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Hon. Bascom Giles
Commissioner, General Land Office
Anstin, Texas

Dear Sir:

I am submitting herewith corrected field notes for the James H. Dennis surwvey,
‘Abgtract #162, and the G. W. Sherp survey, Abstract #417, both in Live Oak County, Texas,
as shown on the attached map entitled "Area in Southern Live Oak County."

These two surveys were located in May 188 by Francis Hughes, Deputy Surveyor for
the District of San Patricio and Nueces, being only two of a group of surveys he located
in the area at that time. This 1848 group was built from & group of surveys that the
same surveyor had located in February 18L47.

As shown on the attached map I have relocated certain surveys of the 1847 group
by using the original south corner of the Jonas Randall survey, passing calls for crecks
on the lines of the Randall survey and the G. M. Ridgeway survey, and very old fences that
have long been recognized and accepted as the survey lines by land owners in the area.
Hughes called for omly stekes in a mound at the corners of the northwest lines of the Ran-
dall and Moore surveys, these lines were never occupied as property lines and I have there-
fore constructed these lines call distance from the southeast lines of the two surveys.

The John Birth end Ienry C. Jackson surveys I have relocated by using the original
south corner of the A. Parks survey (for which the notes of the Birth contain a passing
eall), creek calls in the lines of the Birth, and very old fences. Under this construction
only 38 varas excess (l.43%) were required in the southeest line of the Birth to reach the
east corner of the Randall and satisfy the adjoinder call for the northeast line of the
Randall.

As shown on my map the position of the smaller J. H. Dennis survey is controlled by
three of its original corners (cormer data showm on attached map), the east corner of this
survey being alsc the original north corner of the larger Dennis survey, and the west corner
being the originel north corner of the G. W. Sharp survey.

My corrected field notes of the larger J. H. Dennis survey contain 136.8 acres excess
over call as a result of homoring Hughes' call to begin at the north corner of the Randall.
Tou will note that the nortlwest line of the Dennis under construction is 292.2 varas
(10.6%) excessive over cell and the soutisvest line is 11.5% excessive. I made a diligent
search for Hughes' bearings for the south cormer of the larger Dennis survey call distance
southeast of the south cornmer of the small Demnis survey but found no evidence. Also, I
found no evidence of the east corner of the G. W. Sharp survey call distance southeast from
the original north cormer of the Sharp nor the inmer corner of the Sharp call distance
S ,5° W of the last mentioned point.
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In my construction of the Sharp survey I have honored Hughes' call to begin at the
north corner of the lioore, making the northeast or closing line of the survey 9.9 excessive.
I found a very old set stone which I have accepted as the west corner of this survey al-
though there was no evidence of the original witnesses. Under this construction the north-
west line is distorted, as shown on the map, but I was unable to find any evidence of the
bearings for the west corner of the Sharp call distance S L5° W of the original north corner
nor N L5° W call distance from the small brench near the west corner of the Sharp.

The lines of the Remijio Villarial survey, GHAH RR Survey 72, end GHSH RR Survey #1
were constructed from Caldwell's original east corner of Survey 32, the original east cor-
ner of J. Poitevent Survey #3l and old line trees along the southeast line of GH&H RR
Survey #2.

At the west corner of the Villarial survey, Caldwell called for the Potranco Lagoon
to be South 50 varas. As shown on the map I find a lagoon East 50 varas from my con-
structed west corner of said survey. I find that GH&H RR Survey #2 is in conflict with
the smaller J. H. Dennis survey by 38.6 acres, with the W. S. McCampbell survey by 9 acres,
and with the G. W. Sharp survey by 96.5 acres, and that 39.2 acres of the Villarial survey
are in conflict with the G. W. Sharp. My grownd survey did not extend southwesterly a
sufficient emount to fully determine the conflioct of GH&H RR Survey 71 with the F. Breeding
BUr'VEY « LES i

Respectfully submitted,

x
F. T. Drought, A

Licensed State Land Surveyor
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