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June 19, 1912

Captaln ReE« Dod,
State Surveyor,
Alpine, Texas.

Dear Sirs

Referring to your plat and report of a resurvey of
various bloc<s of land on the Peco:z river above Theffield in
Pecos County, beg to say that on acecount of the voluminous
amount of work lately in the drafting department it has been im-
possible to give this matter the zttention it demands until now,

It appears that you have made s careful and exhaustive
survey of that territory and have found several original corners
om th- Pecos river in block No. 1, I & G.N. Ry. Co., also the
NE corner of Survey No. 43, Blk. A-E to the West of Bloek 1. I
note the excess between these orlgzinal river corners, and that
the position of the river bed ag you now find it does not agree
with the meanders or position of same as ealled for in the origl-
nal field notes of surveys in bloek 1, which makes it difficult
to correctly construct the surveys along the river at many places,
and to overcome this difficulty you have constructed these river
surveys by running their back lines. There would probubly be
no objection to this method if it did not give to these surveys
an excess E, and W, that they are not properly entitlec to, lor
instanece: from your statement it seems that the river bed between
the NE corner of No. 27 and Nikorner of 45 wa: never at any polnt
further West than where you now find 1t. This belng true, then
it would appear to be error to glve the surveys between these
two corners excess k. and W, over their field note ealls from the
river, It sccurs to me that the proper construction of the sur-
veys along the river at this particular place would be to éom-
mence at the ldentified NE corner of survey No. £7 and run out
surveys numbers 585 and 526 in thelr order up the river accord-
ing to their field notes and correct the John N. Swisher to con-
form to the Noeth line of survey No. 536 thus established and the
South line ol survey No, &8, as fixed or ldentified by the rock
maound found by you.

If you are sure of the correction of EE corner of said
survey No., 88, as found by you, then surveys %55 to 42 should be
given course and distance East and Vest, fixing thelr back
lines according to the short line in fleld notes so ar not to re=-
duce thelr original acreage, and apportion the excess M. and £,
equally, as indicated on your sketch., However, if there is any
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uncertainty as to the position or identity of the €E corner and
Eouth line of No, 38, then its fouth line should be fixed withe
out excess . and £, 1in said surveys South of the HE corner of
Noe 43, which would leave about the proper space or w»idth of the
J.l, Owisher survey between No., 28 and 536,

Owing to the uncertainty of the position of the chan-
nel or bed of river between the NE corner of Ho, 4% and NE corner
of No, 55, as stated by you, and the probability or possibility
that it was farther Wegt at date of original loeation of this
block than you now find i1t, I believe your coanstruction of river
surveys between these corners by théir back lines is possibly
the only solution, snd same 1s acceptalle with the exception of
Survey No. 47, J.N. Ewisher, just North of Survey Ho. 542, to
whieh you have given all the excess N. and £. found between the
NE corner No. 42 and NE corner No. 55. It 18 true that sur-
veyNo. 47.was intended to take up the excess N, and B. in said
bloek, and from that view your construction was based on a logi-
cal theory; bLut, by referring to the Act of 1889, paye 104,
brought {orward im Art. 5286-7 & 8, R.S., 1311, we find that that
Act mppropriated all excess in surveys and blocks of surveys to
the school surveys; therefore, fec.54% belng a school survey,
with no fixed or marked corners on the ground, I am inclined
t0 the opinion that survey No. 47 should be held to its field note
calls for 901 varas in width N, snd €. and place the exeesz in
senool survey Hao. 542 secording o ssid Act,

From the NE corner of survey No. 55 to NE corner Ho. 60,
you show to bave found 68 waras excess N, and £. to each survey
and 2 total excess of 89 varas East and "est. Your apportion-
ment of excezs N, and ©. I think is proper, but your constructiom
of surveys between these two original corners by running their
baek lines in reverse order from the HLE corner No. 80 throws
all this errorrof excess E. and W. in the South line of survey
No, 54&, the 8E corner of which is identicald with the NE corner
of survey No. 55, ldentified by you. This error may be eliminat-
ed by beginning at the SE corner of No. 543 and running Vest
3857 varas for its SW corner, as c¢alled for in the field notes,
and then fix the bacit line of the surveys upward from this point
to the W corner of survey No, 58, then construct survey No, 60
from its NE corner as you have it. This construction will give
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eath: survey some excess, but will more nearly agree with the
original calls for the river as you now find 1Lt at this place,

I note some excess L., and ¥, in river surveys No'ls.
62 and 65, which seems to be due to the changes in river bed at
this point. Otherwise, yow construetlon of river surveys from
the NE corner of survey No. 60 upward appears to be in accordance
with §g$r former report and letter from this office dated June
29, 1017,

Your construction of survey No., 3, Runnels County Echool
Laznd, confliets on the East with river surveys for whieh it calls,
thereby making a shortage of about 156 acres. Cald survey No. 2
should be made to conform to the lines of sald river survey, glv-
ing it the same excess N, and €. down to the ¥ corneéer of survey
No. 65. Then follow the calls in the field notes of No. & East
298 varas, South 162 varas, and West to a point due South of place
of beginning; thence llorth to place of beginnihg, ete. This
would place the fouth line of No. 3 further South then you have
1t and will probably give 1t some excess acreage and will reduce
the vacancy fouth of same, but I believe thiz is the proper con-
struction to give same. :

The field notes of survey No. 1, bloeck A-2, eall to
begin at a stone mound 4 milesWest and 1 mile North of the HNE
corner. of survey No, 73, I. & G.,N. Ry. Co. on Pecos river, If
this gone mound ean not be ldentified at the point called for
or at some other point, then the beginning corner should be fix=-
ed course snd distance from the KE corner of said survey No., 72,
as c¢slled for, which will close out the vacancy of 576 varas E.
and ¥, shovn on your plat slong the back lines of river surveys
9% and 5. This excess may be adjusted or placed in survey No.
&2, block A-Z and either No, 2 or No. 4, block 193, as the case
may be, 80 as to esuse the least disturbance with the improve-
ments of the owners of the last named two surveys.
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then the adjustmentsz and correc¢tions herein mentioned
have been made, then corrected field notes of the scrap surveys
made for Nolke, Holmes, Jessup & Yates should be furnished this
office, made to conform to sugch changes and correctiins.
Very truly yours,
Signed by: J.l, Hoblson

Commissioner,
Clark: KW

cc tos Judge Chas. E. Davidson,
Qzona, Texas,

Mr, L.L. Farr
£an Angelo, Texas.
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