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Laredo,Texas, July 30,1936,
HoneJ .HeWalker, Land Commissiloner,
Austin,Texas,
Dear S8iri-

T have had occsssion to make a resurvey for the West
Ppoduction Co., of some of their tracts of land in the northwest
part of thls county aad have found them as shovn by recent sketches
which were malled to the attorneys at Fouston and which are to be
delivered at your office bbgether with the Field notes of these
trac t$. - P :
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survey No.1960, being a strip of land along the west
boundary line of the Antonio Guerra Grent in this county, Icut
of f the north half of this survey, waich 1s the property of the
West Production Co.,

T found that the east line of the Grant, has a fence line
d ong 1ts entire distance, and a part of the north line is fenced
and a fencé along part of the west line I found to be too far wes®,
as I ran westerdly (N 77-57'W 3000 vrs an placed the west line of
the Antonio Guerra at & point 3000 vrs from and parallel to its “ast
line, and was compelled to do so, ss I found no established N.W,Cor.,
nor any objects to indentlfy the west line, except a fence line,
which was supposed to be the east line of survey 1960. but which
T ignored as it called for the grant lige and therefore,extended
survey No.19680 eastward to my line, which gilves the grant 3000 vs
wldth as called for.

The north and south part of the north half of survey 1960
had good iron stakes which were estabdished 1§ the survey made for
the I & ¢ N by Wycheski, and duly recognizedy I eut off the north
part of survey 1960, where the fence lines that had been recogniz ed
as the division lines of thls area had been for some years, and to
at the s ame time not cause sny extra cost in changing them,

Survey 50.,

This survey I located from the west lines of surweys Nos.,
73 and 70, and the south line of survey No,107, and the north line
of No.l, and N.E.,line of survey No.48; as these surveys have all
been fenced as shown by sketch along theilr recognized lines, and
each corner is indentified by a conowte and 3" pipe monunent, placed
at the original corner some eleven years ago by me; The S."s 1line
of survey No.43, was run as noted in sketch N 45 % 1308 vrs and
corner established as we found nothing to show that this corner actun-
11y existed on the ground, it is a bare, hilly area, no trees, but
covered with gravel and stones, and the soll is hard rock ahd no
stake could be driven in the ground, therefore we placed stone mounds
to #ndentify these cornerss I Then ran from the E.Cor., of 49, as
placed by me N 45 W and established its North corner, which was and
13 the west corner of survey HO.EG, and purpoting to be on the S.E,,
1ine of surwvey No,,44, and not finding anything to tle ¥orto locate
the back corners of survey Noe.44, 1 went to the north corner and
N.Er line of survey No.48, which is on the ground indéntlfed by a
fence line and concrete monuments, and ran the north vwest line
of 1881, S 45 W 1004 ¥rs from the east corner of survey No,48, and
placed the north corner of survey No.44, whence I thenran S 45 E
942 vrs to intersect the S.E. 1line of 44, as run N 45 E 602 vrs
from the north corner of survey No.43, in this manner I found that
survey No.50, altho short east and west had a little excess north
and south and at the same time explained the difference in the oczlls
of survey No0.,1981, which cause some confusion along the west llne
of survey No.B50. I trust that the manner this was located will be
accepted by the land office as I could not do otherwise as there
were no other corners to tie to. -

survey No.888.,

This survey, I fo "1ts original corners on_the ground,
being the NeW. and NeE. of gurvey 887, The S.E. and S, W, of 16,
and The N.W, of 888,The courseé and distance of the course iLo-river
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being the division line between this and survey 104, is 184 vrs

and not 510 as called for, it also follows along a deep canyon
along 1ts south east beundary line; at the N, W,cor., of 887, I found
an¥ old post and stone mound, I marked & witnesﬁ tree and the

Japdin windimill for future references, at the W,.Cor., I found

two large stone buried together, one marked ¥, where I also marked

s witness tree and the Jardin windmill for reference. The wes bt

1ine of survey No,16 runs N ol-00'E, 1% is fenced, there sre_ 1iron pipes
marked, as noted by Wycheskies survey of this section, the 9,E,Corner
also has a pipe, and a fence 1s on the west and south lines of survey
16, and along the west 1ine of 17, which are well recngn%zqd lines
and boundaries of the two sectionse I Tan west from the .E.Cor.,

of survey No.887, and found that T missed the stone and post at the
NJW,.0or., sbout 7.3 vrs, whence I then set the course to suit 1%,

and the N.W,1line of survey 887, ran S 45-25'W, 1t was ‘well defined
by cut trees as I followed it to the rivers,

.

3230-1231,,

These two fiﬁﬁr.survays, at one time, when thls area was
surveyed weme agsumed to De located from surve s No.1750, Jackson

. trachb which is along the back end of these river surveys, and it was
. €ha only £1® to them, thiS was shown to De ceroneuus, as we fourd
i\ that the distance to the river was not sufficient to allow the

Jagkson survey bto be completelf the river surveys were actually

| |allowed their full distances

"'infmgﬁnﬂhriﬁgfthe river , the only evidence we could find
wes a large stone marked A", surrounding by stone mound, which

= we accepbed as “the Rivet corner of surveys Nos., 1230-1251, and ran

their 1lifies “from this ‘corner, which checked close with the north-
west line of survey Noes32 also a river survey and which has had an
old fence line on 1ts northwest boundary for the last thitty years
and as survey No.32, id' tled inlto survey 102, 1t 1s the only river
survey that sc tually has ancy recognized boundaries.,

The stone marked "A" and stone mound, which we have accepted
as the common river corner of surveys 1230-1231, is 106 vrs N 45E
of the high bak of the river, it 1s not on the edge of the river
bluff that is the margin of the river in this area, the other river
corners of surveys 1230-1231, werebvmot found, hoewver we established
them right on the high river bluff; The £.8t boundary line of the
Antonio Rivas Grant line, is a seven foot fence which has been the
east boundary of this Grant for the last thirty years so I have Ween
advised, however.the stone. that 1s on the river bank some 9 varas
from the bank which was standing some eleven years 2ago, is now just
under this fence, as the fence was replaced by a wolfproff fence, md
buried into the ground 1t 1s lkeley that thls stone was removed
for the purpose of not interfering with the fence; none of the witness
trees noted in these rilver survey Were encountered, as they are all
mostly young brees, and any large o0ld dead mezguibte thatb would
probably have been indetified as a witness has long sl nce been
carried off by the river flgods which have been offer this river bank
in the last ten years; The Lot 1ine of the Rivas grant 1s as Ekiwix
mentioned above a fence line, we chained along this line to the
s.W,cor., of the Lombrano grant which gave us a distnace of
vapas from the corner of the Rlvas Grant on the river bank to the
S.W.Core, of the Lombrano Grant, and the Lombeseegrant fence ran into
the Rivas tract 24 varas S 84 W, and thence 1t cgntinued N 19-471E
being the division line of the Lombrano and the “ivas Grants, and i
found stones placed along this line, and also pipes.

' Tn running the line from the a B, 1ine of survey 1230 to the
W,W,Line of survey No.32, the strip of land purpoting to be a part of
survey No.1750 which runs to the river between surveys Sos.1286 mad
1275,would not exist, unless we mwbed the present locabion of swr vey
No.32 farther south east to allow the full widths of 1275-1280 and
1250,and also the 116 maras that ape assumed to be the width of

survey 1750.,I%t is gquite apparent that the river surveys are in
conflict with survey 1750, and also with the surveys Nos., 592, and 1&3
1580,

The river mesnders of these river surveys from No.32, were
run up river to the Rivas grant and +to where the West corner of
survey No.1230 should have been found, amd our skebch shows the
river as it actually is on the grounde -
Very respectfwlly,

cortenit 25,8 veyor ,webb Count
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