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SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT )

This statement contains explanations relative to a resurvey
of the David Scott 1/4 League Patent No, 828,Vol. 6, as to its res-
pective location upon the ground, situated in Hardin County, Texas.
1t is based upon information from the Gemeral Land Office at Austin,
data compiled from Abstracts, Maps, Private Information and by Actual

Survey made upon the ground.
The above David Secott Survey was made by JohnA. Veateh,

surveyor, declared before Chief Justice Henry Millard of Jefferson
County, that the atove survey was made according to Law, Sworn and Sub~-
seribsd before him Nov, 27, 1839, emd certified to be correct ty U,

H. Delano, County, Surveyor, Jefferson County, on the 10th of August,

1841,
Later on sald David Scott Survey was checked upon the ground

as to its location ty W:Liliam Armstrong, Deputy Surveyor for Jefferson

Distriet on March 12th, 1848.
The desoription of the David Seott Survey in John A. Veatch's

notes are deseriked as follows:

(Note Small Ietters Inserted)

x8ituated in Jefferson County about 3 miles North

of Pine Island Bayou, 13 miles above its mouth

COMMENCED A SURVEY FOR DAVID SCOTT OF 1/4 SITIO In\

Ok IHE EAST BOUNDARY OF B (illegible) SURVHEY Ar-A

POST ON—A MOUND DNV PRAIRIR

teginning at a point being 1100 waras N off and

500 varas E from the N E Cor, of Henry Stephenson‘'s
-BOUNBARY survey, a post

in mound rgom which a post oak 10 inches in diam,

bears S 73° W 2 6/10 varas dist, Thence West =y

NORTH 2500 vrs a post in a mound im prairie wd

Thence North f;

1690 VARAS TIMBER 2500 ELRLB POST I MOUND,A 4 -

PINE 20" IN D BRS, S 38" E 12% VRS =F

DIST. AND A PINE 6" IN D BRS. — 2

S6l” E 3 6/10 VARAS DIST. il = =

THENCE EAST e

2500 POST IN MOUND A B R S

B OAK 20" IN D BRS N 70° W 1 2/10 VRS DIST k= ==

AND A S, G. 7" IN D BRS ' L]

N 10%° W 5 6/10 VARAS DIST. {5 bt f

THENCE SOUTH 2380 VARAS BRANCH PINE ISLAND BAYOU B

to the beginning (end of insertion)

2500 POST IN MOUND ON NORTH BOUNDARY OF ANOTH#R

SURVEY FROM THIS A P, OAK 10" IN D BRS.—S-73°W

#0500 PLACE-OF-BEGHRVING 4LABORS ARABLE RESLIDUE
PASI'URE LAND

JOHN A VEATCH
Surveyor
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It is my opinion, Mr, Veatch did not call or use the N. E.
Cor. of the Henry Stephenson in making his survey of the David Scott
Survey.

The deseription used in descriting the location of the David
Scott Survey as celled for in the Patent Notes are partly Mr. Veateh's.

The insertions made between Mr. Veatch's notes, could -
possitly te the writing of William Armstrong, Deputy Surveyor for
Jefferson Distriet, who proceeded to connect the David Scott Survey
with the Henry Stephenson on the 12th of March, 1848,

Upon the ground, I started my Survey to relocate theDavid
Seott 1/4 League from the description described in the David Scott's
Patent Notes. It calls, (Beg at a post in mound 1100 varas North and

500 vrs Bast from the N. E, Corner of Henry Stephenson Survey),

The N. E. Corner of the Henry Stephenson league is ﬁarke&
upon the ground by a 4 X 6" Cypress Post in the N. E. Corner of a fence
enclosure in an open prairie. I have known of this Corner for over 30
years and is well recognized bty Surveyors and Property Owners to bte
said corner. I have at various times had the occasion to check this
Corner bty its Fleld Notes, from the well recognized S. E. Corner of the
Stephen Jackson League (The Stephenson calls for the Jackson league)
and its call checks within a few varas. I then ran a line North 1100
varas andEast 500 vrs to s point supposed to te the S, E., Corner of
the David Scott (calls for a post in mound wit. by a Post Oak 10"
in diam, tears S 73° W 2 6/10 varas). I made a thorough search here
for a Corner, witness trees, marked lines etc. end found nothing. This
point is in a Plowed Field used for over 30 years, now abandoned, and
on the land known as the Andrew Jackson Tract, never at any time recog-
nized to te in the David Scott Survey.

The Jackson Tract for over 75 years has been known as the
Henry Goldman Survey,

I then proceeded to the S. W. Corner as called for in the
Patent Notes of the D. Scott, and found nothing, no signs of corners
or markings here.

The next call in D, Scott's Patent Notes as follows (North
1690 vrs timber at 2500 vs a post in mound from which a Pine 20" in
diam tears S 38° E 12% ¥rs. another 8" in diam Brs. S 61° E 3 6/10 vrs)
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The timber line has changed consideratle in over a 100
years, spread out from 300 to 400 varas. Timber call was of no help.
I found no marks on this line or any signs of witness trees or corners
at point called for to bte the N. W. Corner of the D, Scott Survey.

I then proceeded to the N, E. Corner as called for in the
ratent Notes and found nothing. No marked witness trees or line trees.

The call of the East line of the D. Scott in its Patent Notes
is as follows (Thence South at 2380 varas a branch of Pine Island
Bayou at 2500 vs the place of beg.)

I did cross a branch on this line at 2159 vs 221 varas
North of where called for. This call is the only natural call, called
for in Patent Notes and fits nothing.

In all, if the David Scott was layed off on the ground as
called for in the Patent Notes, I found nothing on the ground to prove
up this construetion,

I then proceeded to relocate the David Scott Survey as it
is now located upon the ground and recognized by property owners,
surveyors, fence lines, 0ld marked lines in the timber witness trees
and corners,

I started my survey at the S. E. corner of the David Scott.
I intersected an old marked line running northeérly and westerly and
made a corner and marked new bearings, I then proceeded to check branch
crossing as called for in Mr., Veatch's notes (Thence South 2380 vs
tranch Pine Island Bayou). I ran a line northerly 120 vs and hit the
north bank of Clemmons Bayou which praectically checks Mr. Veatch's
eall.

I then proceeded to tie this corner to the N. E., Cor. of the
Henry Stephenson Leegue and found same to be North 1361.86 vs and West
29.71 vrs from said N.,E. Cor. Stephenson Survey instead of North 1100
Vs and . 500 vs as called for in Scotts Patent Notes,

From the S. E. Corner David Scott as now recognized upon the
ground es I relocated, I ran a line S 89° 50' W following a very old
marked line in the timbter and an old fenee meandering this line. Also
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erossing Clemmons Bayou 5 times, a distance of 2498.25 vs to the
S. W.Cor. said Seott (call 2500 vs). At this cormer I found a 123"
S.6. marked X Very old., I also marked new bearings here.

I then ran a line North 0° 37' W, following a very old
marked line in the timber, a dist, of 2496.58 varas to the N. W. Cor.
D., Scott (eall 2500 vs). At this cormer I found a Cow Oak 20" in
diam. merked ¥ also very old, and a Hickory 10" in diam. marked X
also very old. |

I then ren a line N 89° 21' E following another very old
marked line in the timber a dist. of 2498.17 vs to the N. E., Cor.

Seott Survey (eall 2500 vs) At this Cormer I found a Cow Oak 24" in
diam marked E very old enother Cow Osk 24" in diam marked E also very
old. .

I then ran a line S ﬂa 37" E following another very old mark-
ed line inthe timber at 259?54 vs. I hit the N. Bank of Clemmons
Bayou (Mr, Veatch in his notes calls this pt to be 2380 vs which
practically checks deducting 2380 varas from 2500 vs which is the over-
all call leaves 120 vs and that 1s what I made it, reversing said call),
In all I measured 251764 vs to the place of bLeg.

The David Scott Survey as now located upon the ground to my
opinion is very well identified . It just so happens this survey lies
within a heavy timtered low and marshy area, This timber being very
diffieult to get out is still standing. All 4 lines are very well and
plentifully marked by 3 sets of Hacks and Blazes. I estimate their
ages to te over 20 - 40 and 60 yrs. old.

The Henry Goldman Survey was surveyed 6/25/68 and certified
to by J. N. Dark, distriet Surveyor, Hardin County. It being the
oldest survey calling for and adjoining the David Scott., I wanted to
see where this surveyor recognized the David Scott and I made a com-
plete survey of said Goldman.

I had no difficulty locating this survey. It is marked upon
the ground by corners, fence lines, old witness trees and tranch cross-
ings.

The Ngasterly portions of this survey is in a large swampy
flat, heavy virgin timter., I found original markings in this vieinity.

I also found the N, E. corner wit. bty a very old btearing tree and also
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checked 2 branch crossings as called for in the original Goldman Notes.
The surveyor of the uoldman Survey fully recognized the David Scott as
it is now located upon the ground and as I found it.

The Hardin County School Land Sur. No. 261 was surveyed
by J. L. McElyea, County Surveyor, 1/29/1897 and the J, L, Hughs
Survﬂy'was also surveyed bty J. L. McElyea 8/7/03. I resurveyed these
surveys end find that they toc recognize theDavid Scott Survey as it
is now lcca?ed upon the ground where I found it.

The Hardin County School Sur. No. 386 was surveyed ty W. P.
Pedigo, CountySurveyor Aug, 1901, and this survey also recognizes
the David Scott as it is now located upon the ground. I did not survey
all of this tract, just enough to prove its recognition of the David
Seott.

The W. Co. R R Co, Sur. No. 385 was surveyed in Aug. 1874
and certified to by J. N. Dark, County Surveycr.

This survey alsc recognizes the David Scott as it is now
located upon the ground, I partly surveyed this tract alsc just enough
to prove its recognition of the Scott Survey.

I also made further Iinvestigations of surveys in this
vicinity to see if in any way the David Scott couid be placed elsewhere
from its present position, and my work proved up the David Scott is
now located where it always has teen,

SUMMARY
It could te possitle that the David Scott 1/4 League was

surveyed as called for in its Patent Notes. Upon the ground I could
find no evidence of the Scott being in this location.

The David Scott Survey as it is now located upon the ground
is recognized Ey property owners within , and adjoining property owners
and surveyors who have worked arround the David Scott and made the
ad joining surveys were in a much tetter position to determine where
the Scott was, as far back as about 75 years. They too recognize the
Scott where it 1s, as their work can be readily relocated.

The Original Field Notes of the David Scott are very vague.
The question is, who is right, Surveyor ?hétch or Surveyor Armstrong.
If the line of the David Scott Survey were changed from where they are
now, it would ereaté a serious havoc in this locality. It would con-

fliet nearly every survey in this vicinity end ceuse an endless
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litigation. The David Scott Survey as now located upon the ground
has always been peacefully recognized by property owners.

In conclusion, I will state that the location of the David Scott
as it is now located and recognized upon the ground will in no way
conflict with adjoining surveys and will not create any friction
between property owners,

The map hereto attached which is self-explanatory is made a part

of this report. I have further information which I did not incorporate
in this statement and which is available at any time pertaining to surveys
in this vicinity.

I, W. O, Work, a Licensed State Land Surveyor, do hereby certify

that the above and foregoigg statement is true and correct,
WITNESS my hand at ﬂﬂd/ﬁﬁ-«—a-{ in MM&»«
County, Texas, this the 4 day of WM ’ 19&’£
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