey but without any success at all.

In this connection,and at this point I wish to call your atten-
tion to one very material call in the field notes and %o éé;:f;tnta-
ments made in Holt's field notes and certificate,all of which I con-
sider very significant,and I believe pertinent.

First is the ocall for the East line of the Francis VW Harmes sur-
vey, a line which was certainly known to J J Metcalf (See his fied
notes of the L C Dennison survey) and presumably known to Holt,ana
certainly at that time a well marked line.

Crrnlon 2603



v.
(There is now and has been for the past thirty odd years a public
road running along the entire west line of the original Smith surwey,
so that all trees close %m enough to have been marked for the line
have long since been cleared away.)

3. At the close of his field notes he says "gontaining 2 labors
of arable land -remainder pasture land."”

To locate the survey from the 8 W corner of the original Smith
survey § the correoted survey will contaln approximately that quan-
tity of arable land, but the further it is taken eastward toward
its present mapped position the less apable land it contains,until
when you reach the position Huddleston gives it you will not have
exceeding 50 acres arable land.

. In his certificate he states that the survey was made accofd-
ing to law,that "all the marks natural and artificial are truly
described.” To locate the survey from the 8 E corner of the Harmes
gurvey there %a not a 9ﬁpak nor branch to be crossed,and his cer-
tiriuaégk;;;ii ;;t b; onﬁkraﬂiotad by a single fact on the ground.

4. In his certificate he states affirmatively that this surve Yy
"ig a correction of a PEEXIGNX sSurvey previously made on same lana
by virtue of certificate described in foregoing field notes." A
glance at the plat will show you that this statement would not be
true according to the Hudleson plat,but that a very large percent
would be outside the original survey on other land. Did not the law
require that this correctlon be made within the confines of the
original survey,or a new file %o De laid? And do not the records
in your office show that this was a correction made to clear the
8mith wikk of conflioct with thﬁf ahgfq”f?f? 1 ‘e/ﬁVQ

The S W corner of the Hﬁ%t aurvey is daaaribad aa a rock mound
either on or on a projection of the Ha:man East line,with a P O
bearing S 78°E 13 vrs. The original Smith survey did not call for
rock mound or other monument at its S W corner,but called for one

P O 8 78°E 15 vre and another South 168 vre. There is now no rock

mound at this corner,because it would be in a public and heavily
traveled road;and for like reason there has been no tree South 16

varas, But there i1s standing an old marked witness tree, a post
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coak with the same marTk as all the other witness trees I have manr;g
tioned,1.e.,X ,and while I an not able to state that it will give J
the course and distance called for by either Holt or Erath,yet ‘t 1
will be very close to it,if it does not give it exactly. And frnm“%
the 8 E corner of the Harmes survey an old marked line runs East, ?'
every tree close enough and old enough to be marked has the mark ,:Rﬁ,
three hacks. DBut the line scon runs into farms so that there arn~3 5
now only three trees left standing. But at 1683 vrs we are at a :
point in a field where the abundance of live oak sproutes betray
tiie fuot that there were live ocak trees all about there before the 5?}

field was ulaarqdﬂ

e,

How t& sum the matter up,to locate the Smith survey so as tn};
make its west line coincide with East line of the Harmes aurveyi&&“
and quite likely one corner as described identified by a witness
called fﬁif??ﬁngffﬁainly the lines We also have the quantity of
arable land satisfied. The call for natural objects are satisfied
a8 there wéuld be none to call for. We would have the corrected
survey lald within the boundaries and upon the land of the original
gurvey as stated in the certificate,and we have & marked line on
the south and what has been a well marked line on the west.

If the Hudleson location is tagken we have every one of the
above statements contradicted,and the contradiction backed up by
two marked lines leading north and east andtgi:euornsrn not desorib-
ed in any set of field notes, the marking of which I am not able
to account for. But the south line I can account for as the old
Sam P Newcomb south line of Stephens County,which can be easily
traced clear aoroes the north part of Eastland County. And as
careless as Newcomb showed himself to be in his measurements,this
beginning corner may be Newcomb's 4th mile monument. Its within
388 about 360 vrs of the right place,and that difference may have
been made by him in crossing the canyons east of there where he
could not make measurements on the ground.

Bear in mind I was over this ground just about 10 years after

Hudleson,about 13 years after Hale and about 18 years after Holt,
There appeared to have been very little timber cut and removed frem
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ViI.
the localities about the S K.,S E., the angle corner or the northern
8 E corner of the Smith survey as indicated on the Hudleson plat
and certificate. The people of that section used cedar for posts,
and they could find far more desirable fuel wood up on the flats
north and west of there. In fact there was no one then living where
it would be right convenient to get timber there.

Youyrs truly,

{_.-3,_.1
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