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Hon.Bascom Giles
commsr Gen Land Office,

Austin, Texas.

Dear Sir:

I have had long and varied scquaintance with the pre-emption
gurveys in Southwestern Midland County.I find that there are few or
no eornere to these tracts of 1land deseribed in the field notes that
are of such a carachter that they could,for long withstand the ravages
of time,there are no,really locative bearings,few natural objects
called for and the corners cealled for are not of 2 permsnent nature.

There are a few 0ld fence 1lines and signs of others that have
been taken away,and once in a while a few scattered stones or an old
gstake lying on the ground in tsetimony of the place where a corner
once stood.

Along the North line of B.F.Reed No.2. I find evidence of an o0ld
fence 1ine,0ld and rather deep trails along the full length,some
rieces of wire and old staples lying on the ground,=nd at the N.W.
corner of the B.,F.Reed No.2. I find s number of scattered stones,all
emall but the only ones in the vicinity,also =n 0l1d stake was found
nesr by,it appears to be of hickory,or some hard wood of the same
nature.Taking this as the corner I f£ind that it fits,with a few varas
excess a fence on the East of the B.F.Reed,2lso at a quarter mile
south on this fenece we strike asnother fence going Zast along South
of S.T.Fawson No.l.and No.2.,s distance of 1919.4 veras here we strike
enother fence going North at right angles which stops at 3/4 of a
mile, here a fence goes West at rightangles along a line dividing the
North and South halves of the Mrs C.Moore No.2.This fence was taken
by Mr Bucey when he made the field notes for the North 1/2 of the
said ¥Mre C.Moore No.Z2.

On these measger facts,though in my judgment conclusive I loecste
the B.F.Reed No.2.also the two S.T.Dawsom traete and the Mrs C.Moore.

There are no conflieting claims between the land ownere in this
loec=lity,that I ¥now of.Dividing fences are on,or very near the
lines I ran,

The resson for the locstion of these pre-emption surveye not
being the cslled distance on the ground from the S.E. corner of
section 12,Blk.Z8 Tev.No.2 South may be explained by the faet that
the original surveyor d4id not ¥now where this corner was on the ground
but only where it should be in his own mind.

Pact is these preemption surveys started on the West line of
Block 28,There are a good eal of Bast-West excess in Block 38, 8o
the pre-emption surveys building on to the eastward 41d not use all
the excess in Blk.38,and consequently fell behind,or West when they
reached the S.E., corner of section 12 ,hence the difference is bound
to show up on the ground.

Very truly yo

VM EEA

Licensed Land Surveyor
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