Austin, Texas,
July 2 s 1940,
Mr. Bascom Giles : '
Commissioner of the General Iand Office,
Austin, Texas. :

Dear Mr, Giles:

I have made surveys of the Thos. King Survey er the W. C.
Dayle B::rw.r and of two portions of. the East Texas R, R. Coe
Survey #5654, all in Travis County, Texas, and have prepared this
technicdl repert to.accompany map &nd field notes submitted here=
with, See 0 my Plan 261l=L=1041.

Both the W. C., Doyle Survey and the East Texas R. R. Co.
Surveys are claimed by D. M. Doyle. The Lower Qolorado River
Authority requires a portion of each which is included within the
proposed Marshall Ford Dam Iake Basin.

I have been advised that D, M. Doyle proposes to secure &
patent to all of the Thos. King or W. C. Do Survey and a patent
will be re d to that portion of the East Texas R. R. Co. Sure
vey #54 which lies below elevation 715 and which I £ind to be in
two separated tracts. i

I found a rock mound the northeast cormer of the Thos.:
King Survey as surveyad or as used by H. G. Lee, Dec. 31, 1906
and ealled the Southeast corner of the S. Hayford Survey #53 n
Iee made a survey for W. C, Doyle. BSee your S. F, 7791.

Running N 3° 48' E from this northeast p;rmr of the W. C.
Doyle Survey I found a well marked line and a rock mound at
431.6 varase 014 recoxrd on file 430 varas.

8 3° 19" W I found a well marked line and a rock
mound at 706.4 varas. Record on file 687 varas.

N 85° 50" W from the northeast dornmer of the King
Survey a well marked limne and I continued to the true east line of
the Francis Harris Survey and placed stake and rock mound for the
northwest corner of this survey.

To fix the lines of the Francis Harris Survey, I found the
original northwest corner of same, & rock mound from which & Live
Oak marked X bears 8 33° W 19,75 varas is still standing. I ran
N 84° 50" E 860 varas and then N 52° 10' E 160 varas found the
original southwest cornér of the Isaac Hampton Survey ¥607, a rock
mound from which a Live Oak 12" in diameter marked X bears N 46° W
15 varas is s£ill stand . Igull;gg.‘;nttantiontq the be
corner of the Isaac Hamp Survey which starts N 52° ig:?.
varas from the .northeast cormer of the Francis Harris aw{i 6e
This proved the northwest cormer of Surve 16 and the southwest
corner of Survey #607 to be in trme relation to each other and en-
abled EE reestablish the northeast cernmer of the Francis Harris
Survey . .

I returned to the northwest corner of the Rrancis Harris
Survey #5616 and ran 8 6° 43' W found a rock mound on tnghu:t the
bluff on the south bank of Cross Creek 33 varas beyond the record
distance. The record distance comes on the south bank of Cross
Creek at & point impractical to maintain a rock mound and I assume
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that the mound was placed on the bluff to maintain the line,

I used a variation of 9° 40' E which fits polar observae
tions as compared to variation 10*.B5' fitting the greatest
number of old surveys in this section.of Travis County.

I fixed the southeast corner of the Francis Harris Sure
vey by infersection of record distances and found that I had
bearings t,:nund the entire survey which varied not over 0° 15"
from record. =

I found that the southeast corner of the Francis Harris
Survey came in the mouth of a branch on the east.edge of Cross
Gra::i on so0lid rock and in such a .gli_t_:ﬂ that & corner could not
be ntainsds I continued 5 45° 25' E from this re-established
corner of the Francis Harris Survey and at 64,9 vafas found a
small rofk mound; in all 124.,0 varas I set a rock mound for the
record distance of the Benj. Levitt Survey #32, 1094.0 varas dis-
tant from the re=established scuthwest cormer of the Francis
is Survey #616. You may note that the Francis Harris Survey
516 started at the northwest corner of the Benj. Ievitt Survey.
Having made & diligent search for the corners of the Benj. Ievitt
Swrvey #328 and having found rock mounds claimed to be the south=-
west and southeast corners of said survey and various other reck
mounds and numerous out marked lines and line trees, all of which
failed to coincide with each other or with records or with the
E‘:‘hn northwest cornsr of the Francis Harris Survey #516 and
southwest corner of the Hampton Survey #607, I have based my
relocation of the Francis Harris Survey and the northeast line of
the Benj. Ievitt ﬂnr‘le&la get forth in the preceeding .
My method of loeating the northeast line of the Benj., Ievitt Sur=
vey will not ereate mi ahnw said survey if any. of the
other claimed southwest or seo t corners of said survey are
recognized as true corners.

From the northeast corner of the Benj. Levitt Suevey as
re=established by me I ran S 60° 46' E (Same as 5 60° E Variation
10° 25' B) to the intersection of the 716 contour for the south
1ine of that portion of the East Texas R. R. Co. Survey #b64 in
which the Lower Colorado River Authority is interested.

I have considered that it was the intention of the locator
to have the west line of the We C. Doyle Survey reach the éast lim
of the Francis Harris Survey, and the notes of the W. C. Doyle
Survey call to run with the east line of the Francis Harris Survey.

In your Travis Serip File #1521 there are cancelled field

notes of tg: S..Hayford Survey #6563 which were signed by Jno. E.
Campbell March 19, 1833 that did not included that portion of the

ord smaganhigh lies north of the King or We C. Doyle Survey.
Thase field rotes showed that at that time Jno. E. Campbell consider-
ed that the northeast corner of the Francis Harris Survey was
8§ 47° W 132.5 varas distant from the -southwest corner of the Isaac
Hampton Survey #607. :

On the ground I £ind that by running from the southwest
corner of Survey #607. S 52° 10! W 132,5 varas and then S 2° 21' W
1611 varas that I intergected a rock mound S 45° 25" E 64.9 varas.
distent from the.southeast corner of the Francis Harris Survey
#5616, and that near said lime I found a rock mound 2,2 varas east
of same and 2.5 varas north of the south line of the King or
Doyle Survey as re=surveyed by me. This was probably. a southwest
cornsr of the King Survey as established upon the foregoing basis.

I refer you to the fact that the f£ield notes set forth

for the East Texas R. R. Co. Bu.mgn #5653 and 54, the T. C. R. Re Co.
Surveys #1953 and 194 and the Rusk Transportation Co. Surveys #81
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and 82 do not fit each other or their adjoining Surveys as evi=-
denced by the known true corners found on the ground. I have
prepared a special map and report which will imdicgte to the Land
Commigsionsr the problems which should be considered by him b;- :
fore any patent is issued on the East Texas R. R. Co. y ¥b4,
the T.C.R.R., Co. Survey #193 & 194. This special map and report
gshould be considered before any corrected patent is lssued
on the Rusk Transportation Co. gﬁrur 81 or any patent is issued
on the Rusk Transportation Co. ¥y

: by o : _
I consider that the accompanying map, Plan 251-L-1041
is sufficient to pmss upon that portion of the W. C. Doyle Eﬁ;ﬂer
and the East Texas R. R. Go. Survey #54 which will be required
by the Lower Colorado River Authority for the Marshall Ferd Dem

Lake Basin.

Respectfully submitted,

Orin E. Metcalfe,
Licensed Land Survejore
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Austin, Texas
August’12, 19%0.

Mr, hspmrﬁﬂu
Commissioner of the General Land Office,
Austin, Texas.

Dear ur, 1311”:

As an employee of U. S. Department of the Interior
Lower Colorado River Authority, Jack Dies, E. W. Thompson, J. W
Harrell Estate, et al, I have had the opportunity of studying the
original field’notes 0f all official surveys in Fravis County
TR %ﬁgnlrg ]:t}ol.}en: Hampt | . 6., R -0, 8
: no ¥y Isaac on, T. « R, Co, Surve
#193, 19 "'ﬁn' Ei:h;r, W. A, lih:.i‘ng Buava 8 %ﬁgﬁﬁﬁ; g;mraiﬁfu. :
the © v m;m Jne, We L e us 1#‘!
On the west: by We B. Corwin Survey #189, W. C. Penland
Survey, Lucinda Levitt Survey and Benj. Ievitt Survey.

.On the south by Surveys #644, 31, 51, 434, et a%.

By actual survey I have made & continuous ¢ircuit from the
southwest corner of the Fisher Survey westerly through the corners
of the Isaac Hampton Survey #1607, southerly through corners of the
Francis Harris Survey #516, Benj. ILevitt Survey Lucinda ILevitt
Sur Zfﬁw, easterly through corners of the M. J. ﬁilpratﬂ Sure
ﬂyv; and every other survey which topches the Colorado River
to the las & Wichita R, R. Co. Surve 5, northerly through
comers of the Nichols, Cody, Connor & Crohea Surveys to the northe
west corner of same,

I have not made any direct or nearly direct comnnection be=
tween the northwest corner of the Cronea Survey and the southwest
corner of the Fisher Survey.

I have found comers substantiated by their bearing
trees, cormers which are record relation to each other, and core
ners which have been accepted as correct by neighbors in all of
this and adjacent territory and have prarrad & map which shows the
lines actually run, delineated by & solid line and drawn to scale.

After preparing my map, I have made & study of the Rusk
Transportation Co. Surveys #81 & 82, East Texas R. R. Co. Surveys
#63 & 54, and the T, C., R. R, Bo, Surveys #1923 & 194 and find that
these swrveys were fit in between %arigml tier of surveys on

south, The Benje. Levitt Survey » the Francis Harris Survey
ﬂia, and Isaac Hampton Survey on the west, the W. D, Fisher Sure
vey on the north, and the Charles Cronea and M. Cody Surveys on the

east.

These surveys, all by John E, Campbell, were doubtless
principally office surveys, supplemented by a small amount of field
work, ons principal gnnm;:i-inn being made wrong, later discovéred
and certified to by Campbell, and other older surveyor's errors on
the ground which were not discovered. 3

One of the earliest of these surveys wgs made by John E.
Campbell of the Rusk Transportation Co, Survey ¥#81 in which he be=-
gins at the south corner of the Benj. Levitt Survey #32 and runs
N 64° 25' E 1808 varas to the northeast comer of same, Thence
S 60° E 1184 varas to northwest corner of Survey #82, Thence SOUTH
Z0° W, I have re=-established the location of the northeast corner
of the Benj. Ievitt Survey #32 from proven comers of the Francis
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Harris Survey. Us this re-established northeast corner of the
Benj. Lovitt Survey #32 and platting the calls of the Rusk Transe
Eonrtntion Co. Survey #81, I will not reach the north lines of the
bert Foster Surveys #5651, 30 & 31 and I will have a conflict with
the John Stewart Survey #b51. John E. Campbell, by & certificate
filed November 28, 1889, in Travis Pre #1880, admits an” error of
location of the northwest corner of the John Stewart Survey #5561
and shows by a plat a new donnection with the true cormer to
that point which he considered correct when he actually made his
field connection between the northwest corner of Survey #5561 and
the sguth corner of the Benj. Ievitt Survey #58 at the time he
prepared field notes for Euruugh#ﬁl. He also shows a bearing tree
for t he considered the so corner of the Benj. Ievitt Sure
vey #32., However, he does not appear to have had an opportunity
to correct his field notes of Survey #8l.

Survey #82 calls to begin at the southeast cormer of
wevey #681 and later on c@lls for the north lines of Surveys
1162, ﬂu, 455 and the combination of the two sets of notes

would ‘the northeast comer of the Penland Survey S 60° E
1184 » 3 30° W 2088 varas and 3 60° E 58 varas distant from
the noftheast corner of the Benj. Levitt Survey whereas by graph
between known corners it is about S 60° E 1572 varas, 5 30° W
2430 varas and S 60° E 58 varas or an approximate errorcof closure
N 30° E 340 varas, S 60° E 400 varas.

: By lntt!.ni the B, T. R. R. Co. Survey #53 westerly from
the M. Co wrvey #101 and by plotting Surﬂx #54 easterly from
the Doyle & Francis Harris Surveys there would be a 5 60°

vacancy of about 400 varas and a N 30° B &rror of closure of about
260 v and there would be an offset in the south lines of Sure

ve 53 & b4 which is not called for. It will be impossible teo
ahﬂt the north line of Survey 53 to the north.

Ifiyou would place Survey #81 & 82 according to their be-
ginning and record calls and Surveys b3 & 54 according to their
record oalls; you would give Surve & 82 a large excess and

nflict of ﬁnﬂuy 82 with Survey and a conflict of Survey

54 with Survey #1923, i

However, there is land enough to satisfy all area require-
ments of Surveys #81, 82, 53 and 54 and probably enough to satisfy
Surveys #1983 & 194 if a practical adjustment is permjtted. If
legal decisions of record are going to give Surveys 8l & 82 all

of the 1land which would be included by running S 60° E from the
east corner of the Benj. ILevitt aﬂﬂi to an intersection of the
extension of the wdst line of Burvey #5657 then Survey #53 would lose

about 70 acres.

I find the northwest comer of the Cronea Survey is practie-
cally in correct relation to the southwest corner of the Fisher Sure
vey as set forth by the best combination of Campbdlls field notese

The accompanying map has been drawn to gcale. Solid lines
ghow actual lines surveyed by me. Okher lines indicate possible
locations of the previously made office surveys as gshown by legend.

I have made & study of the possible locations to be adopted
for the R, R, type of Surveys. By numbers T.C.R. No. 193 subjec - to
patent after ¢ cted Bnrva; #194 not patented, #5653 patented, #54
not patented tented, #82 not patented. _ |
As a basis uhmn ijeal location based upon an equity stand point
for the purpose of discussion, I have arrivedaat the following proe
ration areas as tabulated and subject to various comparisons. I
recognize your right and ability to determine the proper location
of the various lines and make these suggestions so as to call your
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attention to the various possibilities.

Blue Possible Possible Record
Surve Record Outlined Decrease Increase Less Dunlap
193 640 524 ' (B) 14 629
194 640 487 oL 460
53 640 697 (A) 58 640
b4 640 717 ale 640
F il T i
8L TO5L _ 5659
194 640 - Dunlap 190 & 450 Acres
193 640 < Dunlap 11 = 629 Acres

I have not found out why the Alexander Dunlap Survey was
rmitted. to be patented on land previously set apart for the
E.u.n.n Co. Surveys ¥193, #194, and in conflict with the W. D, Fisher
urvey #65. . ; :

gllpmua to me that as a matter of equity that Surve
#1938 and should be re=surveyed and either patented or respate ted

to allow them their quota of 640 acres.

That Survey #63 should also be re-surveyed and re-patented
to permit.same to retain their occupation southeast and north lines
and that the north line of aurugmtsl oud be S 60° E from the ree
established northeast cormer of vey ¥08, and that common lines
of Surveys #1938 & 194, 54, and 82 be uug}aa in such a way that a
Survey #82 will have an excess and Survey ¥194 will have a shortage.

The north lines of Surveys #81, 82, 53, 54 and the west
lines of #53 and #194 do not have any evidence of improvement or
any visible occupation signs and there are not any improvements upe
on the areas which will become involved in the areas to be affect=-
ed by the adjustment of the lines.

There appears to be enough land to satisfy all areas called
for by record and if legal proceedure does not interfere the State
8till controls enough of the unpatented Surveys to permit & practi-
ecal adjustment to be made without any great loss to the State of

iy purpose in presenting this map is to permit you to pass
upon my construction of the location of the south line of the East
Texas Railway Co. Survey #5654 as it affects that portion of same
which is required for the Marshall Ford Lake Basin.

Also for you to pass upon my construction of the proper
lines between the King Buru; Harris Survey and Survey #b54. I
have considered thet Survey #54 should be shifted north and west to
f£it around the well located EKing Survey.

I desire to secure a letter from you advising me as to your
ruling in relation to these two phases of line locations so that I
may satisfy my client, the Lower Colorado River Authority.

I refer you to another technical report by me waich should
reach you through the hands of D. M. Doyle.

Respectfully submitted,

Orin E, Metoalfe,
Licensed Land Surveyor,
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