








S.F. 16304 R
EXHIBIT "A"

" RECEIVED

DEC 3 1973

W. M. Noalke, 3

General Land Office

Texas,

May Term, 1529,

9

2 f :

va3,N0.553G In the District Court of Tom Gresn County,
i

P. L. Childress, §

- - ——

: gomen now, H, ¥, Ctoneham, & Licensed Land Surveyor of
“exas, heretofore onm the 17th day of Janyary, 1928, appoirted by
this Court,b: agreement of parties hereto, to make a survey of
the 1lands in controversy herein, and bhegs leave to report therein
ac follows: '

That in accordance and in pursucnce of s8id order of
Court, I procured from the General Laud Office st Austin, Texas,
certfied copies of the finld notes of the lands ad jJacent to and
surrounding the land in controversy, that is, the P, I, Childress
furvey INo. 1, Block PPE, situated in Crockett County, Texss, and
- 1lying between Block "PP" (on the North) and Rloek "EH" (on the South)
. 88 shown by the plsts, and the field notass thereof, recorddd in the
recorde of surveys in Crockett County, Texas and in the pepars
filed in this ceSe-----and also mede diligent Search of the records
at Czoua, in Crockett County, Texas, for further and additional
data to be used in macing said survey.

dince the traet of land "in controversy is a Scrap File

and located on sn =2lleged vacant traect of vacant and unappropriated
{or unsold) School land, it was necessary to locate® the original
surveys surrounding ssme, from their original (or corracted) field
notes as shown by the surveppse records and patent records, and
einee the known end witnessed corners in this particular section of
the country are few and far betwsen, and more often %than not, very
inggoesaible, long and %tedious lines have hsd to be run, and care-
- 1Tully checked. The parties to this controversy had slready be-

fore them the plate of (and field notes tooc) snd reports of, survays
mede prior to the filing of this suit, by Col. R. S, Dod masde in
1911 2nd 1921 and also of Frenk F. Friend made at various snd sundry
other times, also that of Thompson MeDoneld made in 1900, and since
1t seem»d that these wawe all being questioned either in one feat-
ure Or cnother, it was neceseary to make a complete and exhaustive
gurvey from all directions. ;

Since the location of the lines and corners of Hlock 14,
of the University Lands made by R. M, Thorpson in Kovember 1879,
ware tied by a call for locstion from the lower (or Sontheesst)
corner of Section #1949, in the name of Ghrist L. stiesser at the: .
0ld Pontoon Bridge cn the stoge rond detween Fort Concho & TF Paso,
the Fouth-east corner of Section £2, Bloek 14, University 1 xd bseing
called to be 2 stone mound FO70 varas East and 4520 varas Horth of
s2id corner, our beginning point on the VWost was the Pentoon Bridge
gorner &3 shown on the plat Submitted herewith, srd the result of
the run was the location of the South-east corner of eeid Sectiorn
2, Block 14, Univer:ity lsnd as shown on this plat submitted, ond
this corner coirncides with the sare corner racoznized and fixzed as
that corner bty Col. R, 85, D2d in his report in 1921, and T halieve
is the corner now gensrally recognized by ¥r, Friend sna other
Surveyors, 88 the South-east corner of sald Section o, %, Block 14,
tinivercity lande,

_ The river surveys Nos, 88, 87, 76, 75-and 84 were =urveysd
oy Jacob Xeuchler and havs bezinning calls for tho North bank of the
Pecos River {e:st bank) and Section 88 has g definite tie co11 to
the Christ L, Stlesser Jo. 1950, and by loceting the Stiesser Ho, 1950
(21l the corners of which were found on the ground, and reversiny
~eslle No. U0 wat located in a very satisfactcry manner. The Lorthern
corners of 87, 86, =nd 05 ware located b, ruuning fronm the river bank
Iorth the distance called for in the originasl fiell notes, a8 shora on
plat, The Zorth line and East lins of Zection 84, Block 1, I & GO N
R R Co. were located by reverse calls being complied with 1180, ox=-
cept that on account of recent erosion of the North ({east baxnk) benk-
¢f the river, the East line of 8% &5 (heing the West line of 841
the Vest line of “scticn 85 was allowed %o control, since th-
w0 eraging worthy of mention ab it's roint of beginning. i
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Report of Stoneham, Surveyor,
—2&

In making the survey by this method there was slmost ean absolute co-
iricidence of my lines with thoca mede by Mr, Ded in .pril 1921 which
he built Trom river survays from the sSouth towsrds the North as shown
bty his plat cubmitted herewith, the result of the survey from this
8ide with only a few small differecnces in distance being slmost ex-
actly as that mads by Col. Dod----however with variances from other
poinis to the Zast as will leter be shown.

Surveys Nos, 1, 2,3 and 4, Block PP, G.. C. & 5 F R R Co.,
Were surveyed by Vill H. Bonrell, Deputy Surveyor, Bexar Distriet,
May 25th 1882 and were tied by their ealls of baginiing, to Sections
1 and 2, Block 14, University lands, which we have just located as
r2ported above, snd I think thet he was proogbly on the ground with
at least a part of this work, either s+ that time or prior thereto,
but the charscter of the lasnd snd it's inaccessibility probably pra-
cluded anything except s superficisl survey of anything except enough
lines for the purpose of makzing & tie call and e legal cortificata
of actually having been on the ground, however his notes of this and
other Burveys ad joining indicate that he made a careful plat of his
work ard endeavoured to make his fielid notes conply with the faets
of location (actually) on the ground, In making ny survey I have
mede the simple tie to the South-east corner of Section 2, Block 14,
Univerisyty lands and ran Bast three miles snd 2outh 1 mile (1900 vrs)
to locute the South-esst cirner of Section 4, Block PP" g8 shown on
plat herewith submitted, end I think there will be no controversy
among_all the surveyors who have heretofore surveyed in this loest-
ity, tut thet the corner set is the correct South-east corner of
Section 4, Bloek "PP", thovgh there may be the question as to whether
or not, it is in conflict 2w with Section 9, Block 13, University
lands~~-~the location of which will be shown later. .

Section No. 1, Block "TM" in the nsme of 7, J, Murphy as
surveyed by R. S. Dod, in april 1921, was surveyed and it's corners
logcated on the ground, as shown on the plat herewith submitted. The
onily difference being that according to my Survey of Bloek 15, -0f
the University lands ssid Survey 1, Blk "TH" will not join the Vest
line of Elock 13, University lands (es called) because it's merked
corners are some 500 varas VWest of ssid West line of Bloaok 1.3 9GS

: Sinece the South~west correr of 3ection 9., Block 13 of the
University Lesnds is called as the beginning point for the P, L. Chil=
éress Lo, 1, ernd =lso ss the begiming point of the Caroline Hedick

Yo. 6, which are alleged to be in conflict in this controversy, it

waS neceseary to loeste seme on the gromnd, and Sinee it's Southwest
corner was called to be sn earth mound 6 feet wide 3 Peet high mad-

in Kovember 1879 by R. L. ThomSon and all %he othar calle of the cec-
tion beingz earth mounds, i%t 18 usually presumed that in sll pr 0bility
these coriiers were never actually set in on the ground, or eve. if so #
it would ssem myery improbably that nearly 2ifty years later one would
hardiy expect to find even a trace of them, 11 the corners of thiz
block are either earth mounde or rokk mourds without bearings or witnsss
es of any kird, snd since it was apparent from a Search of Lhe records
thet seversl surveys had been located on this rarticular body of land

by surveyerhaving a reputetion of marking same well and in a manner
permanent, it was necessary to go bsck to the initial call for beginning
corner of <ection No. 1, Block 13, University lands.

The initial or beginning call for the North-east corner of
gection 1, Block 13, Uaiversity londs, is "an earth mound 3 feat high
and six feet st base, twelve miles West and 5 five miles South of the
Horih-west corner of Georgetown Railrosd Co., Survey llo. 1 on which is
located Grierson Jprings”, )

1 careful inspoction of the field notes of surveys between
this corner and Grierson Springs failed %o disclose any corner of the
original survey having vearings or witnesses from which it conld be
positively identified or for that matter having a eall from which it
could bs even mnch more than guessed at, since rock mounde, both large
and small, very old, old , and recext were 4o be found in any directe-
ion both on and off of our lines and the lines of other surveyors which

wers on the ground, therefore it was necessery to make the run from
Grierson's Springs. sateilon F1I36




Report of Surveyor, Stoneham
-E-

Field notes of the Georgetown Rsilway Company 3Survey Ho, 1
were procured and the run from the Spring itself mad: to locate the
corner, and while there are several corners in the immediate neighbor
hocd of the cormer we located as the North-west corner of said Section
No., 1, which i8 a stone mournd with an iron pipe and marked, the dif-
ferance is on a few varas either way, and would make 1little , if any,
difference in the final result, I'rom the Georgetown R'y Co., Survey
No. 1, Forth-weet corner _wa ran Vest {Varlation 10 30' Fast) at each
miles end or within from 1 fo 5 varas we found a corier, and whereever
a rock mound was called for in the original fiald notas, an aged, very
0ld rock mound wss found, sand as a rule intact. I believe that in
avery case where we had a rock mound eslled For in the original field
notes the inound was fourd, and that it was the original corner---though
nona of them had bearings, it the end of the sixth mile going West
we had a ceall for "two large rocks 8 foet high on the side of a hill"
but the end of the sixth mile fell in a level valley at a fence corner
where there ws:z an iron pips, but at the end ol the 7th mile exaecily
the two large rocks described in the call for the sixth mile were
found, this of course, positively £ixed the srror a3 being one of com=
pilation of f£isld notes, and at the end of eamh mile thereafter, and
until the ond of the twelfth mile going VWest whereever rock mound were
called for they were found at or within three or four varas of the
end of the mile; (TWELVES MILES WEST)

+% the end of the twelfth mile we twmned Scuth (Var; 10 30 E)
and at ths end of the 15t mile found a stone mound, at the end of the
second mile found "Stone mound in valley™ as called in field notes,
at the end of the third mile "otone mound on top of hiil" as called, -
at the end of tha fousth mile an 0ld Btone mound, and at the end of -
 the fifth mile, a stone mound and few varas furth,on a large stone

mound, set by Mr. Ded and marked "SE36"in July 1919 as shown by his
plat herewith submitted. The Bod corner was apdopted as the correct 3W
corner of Section 36, Block 5, University Lands, that being also by
call the Scuth-east corner of Section 1, Block 13, University Lands,
the North-sast corner of Secticn 36, Block 5, University Lands, was
also, of course, the North-esst corner of Seetion 1, Bloek 13, Univer-
sity Lands. lPI?E MILES SOUTH) The North-east cormer of Section
1, Bloek 13, University Lsnis as estsblished by R. S, Dod in 1919 and
a8 adopted by me is 22,859 varas Vest and 9525 varas South of the
North-west corner of Georgetown R'y Co., Survey YNo. 1, that is, almost
sxactly twelve milea Wast and five miles South thereof, as called for
in the original field notes, and is sustained by ar almost continuous
eni unbroxen line of 0ld roclkz monnds an cslled for in the originsl
fisld notea, .8 & check on this corner for proper loecation we went
banz to the Grierson Springs section , the MNorth-west corner of Hection
1, Georgetown R'y Co., and ran these South 6 miles and West 12 miles
to the South-west corner of Section 36, Block 5, University [ wds (
whiech i8 algo tho North-east corner of Seetion 6, and SZ corner of
Sechion 1, Bloeck 13, University Lande, the excess to each mile going
South nnd West from said Grierson Springs cornar being practicelly the
same as thet noted on the run West and South from the ssme corner.

In support of this location will ssy that it would Sseem thet
R. M. Thompson, the original University Lend Surveyor, began his work
at the North-west corner of Section 1, Georgetcwn Railway Co., sSurveys,
to construet Bloecks 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, in Hovember 1879, and to judsge
from ths dates given the Blocks were numbered in the order in which they
were sSurveyed , as for instance, Section 36, Block 5 is certified o=
surveyed Lovember 18th 1979, and Sections 1 and 6 ( as well as the bale
anza of Block 13) are certfied as surveyed ths same date, mhimir while
Blogk 14, is certified as being surveyed November 26, 27, 28 1879,
and since Section 36, Block 5 and Section 1, Bloek 13, are cerhified
a8 being surveysd the same day, it seems unlikely that they were
Eepars 1 ounnd gnace® at all, ---for they arse calied to
agnraggi g%hﬂ%? grﬂgg mggh%ngrnguga that atser sarveying they
hrowed in 5C0 varas as a safety sgainst shortage, bat in view of the
apparont cars in placing corners at the end of each mile this does not
Seem likxesly, therefora I see no reazon for including excess within the
bounlaries of the University Block 5, Bax since to do so, places it

in goaflict with other surveys made without &h=z reason for expecting
such & situation, coreniliq 44137




Report of Curveyor, 3tonehan,
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It Seems mors like/that they ran on West the three miles to
the liorth-west corner of Block 13, University Lsnds, and finding that
thay wars on the brink of almost unscalable c¢liffs and mountains,
dscided to ont Bleock 13 to the three mile 8qmnare it is, with pracically
al] of it on top of the mesa, and thereafter to drop over to Pontoon
Bridge for a knowva begimning point (which they actually did do,)as
appears from the date of the record of tho survey and the beginning
point used. They wsre probably short of supplies and there was prob-
ably 8 store at the Pontoon Bridge, as well a3 a well known besimning
corner, for they used it and rar BEast 5070 varas and North 4320 varas
for the South-east corner of Section 2, Block 14, University lands,
R. ¥. Thompson, or his authorized &apufias, wores probakLly la pooseas-
ion of data from the General Land Office tozethsr with workine sketches
&nd plata, which gave them the appréximste distances, betwesn Pontoon
Bridge and Grierson Springs, apd in his run Zast and Horth from Pon-
toon knew that there was excess distance kwemaziirax between the Rast
line of Rlock i4 and the Yest line of Block Z& 13, as he dropped 2
miles plus somehing over 500 varas, between the blocks, probably om
account of not wanting the extremely rough land for the University
gnd probably o account of not wanting to have to work out the very
rough country in maiing the survey---probably both reasons were good
and sufficient, and are resl, since both asre true enough.

THE CHIZEF POINT OF VARIANCE between the survey whiech I have
mad: and that made by Col., R, 2, Dod in Msrch 1921, and discussed in
hi= report filed in April 1921, is the location of the lorth-esst and
South-ensst corners of Section 1, Blocx 13 , University Lsnds. In this
raport he only mentions the origimal 7 and 2% corners of Jection 6,
Bloek 13 UL found on the ground, no mention being mad~ in this report
28 to identificatior of same, however in & previous report of his work
in 1918 he does mention that he was showm these corners of Section 6,
Bleek 13 by Mr. Priend and discusses same at some length, I believe,
88 having been found by iHr, Friend in 1907, =--=Subsequently, it seems
that Mr. Friend was on the ground in anothar survey, and fourd another
01d Rock Mound 101l.2 varas East and 251,27 varss North of the corher
whiech he had previously shomm to Mr, Dod as fourd in 1907, which he
then believed to he the 37 corner of Section 6, Block 13, U L., This

last corner was found by ¥r. Friend in 1925, or was reported that year.,

If he i8 right with reference to this 1lsast corner, of course, the cor=-
ner shown Mr. Dod in 1917 as found in 1907, for sSame corner is wrong
gnd a1l of Mr. Dod's connections made therefrom, are wrong.

: There was every reason to believe that the South-east cor

ner of Section 1, N. E. corner of Section 6, Block 13, &8 estsblished
on the old 1907 Priend corner was wrong, and that it mmst pro rily be
Horth and Eest a considerable distance, &= wa3 indiceted in . 1's run
from Brierson's Springs Georgetowmn Survey lo.. 1, plat of whiclk is
attoched to this report, =--asnd putting this corner further north and
east would tend to take the VWestern sections of Block 13, University
land ont of conflict with Burveys to the Test, snd I presume that thie
at least, in part, sccounts for Mr. Fri-nd's search of sud for corners
further North snd Rast end the conseocuent finding of the four flst
rocks he takes for the 5SS cornsr of Section 6, Bloeck 13, U L.

This corner i3 ds=scibed 23 a "stone mounrnd "3 fz2et% high and
6 feet at bese near the road" (meaning the 0ld stags rozd as that wes
the only road there =t the time, 2nd is yet clesrly und wel. defined,
with stumgs of the o0ld telegraph poles and glass wire insulstors strung
8long the side of the road. The mound found by ir, Frieud is near
the roud, and is nesrer right by the distsnce stated from the o0ld 1907
corner shown by him to vod im 1917 or 1918, at least by the distance
sbove stated, but siuce the initiasl ecall for the location of the block
18 12 miles a2t ond 6 mile2 Sfouth of the North-west correr of BImmkx
Jection 1, Geotgetown R'y Co., 2urvaeys, &8s heretofore mentioned, I
believe that thet esll, in the absence of snything which cennot be
poeitively identified, should control and will control, srd this places
the corner above IZ5 varas further Zest and varas Ncrth of the
rock mound d-sc¢r-ibed in his 1325 survey, however this hss btut little
bearing on the area of the land in controversy in this suit, thouvgh

it has the effect of causing & Separation of the Test line of Block 13

poundin 14138
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Report of surveyor, Storneham,
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end the Enst line of Sectlon 4, Block "PDP" and the 3ectiom 1, Block "

PK" eurveyed br Mr., Dod for T J Murpby, 88 shown on the plat herewith
eubmitted, -- by something like 400 varas, snd iu moving lorth leaves
the T J. EeLaughlin Survey Ilo. 56 with le3s area in corflict with the

surveye to the Ffouth. :

CAROLINE BZDICK #6: (Original Field Fotes) The ghove lo=
cation of the 39 corner ( and NW corner) of 3Zection 9, Block 13, has
considerable bearing on the locstion and positicn and some ae %o ares
0! this tract; 98 in cuse the survey ie held tied by the orizinal notes
e8 beirg in s sSouare 688 varas esch wsy, Since being pulled North it
will lose by bsinz put in greater conflict with Jectioms 3 and 4, Blk
PP, but it will gain some of this back by the area between Section 4,
Block "PP" apd the West line of Sectlor 2?2, Block 13, U L.,

CAROLINE HiDICK # 6 (Corrected FPicld Notes) The sbove lo-
cation of the ¥ cor of Sec 9, Blk 13, U L, seeme to be that in oom-
templation, at least, if not actually found b Will H. Bonnell in mek-
ing the survey upon which are based the corrected field notes of this
tract, as filed in the Genersl Lsnd Office as showm ia this renort,
except that I seem to have the KW cormer of Efection 9, Blk 13 some
154 varas further North tham he surveysd or platted it to be., These
corrected field motes of the Caroline Hedick as they stand corrected
by Vill H, Bonnell, Deputy Surveyor, are fairly consistent with the
faots 88 I find them on the ground.

CeXBLINB EIDICK #6 (Corrected by Thompson WeDonald in 1.900)
Thess fisld rotes describe an entirely different traet of land to that
in oontroversy here, and wonld seem to constitute a prior ssle of the
srea covered by the Survey No, 1, Block "TM" sold to T, J. NKurphy inm
1919. See copy of hi= plat and field notes herewith submitted,

WONE OF THE ABOVE FIZLD NOTES OF CAROLINE HEDICK SURVEY #6
inclnde all the ares between Block "HH"™ on the South, Block "PP" on
the North and the River Survey No. 85 of the West and the T J. Me-
Langhlin snd Survey lo., 52, Blk "HH" on the East, though the originsl
f£ield notes do include a2 part of the area as shown, the corrected field
rotee by Will H. Bonnell cover a still greater area, but none of them
include 2all the atea between the surveys sbove mentioned, as do the
P. L. Childress Survey lic. 1, Field liotes,

PHE P. L. CHILDRESS SURVEY NO. 1, Block "2P2" fleld notes

as surveyed by P, F, Friend, County Surveyor of Crockeft Couuty, Texas,
unless sctually marked on the ground covers ths eatire area, mnot
‘approprinted by the Csroline Hedick io. 6, im ome or the othaer of if's
£12131 notes, depending of course, on that held by ths Court 1. hs the
Egl&in £i81d notes, if any; 1if actnally marked on the ground as in-

ieatsd by the eurvey of F. P, Friead, then that pert lying outsids
of it'c merked boundsries and betwess the South 1iuns of Block 13, U I
g8 surveyed by me, is opem~--and Zimx if not marked and held to it'a
beginaing carner,fwhich I hsve moved North ard Esst) it will then be
in comflict with the Survey No. 52, Block "HU" or it's 3rd, 4th asd 5%h
cslls, since the T. J, KoLeughlia will follow Block 13 ERasf, ---if
marked that epsce which the MeLaughlin moves Eacterly with Bloek 13
will he open unless the corrected field notes of Will 4, Bornell for
Caroline Hedick fﬁ are held a® holding---in which case of course, the
F. L. Childress #1, Bik PP2 would not hold. Since it is difficult
to show each and every phases and result on one plat, this discussion
¢f results will probably seem somewhat long-drawn,

SURVEYS in BLOCK "HE" according to Their field notes ars
built off of, end havé their iaitisl cslls from, surveys arcund and
ad joining the ircher County School Larnds, nome 0of shich have corners
with bearings which can be idemtified on the aground, on sccount of
which it was found rscessary to go to the center coransr of the AHCHER
COUNTY SCHOOL LAMNDS which is described as a large rock mound from which
& Cedar marked X beasrs Norbth B9 East 234 wvaras; another Cadar bears
Forth 82 30' Rast 190 varas, also msrked "X"; the original corner,
with the bearing first mentioned with it's mark was found, &nd the =k
stump of the 2sd besring tree was also found at it's proper posSition,

ard another tree from sams stump wes marked "X" by me  Cewemlan 99,37



Report of Surveyor, Stoneham.
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The identificstion of thie corner is as noear perfect as can be expected
end i3, I am sure, the corner peneraslly accepted as the original cunter
corner of the Archer County Sehool Lends; FROW this corner we ran
Yorth 5000 varac, getting in a large stone monumernt and marking same
for identification, moxing o parefnl saarch for other corners, Ve
fouri a large stone monument, with £lsg therein something over 200 vrs
3oush and about 100 varas Veeg, evidently set for thies corner, which
earsed us to go hack to +the corner arnd re-trace our line and check

gnme for errors in meaturement, but we fcund rneither error in courss

or measurement and wera gorced to the comelusion tnst whoaver fel

tﬁa f1lag end momument hed erred in both.  From our mew corner, the

HB coraer Lesgue £3, Archer County School rapd we ran Engt 5100 varas
(the called distance in field motes) end fonrd a large Stome mound,
suppossdly the oripginal 51 ecorner of the Richard ~illow furvey IHo. 1.
North and Vest of us, distances and courses sShown on plat, =nd while
thie ie only a stome mourd, withovt bearinge, gni out of positiom,
subsemenat work werrants the conclucion that it is original (the origins.
al corner). : : :

We then went back to the North-esst ccrner of League #3,
Archer County School Lend, as established by us, and ran Howm Vest
(Variation 10 30' Esst) 5000 veras and set in etone mound with large
center store on South bank of & bramch, marked TV Lea #3, Archer Co.
3. T..====We fourd other mounds® both new sznd old in the vicinity evi-
dertly intewrdsd for thie corper, but mince no besrings were called for
ir orieinsl field notes, we let course snd distsnce control for the
time anyway, iz fixing this oormer. (F, W. ARCHER CO SCHOOL LAND)

Prom this corner we ram West 689 varas called for the
3onth-west correr of the James Wiley Survey No, 2, and get in rock mound
apd marked ssme. (Found several other corners (mounds of stone) in the
vicinity probably intended for this corner by other surveyors) but
fixed the coruer from couree and distance, since bearings to identify
gnme were lacking in original calls. (5w JAMES WILEY N0.2)

: From the SV (as f£ixed by us) of the James Wiley o, 2 we
ran Horth 5200 varas (distancex called in field notes) snd set stone
mound in valley---hsving marked intermediate corners of surveys to
the Vest as we came along the line.

From thie corner we ran on lorth varsg8 and Vest
varae, apd found the et "store 5 feet high® marked {recently)"origin-
RE 3". This stone is mentioned by Hr. Dod in his survey, and is
galled for in the originel £:01d4 notes, ard it seems that it ° proo-
ably the origimsl corner, however the store hae been dowr ord (duld hsve
been moved end 3T there were amny original marks on it they are nct nrow
to pe found, =--it 18 out of position several hundred varas both wayse
prom whrtre it should be if properly located relative the center of the
Archer Comnty “chool Lis2ds Center coruer, but when you run on Raste ss
we d1id srd ss Gol, Dod did, 3805 varss snd find the thres stonef in

nes mesouite flat far from any other stones ( or stony ground) 88 ealled
for in the originmsl fisld notes for the NI cormuer of the James Viley
No. 2, nrd the 0ld rock mound 2% 5069 varae Turther on Bast at tha NI
Goraer of the Richard Pillow it sceme that there con bs no ausctioxn
but thot we rust accept this 3 foot set stone as the original NE cor

of the 0b1id Marshell No. 3, smd KW cornmer of the Jemas ¥iley Xo, 2,
Eot#ithstanding 1t's position relative She archar connty School Lard
cantar cornar----therefore all tne surveys in Bloek "HH" were con-
gtrneted as chown on the plat submittsd herewlith, making the corners

of fections 5L and 52, tie iazto Bloeck 13, University Seands as indicated
on the plat submitted herswith.

It seams Likely that Will H., Bomnell must have ran the
connschtion from the center of the Archer County School Liands to the
gorrect corner at SE corzmer of Block 1% a® wWall as 3oubh-wast corier
thersof, for kis calculations wonld have been correct in locating the
?. J. MeLoughlin Survey lo. B6, and the J. H. Stewart lNo. 74 but for
Yhe excess between Lhe NW corner of ths Wiley and Archer Co, cenber cor,

PO ey DL g



Report of Surveyor, Stomeham,
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Wyumerous roudom lines were ruz to try out leads from very old
rock mourds which wsras founl iu 9ud around corwers in Block 13 of the
University lards, =ad various other sections inm conaection with this
mork, the detaily of which azs not treated herein.

411 lines have been vary carsfully rux with fransit with fore
gad btack sight, and measured both with chain g=d with =2tadla mesenre-
rents. ¢t aonstans varistion of 10 30' 2ast has bsen used om all
jires except in the run froa Pontcon Bridge north &and esst ix Biock 14,
University lozde where about 11 Esst wef used. %

Thas sxpsnse of the curvey hss hesn considerable as ths country
in which this wori has ksd %o ce doze is verv rough anl Iinsceesgible,
poorly wotered causing lote of lost Tlme ir goirg to and from canp to
work oa this sccount nlone, amd & considerable poriion of this work
woe done im the short dsye of the year 1928, im the latter psri of

emuary, February, Merch, April azd May, 1928. Wa put in fifty-two
workinz dsys during the nohithsm: mentioned in the field with s full
crew at fifty dollars a day, this sum imcluding all expenae of pay for
chair=-garriers, flag-men, axXe-men, COOX , Rroceries, gaeoline, oil,
tirea and other ircidentsl expexse in counectios with field work, and
38 Lhe usunl and customary fees charged by me (sud others I beliave)
for this charaeter of work. Phis item slone is $2600.00, and in
gdilition a trip to the Cencral Land Office at Austin of three dajys,
{uoluding exyeinces thers, tronsportation, ete., at filly dollars a
day, making 3150.00, 2lsc $60.00 paid for certified and photo-sintiec
copies of fiell notes used in making Survey, and ten days a%b 235,00
~ per day in compilatiom of and platiing field notes and the preparation
¢f this report of the work, making an aggregate Sum dus me smournting

Respectfully submibted,.

=~

ofrs R 2t D ,r Ftt
r'f o;r f.f !::.-l"" -‘.;,-..-—'\'. Lo ¢ T “-—"

7

Licemsed Land Surveyor of Texas.

Wﬂfquf"‘#-’






i SURVEY REPORT
|S F 16304 CROCKETT CO,TEXA

| Wm.C. Wilson, Jr.
[ Licensed State Land Surveyor




WM. C. WiLsonN, JR. DoNaLD L. WILLIAMS FREDERICHK O. LANGOHR

WILSON, WILLIAMS, LANGOHR

AND ASSOCIATES
LICENSED STATE I.ANE & REGEWED
REGISTERED PUBLIC SURVEYORS DEC 3 1973

PHOME 915/653.2816 — P. O. BOX 33286
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December 1, 19734 No. _E/,a{..ﬁﬁﬁﬁ;éf_

General Land Offica

unty
..Cﬁg.g.!mzf:t .................. c;
. ﬁﬁfmyem..ﬁ.’gezﬁ 3
Honorable Bob Armstrong, % 3197 ........
Commissioner Fﬂmimzzsﬁhn “ 2 0
General Land Office 2 hEMETRD ,

Austin, Texas 78701 2 Lt
B}J&f- ST

RE: REPORT OF SURVEY
MADE FOR S F 16304,
CROCKETT COUNTY, TEXAS

Dear Sir:

I have conducted extensive research and survey on the ground
of the above reference , pursuant to your letter of August 13, 1973,
appointing me as surveyor to represent your office in this matter
and I conclude my work with the filing of this report together with
the accompanying sketches, plats, and maps.

The area covered by the above reference is described in Appli-
cation to Purchase filed by Mr. E.B. White, Jr. of Midland, Texas,
as being "situated in Crockett County, Texas, about 44 miles North
63° West from Ozona, the County Seat, and is bounded as follows,
to-wit: On the North by the South boundary line of Section 36,
Block 5, University Lands Survey; on the East by the West boundary
line of Survey 5, Block BB-2, and the most Northerly West boundary
line of Section 51, Block H; on the South by said Section 51, Block
HH: and on the West by the East boundary lines of Sections 6 and 7,
Block 13, University Lands Survey".

My instructions from your office were to conduct an impartial
survey and return an impartial report disclosing the actual facts
as they exist on the ground, also that all recognized existing cor-
ners affecting the existence or non-existence of a vacancy should
be shown, and all work must be tied to accepted points. In an effort
to fully comply with your instructions, I will discuss several
possible constructions for the Surveys adjacent to this alleged
unsurveyed tract of land.

HISTORY AND RESEARCH

The history of this area, insofar as it affects the existence
or non-existence of S F 16304, begins in April 1879, when Mr. C.D.
Foote located Georgetown R.R. Co. Surveys 1 and 2 in the Southwestern
part of what is now Reagan County, Texas. At that time, this was in
Tom Green County. One of the major land marks of the area, Grierson
Springs, is located on Georgetown R.R, Co. Survey 1, thus the location
of this Survey became well known to all of the Surveyors of that era
and many simply referred to it as "Survey 1, upon which Grierson
Springs is located".

The next lands located in this area were surveyed by R.M.
Thomson in November, 1879 and consisted of thousands and thousands
of acres of University Lands. The Blocks of University Lands that
will be pertinent to this discussion are Blocks 1, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 13.

Working in this area during the same years, 1880 and 1881, were
Mr. S.A. Thompson and Mr. H.C. Barton. Among other Surveys located
by Mr. Thompson, he was the original surveyor of the Archer County
School Lands, the Surveys lying to the North thereof, and a part of
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Block HH, lying to the South and Southeast of our subject area.
Mr. Thompson's work is of considerable importance to the question
at hand and will be discussed thoroughly later in this report.

According to some of the correspondence found in the General
Land Office, Mr. Barton was with the Surveying Party of R.M. Thomson
in the location of the University Blocks, and perhaps this explains
why we find no connecting lines and few if any identifiable corners
called for by Mr. Barton other than those made during the Survey of
the University Lands and to which he adjoined with subsequent Surveys.
Mr. Barton was the original surveyor for Washington County R.R. Co.,
Block 3 and Survey 1, 2, 3 and 4, lying immediately to the North
thereof, as well as T.W.N.G.R.R. Co., Block G and G.C. & S.F. Block
B2.

Mr. H.B. Tarver appears on the scene in March of 1881 and as
far as is pertinent to this discussion, located H. & G.N. Surveys
1 and 2, lying to the West of the Southwest part of University Block
4.

The next and final original surveyor in this area was Mr. W.H.
Bonnell who, according to his Field Notes, surveyed in this area
from 1881 thru 1887. Mr. Bonnell prepared Field Notes for the bal-
ance of Block HH, calling only for those corners as established by
Mr. S.A. Thompson, as far as identifiable corners are concerned.

Mr. Bonnell also returned Field Notes for Block BB2, which lies to
the Bast and borders this alleged area. Mr. Bonnell was also the
original surveyor for Block PP lying to the West of University Block
13,

A number of resurveyors have worked in this area as will be
discussed later in this report.

We now have all of this area supposably segregated from the
Public Domain with the University Block 5 and 13, lying to the North
and West, Survey 51, Block HH, being patented on the original
notes by Mr. Bonnell, and Survey 5, Block BB2, also Patented on the
original Field Notes by Mr. Bonnell and these Surveys lying to the
South and East of the alleged vacant area. This then is the situa-
tion that existed when Mr. Bonnell made his adjoinder call for the
University Blocks and brings us to the guestions (1) Where is the
correct line of the University Blocks and (2) Did Mr. Bonnell know
where this line was when he called to adjoin same and (3) Did sub-
sequent Surveyor Mr. Frank F. Friend monument these University Block
lines in the correct position.

In conducting my research for this Survey, I ordered many Field
Notes and sketches, but I believe no purpose would be served to list
each of these as it would encompass several pages and I trust that
it will suffice to refer to each pertinent item as it is discussed
later herein. A great number of the Field Notes are reflected on
our "S F 16304 working sketch No. 1 and No. 2" which are filed here-
with. The area researched was considerably larger than shown on these
working sketches in order to obtain any data that would shed light
on this project. This included research in the General Land Office
Rolled Sketches, Sketch Files, Connecting Lines, and so faxrth, for
Upton, Reagan, Tom Green (Upton and Reagan were originally in Tom
Green County) as well as Crockett County. I also searched the old
records at San Antonio (0l1d Bexar District Seat) as well as the
County Records of Crockett and Tom Green Counties and certain private
records.

Sketch number 6 of the Crockett County Rolled Sketches in the
General Land Office, shows the basic picture of development as of
1877 for this area, which consist of the surveys along the Pecos
River, located by Mr. Jacob Kuechler, and reveals that the balance of
this area was at that time Public Domain.
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I prepared "S F 16304 Plat A", which is a copy of said Sketch
6 with additions made by me, to depict this area as it was develop-
ed through 1879. This essentially consistsof adding University
Blocks laid down by Mr. R.M. Thomson, et al, in 1879,

"S F 16304 Plat B" shows the development of this area through
1883, with the area located by W.H. Bonnell shaded, thereby allow-
ing the balance of this Plat to depict the area as Mr. Bonnell must
have viewed it when he appeared on the scene in 188l1. This Plat was
compiled by using the sketch and connecting line returned by Mr. S.A.
Thompson under date of June 1880 and February 1881 (see Sketch File
17 of the Crockett County Sketch filed in the General Land Office)
which connecting line was from Grierson Springs to the N.W. corner of
Block 29 of the University Lands near Fort Lancaster, together with
the original Field Notes returned by Mr. Thompson of Surveys laid
down by him, I also used the original Field Notes returned by Mr.
H,C., Barton which are indicated on the Plat and of course, the
original Field Notes of the University Lands were also used and the
connection line by Mr. R.M. Thomson, the original University Lands
Surveyor, is shown.

Mr, Bonnell's Field Notes indicate in the certificate that the
Survey was made "---according to law, in the field, ---" and other
than this I find ne evidence whatsocever that Mr. Bonnell was actually
on the ground in this immediate area, neither by records nor by
ground data. In his Field Notes, Mr. Bonnell calls for adjoinder to
the adjacent Surveys including the University Blocks, however he does
not call for any of the monuments that were called for on any of
these Surveys other than those made by Mr. S.A. Thompson in Block HH.
In my opinion, it is wvery clear that Mr. Bonnell used Mr. S5.A.
Thompson's connecting line and original Field Notes in order to
determine the relation of the Surveys laid down by Mr. Thompson to
that of the University Blocks to the North. By simply computing
Thompson's connecting line to North, South, East and West distances
and subtracting Thompson's original Field Note calls, together with
the calls in the University Blocks, one readily arrives at the same
Field Note distances which Mr. Bonnell recited in Block HH and Block
BB2. If all the data Mr. Bonnell was using were correct, then his
adjoinder calls to the University Blocks would have likewise been
correct, however, as will be explained in detail later herein, Mr.
Bonnell was mislead by two things that Mr. S.A, Thompson did of which
Mr. Bonnell was not aware.

The following statements are true even if Mr. Bonnell was working
with or for Mr. S.A. Thompson, as some Surveyors suspect, for just
as Mr., Bonnell was not aware of these problems, S.A. Thompson could
not have been aware of them based upon the work he did. First, S.A.
Thompson had some excess in his distances as he ran his connection
South from Grierson Springs. Second, S.A., Thompson made an error of
182.15 varas (short) between the S.E. corner of Survey 13 and the N.E.
corner of Survey 13 as he ran North in Block HH. This together with
the excess in his connecting line amounts to his N.W. corner Survey
7, Block HH (also known as "C" rock corner and being identified as
corner No, 87 on my Survey map) being over 400 varas South of where
it appeared to be from the Field Notes and connecting line calls.
This is so even though there is about 200 varas excess in the
University Blocks Southward from Grierson Springs.

Mr. Bonnell was further and more seriously mislead by the fact
that there is, if Mr. Friend was correct, almost 600 varas excess
in the University Blocks Westward from Grierson Springs, while S.A.
Thompson had a shortage in Westing with the result that Mr. Thompson's
corners in Block HH are about 700 varas East of where Mr. Bonnell
thought them to be, relative to Block 13 of the University Lands.

It appears very unlikely, that if Mr. Bonnell were on the
ground, that he would have accumulated as much excess (almost 600
varas) in Surveying Westward 4 1/3 miles, from S.A. Thompson's

corners in Block HH, as did the University Surveyors in Surveying
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Westward 12 miles from Grierson Springs, or that he knew of S.A.
Thompson's East-West shortage. It is also unlikely he would have
the over 400 varas North-South excess in less than 3 miles, equal
to that S.A. Thompson had in some 25 miles of connection line and
Field Notes plus S.A. Thompson's 182.15 vara North-South error.

I have evidence that Mr. Bonnell was on the ground in some of
Crockett County, as hereinafter discussed, but do not believe he
was ever on the ground in this immediate area.

"S F 16304 Plat C" shows the configuration Mr. Bonnell attempt-
ed to give this area after surveying on the ground a lone connecting
line rather far afield from this area. This connection and his Plat
filed in 1887 are Crockett County Rolled Sketch File 37 and a sketch
found in Bexar Scrip file 52157 in the General Land Office. The
computation of Bonnell's connecting line corresponds very closely to
his figures shown on his Plats and also the Field Notes which he
filed on each of the Surveys he attempted to locate between Block BB2
and Block HH. These Field Notes bear the notation "This is entirely
in conflict with superior and Patented Surveys--", and "Latest sketch
in this File shows there is no room for this Survey--" and so forth.

In my opinion, Mr. Bonnell proved to one and all, by this latter
work, that he did not know what the relation was between S.A. Thompson's
work and that of the University Lands Surveyors, other than that
which was revealed from Record data of that time (1883). However,
based on this latter work, although much detached from the immediate
area, Mr. Bonnell thought that he now knew this relation. Again,

Mr. Bonnell, while actually tying University Block 29 to University
Block 50, was still to a great extent dependent on amdmislead by the
same connections, Field Notes, excesses and errors, which had earlier
led him astray.

The result of his ground work was that, because of discrepancies
in his own work, he now had the relative position of S.A. Thompson's
work and the University Lands work about as much too far apart as
he previously had them too close, as far as North-South is concerned.
He was also attempting to pull apart the Blocks on which he formerly
returned Field Notes reciting them as one system of Surveys. 1In
considering East and West position, Mr. Bonnell's Plats and Field
Notes indicate he now thought the East line of University Block 13
was about 3/4 mile farther East than he previously had thought, in
relation to S.A. Thompson's work in Block HH, when said East line of
Block 13 should have been about 1/4 mile West of where Bonnell first
thought it to be. Thus he now thought the relation of S.A. Thompson's
work in Block HH to Block 13 was about 1 mile less than it actually is.

The above proves, very definitely in my opinion, that Mr. Bonnell
had no idea what the relative position of S.A. Thompson's work in
Block HH and the University Blocks was, other than from Record Data
and his one lone connecting line. One can see the same results in
several places, by close examination of the records, where ever Mr.
Bonnell wrote Field Notes, in the entire area of Crockett County
bounded by the University Blocks on the North, East and South (at Fort
Lancaster) and this subject area on the West.

In an apparent attempt to discover what was wrong, Mr. Thompson
McDonald surveyed a connecting line in 1900, which purported to run
from S.A. Thompson's work in the vicinity of the Archer County School
Lands Northward to the South line of the University Lands Block 5.
This work appears to only add to the confusion because Mr. McDonald
indicates therein, that he found no discrepancies at all in this area.

There has been considerable surveying done in this area by
subsequent surveyors as is evidenced by the numerous stone mounds that
can be found today, several of which were apparently placed as corner
for the same Survey but differ considerably in position.
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Bmong these subsequent Surveyors were Mr. Frank F. Friend-
1907, 1925, and 1935; Mr. L.L. Farr-1511; Mr. R.S. Dod<-1913,
1919, and 1921; Mr. E.C. Saunders-1923 and 1925; Marland Oil
Company-1926 and 1927; J.A. Simpson-1928; H.W. Stoneham-1928;
J.J. Goodfellow-1921 and 1941; and possibly some others who may
remain unknown.

In 1954 Mr. James M. Flanigan conducted a Survey of practically
the same area now filed on as S F 16304. The Applications for which
Mr. Flanigan was surveying were S F 15660 and S F 15685. These
files bear the notation "Rejected-No Vacancy".

On November 30, 1966, S.F. 16240 was filed on this area by
Good Faith Claimant Mrs. Ruth Noelke Schlinke. This file bears
the notation "Void for Failure to Complete Within Time Allowed-
April 24, 1967".

SURVEYING ON THE GROUND

I began my Survey at the same place which the University
Surveyors called to begin, as did resurveyors - Dod , Friend,
Saunders, and Stoneham, and according to marks on a rock there,
so did Mr. H.B. Tarver and at some unknown date A.N. Lea. I refer
of course to the N.E. corner of Georgetown R.R. Co., Survey 1,
originally surveyed by C.D. Foote in April 1879. This corner has
been well referenced to Grierson Springs by the several Surveyors
as originally called by Mr. Foote, and witnessed with several
additional marks as can be noted on my Survey map filed herewith.
I referenced this corner to U.S5.C. & G.S. Triangulation Station
"SHELL" thereby assigning it ¥ and X Coordinates relating it to
the Texas Coordinate System-Central Zone as defined in Article
5300a of Vernon's annotated Civil Statutes. My work, in all ties
and closes on five of these Triangulation Stations, four of which
are shown on my maps filed herewith and the other being Station
"ARCHER".

I Surveyed Westward to the N.W. corner of Georgetown R.R. Co.,
Survey 1, finding corners as indicated on my "S F 16304 Survey Maps
No. 1, 2, 3, and 4" as filed herewith. Refering to said Maps, 1
Surveyed Westward 12 additional miles to the N.W. corner of University
Lands Block 5 and closed on U.S.C. & G.S. Triangulation Station
"DANGER". Then I surveyed Southward 6 miles to the S.W. corner of
Block 5 and I then Surveyed 2 more miles Southward to the S.E. cor-
ner of University Lands Block 13. I then Surveyed Westward 3 miles
to the S.W. corner of said Block 13 closing this work on U.S.C. &

G.S. Triangulation Station "MURPHY."

I then returned to the S.W. corner of University Lands Block 5
and Surveyed Eastward to the S.E. corner of said Block 5, same being
the S.W. corner of University Lands Block 6 and closed this work on
U.S8.G.S. Triangulation Station "MEX".

I then returned to a reference point near the 5.E. corner of
University TLands Block 13 and Surveyed Easterly tying in corners as
shown on said Maps, to the N.E. corner of Survey 8, Block HH. This
corner is identified as No. 87 on my Maps and is also known as the
"C" rock corner being the same as called for by the original Surveyor
Mr. S.A. Thompson.

From this corner I Surveyed Southerly tying in rock mound cor-
ners in positions called for by S.A. Thompson to the S.E. corner of
Survey 13, Block HH on the North line of Obid Marschall Survey 3, at
which point I discovered that Mr. Thompson had dropped about 200 varas
{my actual measurement 182./5varas) in the last mile, being the East
line of said Survey 13.

In search of proof of this, I surveyed Easterly along the North
line of said Survey 3, the North line of J. Wiley Survey 2, and the
North line of Richard Pillow Survey 1, to the N.E. corner of said
Survey 1. As indicated on my Survey Maps, I found corners which
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appeared to be those made by Mr. Thompson, some of which have been
perpetuated by the addition of brass disk in concrete monuments.
I closed this work on U.S.C. & G.S. Triangulation Station "ARCHER".

As further evidenceeof authenticity of these corners, I refer
you to Maps prepared by the late J.A. Conklin filed herewith for
the information contained therein. One of these is dated November,
1963 to March, 1964 and shows Archer County School Land Leagues 2
and 3 and the Richard Pillow Survey and the Heirs of James Wiley
Survey. The other Map is dated September and October, 1963 and
shows Archer County School Land Leagues 1 and 4. These Maps indicate
that Mr. Conklin set the concrete monuments in many of what he
describes as S.A. Thompson's original corners.

It appears there can be no question but that these are the
corners originally set by Mr. S.A. Thompson in 188l1. I have also
closely examined copies of Mr. Thompson's Field Bocks which further
sustain this fact.

My computations reveal that the position of the "C" rock mound
(corner No. 87 on my Maps) at the N.W. corner of Survey 7, Block HH
relative to the N.E. corner of Georgetown R.R. Co., Survey 1, at
Grierson Springs (corner No. 6 on my Maps) is 150.86 varas farther
East and 617,09 varas farther South than called to be by Mr. Thompson
due to some excesses and shortages in his work.

I also surveyed from the East line of University Lands Block 13,
Westward to the N,W. corner of said Block 13. I have shown all cor-
ners recovered with the calculated Y and X Coordinates and indicated
which Surveyor I believe established each corner. As considerable
time has passed since the latest corners were established, all now
appear very old or of about the same age. However, since we have
found several mounds of stone set apparently for the same corner,
we must endeavor to determine which, if any are original and which
were made by subsequent Surveyors.

In regard to the corners which I have indicated as having been
made by Mr. E.C. Saunders, I have examined his Field Book wherein
he surveyed South from the N.W. corner of Georgetown R.R. Co. Survey
1l at Grierson Springs to the S.E. corner of University Lands Block 6
and then surveyed Westward 12 miles to the S.W. corner of University
Lands Block 5. Mr. Saunders states therein, that he did this survey-
ing in June, 1925, and that he found a large old rock mound which I
have determined is the one I have shown as No. 96. Mr. Saunders and
Mr. Friend and others, all seem to agree on this being an original
corner made by R.M. Thomson, the original Surveyor of the University
Lands.

Mr. Saunders' Field Book also reveals that he found a large rock
mound (6 feet diameter) in the same position as that which I have
indicated as No. 81 on my Survey Plats. His Field Book further
reveals that he made all of the other corners along this line being
Numbers 91, 135, and 62 as indicated on my Survey Maps.

According to his report and sketch dated June 22, 1919, and
being Upton County Sketch Files 10 and 11 in the General Land Office,
Mr. R.S5. Dod indicates that he began Surveying at the N.E. corner
of Georgetown R.R. Co., Survey 1 and Surveyed Westward finding stone
mounds indicated on my Survey Maps as Numbers 11, 15, 21, 23, 141,
and 33. Mr. Dod also states in his report that this line was
previously surveyed by Mr. L.L. Farr in 1911.

Mr. Dod also Surveyed Southerly along a line he thought was
the West line of the University Lands Block 5, making corners at each
mile. Some of these which I have recovered, are numbered 142, 52,
and 61 on my Survey Maps.

Having made corner which I have indicated as Number 61, for his
position for the S.W. corner of University Lands Block 5, Mr. Dod

then tied to the stone mound found by Mr. Friend in 1907 for this
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same corner, stating that it was 542 wvaras West and 357 wvaras South
from his corner. Mr. Dod examined the East line of Block 13 on
South from this point and states that he is satisfied that this is
the line as determined by Mr. Friend in 1907.

In the same report, Mr. Dod states that he surveyed North and
West on a staggered line in University Lands Block 4, to the North-
west corner of said Block 4 or what is known as the "Dagger corner".
Mr. Dod found that the "Dagger corner" was also over 500 wvaras West
of his position (his call, 5.86°W. 585 wvaras). At the close of his
report and in a cover letter accompanying same, being Upton County
Sketch File "R" in the General Land Office, Mr. Dod requests that
the Commissioner of the General Land Office study his report and
instruct him as to what changes if any should be made and what further
work might be necessary. In answer to this request, Commissioner
J.T. Robison wrote to Captain R.S. Dod , letter dated May 15, 1920
and foundinletter book 1354 at page 145 in the General Land Office,
a etter of which the following is a partial gquote.

"After careful study of the original Field Notes of these Blocks,
I have reached the conclusion that Blocks Numbers 5 and 13,
University Land, can not be separated for reason that they were made
by the same Surveyor on the same date, Survey number 1, Block 13,
calling for the lines and corners of Survey 36, Block 5, with same
description. Therefore if Block number 13 is properly located on
the ground by what you believe to be original corners as shown by
your Plat & Report, then the Southwest corner of Survey 36, Block 5,
University Land, should be made to coincide with the Southeast cor-
ner of number 1, Block 13, and extend the West line of said Blocks
5 and 4 from this corner North to the "Dagger corner" for Northwest
corner of Block 4."

"I note what you say with reference to the uncertainty in the
identity of this (Dagger corner), but considering that it is so near
in line with the Southeast corner of Survey number 1, Block 13, and
that it has been recognized and used by other Surveyors in locating
other Surveys in that wvicinity, I believe its adoption for Northwest
corner of Block 4 will be more harmonious with adjoining Surveys
than to fix a new point by course and distance for that corner.
However, should you make any new discoveries concerning this corner
that would otherwise establish its original location, you will of
course, adopt same."

In August and September, 1925, Mr. Frank Friend made an exten-
sive Survey of this area as is evidenced by his sketch and report,
being Crockett County Rolled Sketch "C R V" and Crockett County
Sketch File 60, in the General Land Office, obtaining about the
same results as did Mr. Dod . Along the East line of University
Lands Block 13, Mr. Friend found corners 101l varas East and 250 wvaras
North of the corners he found in his run from Pontoon corner to the
East line of Block 13, in 1907, and appears to prefer these over
those found in 1907. The only one of these corners I was able to
recover is marked number 65 on my Survey Maps. However, in 1935,
Mr. Friend again uses his 1907 corners for the original corners such
as at the S.W. corner of University Lands Block 5 and monumented all
of the University Lands Blocks as shown in his numerous Corrected
Field Notes and Survey Maps on file in the General Land Office.

According to his report and various correspondence, Mr. Friend
used what he thought to be the original corners, including the
"Dagger corner" to determine the outside Block lines where other
Blocks adjoin the University Lands, and prorated interior Block and
Survey lines and otherwise set these as he saw fit. Mr. Friend does
nct use corner I have shown as number 81, as an original corner, but
indicates that corners which I have shown on my Survey Maps as
numbers 96, 59, and 64, are the original corners as far as this area
is concerned.

I was very elated upon recovering corners number 67 and 72 as
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can easily be understood upon reading my description of these
corners and observing the photographs taken of each and filed
herewith along with about 58 additional photographs of other

corners to which we will continue to refer from time to time in

this report. These corners were in approximately called distance
position for the University Lands Blocks and by appearance were
what I would expect to find based upon the calls of the original
University Surveyors, however, I could not understand why these
corners failed by at least 500 varas to fit a position that would
allow the N.W. corner of Survey 25, Block 5, University Land to

fall on top of a high hill as called for by the original Surveyors.
At this point, I surveyed 1 mile West into Block 13, from corner
number 64, also checked position 1 mile West from corner number 65
and likewise from corner number 67 and found that there was nothing
to be recovered except the one lone rock marked as corner number 128
and in position Westward from corner number 64. It was at this time
that I decided I must go to the Northwest corner of Block 13 and
search this area for possible original corner. I recovered as
indicated by my Survey Maps corner number 133 some 505 varas North-
east from corner number 131 which is Mr. Friend's position for the
N.W. corner of Block 13. Again referring to the photographs filed
herewith, one can readily observe that this corner number 133 was
about what one would expect to find based upon the original
University calls, however, I was concerned because it was marked and
the original University Surveyors call for no such marks, however
this could have been done by a subsequent Surveyor.

Fully realizing that this position as heretofore stated was not
fitting the call at the N.W. corner of Survey 25, Block 5, I still
felt compelled to go to the N.W. corner of Block 4, University Lands
known as the "Dagger corner" and search this area for additional
corners that might have been overlooked by Surveyors Dod , Friend,
Goodfellow and others. Referring again to the photographs filed
herewith, one can observe the large rocks around the monument set by
Mr. Friend at the position he recognized for the "Dagger corner" and
also the very definite rock mound which is an original witness call
Southwest about 374 varas from the "Dagger corner", the photographs
of which are marked Dagger WIT. MD. I also photographed the small
rock mound made by Mr. Dod in his position for the N.W. corner of
Block 4 and then I photographed a mound of rocks consisting of about
a wagon load as the terminology goes, which was in an old eroded road
bed. This is photograph marked N.W. 1, Blk. 4, "Road" and this cor-
ner is in about the correct position to fit a Northward projection
of corners number 72, 67, 61, 52, and 42, however these rocks very
definitely show evidence of scraping and otherwise being disturbed
in recent years and it appears very unlikely that this is an old
Survey corner, rather a load of rocks dumped to divert water and halt
erosion.

In connection with the aforesaid N.W. corner of Survey 25, Block
5, University Land, I call your attention to the fact that corner
number 51, as shown on my Survey Map and being the monument set by
Mr. Friend for this corner, is in a header at the West foot of a hill
and this can be observed in photograph showing View-126 to 51.
Corner number 126, which is on the West brow of the top of hill is
the corner accepted by Mr. J.J. Goodfellow as the original corner for
this position as is evidenced by his car axle driven therein. Corner
number 52 on my Survey Maps and the photographs is that made by Mr.
R.S. Dod for the N.W. corner of said Survey 25 and is at the North
toe of this high hill. Corners marked number 53, 55, 56, and 57 on
my Survey Maps and in the photographs filed herewith, are all on top
of the high hill as called for by the original Surveyor of the
University Land. This can be further observed by using the originals
of my Survey Maps as overlays to the U.S5. Geoclogical Survey
Topographic Map filed herewith, these Maps all being the same scale.

Because I could not get a pattern out of the large mounds that

I was finding, number 67, 72, and 133, that would fit a position on
top of the high hill called for by the original Surveyors at the N.W.
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corner of Survey 25, Block 5, I began to carefully re-examine each
bit of the voluminous data which I had obtained from the General

Land Office and various sources and found a sketch in Bexar Scrip
File 51147 by H.W. Stoneham. I had heretofore not placed much wvalue
on this sketch or on Mr. Stoneham's work, as I had encountered some
of his work several years ago a few miles South of this area and
found that it was, although well marked, considerably out of position.
However, upon a close examination of this sketch I found that Mr.
Stoneham indicated that he used the stone mound made by Mr. Dod at
the S.W. corner of Block 5, University Lands and that he indicated

1 mile South of this point that there was a 6 foot high stone mound
and that at the S.E. corner of Block 13 there was another stone mound.
These stone mourids fit in position where we find corners marked number
67 and 72 on our Survey Map.

Mr. Stoneham did not indicate whether he found these mounds or
made them although he does show large circles around these that would
indicate he thought they were original, however he shows the same
large circle around the Dod S.W. corner of Block 5, University Land.
Upon further investigation I noted that his certificate on the Plat
indicated that the Survey was made under order of the District Court
of Tom Green County in 1928 and that there was suppose to be a report
with this map. This report was not on file in the General Land Office,
however I was able to obtain a copy thereof from the Clerk of the
District Court of Tom Green County and file same herewith marked
"S F 16304-Exhibit A". Mr. Stoneham's work was conducted in an effort
to locate the C. Hedick Survey 6, Block CC2, which is located to the
Southwest of the S.W. corner of University Lands, Block 13. 1In his
report, Mr. Stoneham makes no mention of either of the old stone mounds
in position identified on our Survey Maps as numbers 67 and 72 and it
would seem thatif ne found these instead of making them, that he would
certainly have mentioned this in support of his construction of the
University Blocks in an Eastward position.

I call your attention to the fact that a copy of the Judgment,
adjudicating the Field Note description for C. Hedick Survey 6 as
prepared by Mr. Stoneham, is found in Bexar Script File 51147 in the
General Land Office. Also Mr. Stoneham's Field Notes are found in
this same File and although notation on the back thereof says see
Court Decree and Surveyor's Sketch, there is an additional note that
says "Cancelled by Corrected Field Notes". These Corrected Field
Notes were prepared by Mr. J.J. Goodfellow in 1941 and said Survey 6
was Patented on those Notes in 1941. Mr. Goodfellow's Survey of this
area is fully depicted on his map filed as Upton County Rolled Sketch
No. 25 in the General Land Office.: Of particular interest in this
matter is the fact that Mr. Goodfellow indicates that he accepted Mr.
Friend's West line of University Block 5 as monumented in 1935, as
the correct West line of the University Block and also recognized Mr.
Friend's East line of University Block 13 as being the correct line.
The alternate Surveys in T.W.N.G.R.R. Co., Block G, lying to the West
of University Lands Block 5, were Patented on Corrected Field Notes of
Mr. Goodfellow which are in the same position as that depicted on said
Upton County Rolled Sketch 25.

SURVEY CONSTRUCTION - - S F 16304 SURVEY MAP NUMBER 1

The construction on this Map is based on the assumption that
the Stoneham line is the Correct East line of Block 13, and the
Dod corner as adopted by Stoneham which is labeled Number 61 on this
Map, is the correct S.W. corner of University Land Block 5 and that
corner Number 96 is the original S.E. corner of University Land Block
5 and S.W. corner of the University Land Block 6. It is also based on
the assumption that the adjoinder calls of the Field Notes in Block HH
and Block BB2, for the lines of University Lands Blocks 5, 6, and 13
are correct. This is approximately the same position one would
obtain with a called distance location for the University Blocks West-
ward and Southward from the N.E. corner of Georgetown R.R. Co. Survey 1.

The distance Westward from the line of S.A. Thompson corners in
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Block HH to the East line of University Land Block 13, thus con-
structed, is 8458.34 varas and this prorates at 57.71 varas per
mile. Constructing the Surveys in Block BB2, Eastward by their
original called distances from this East line of Block 13 places
the most Westerly East line of Survey 12, 62.36 varas Westward

from the West line of Survey 4, Certificate 486, while construct-
ing Block BB2 according to the original passing calls in each Field
Note for corners in Block HH and Washington County R.R. CO., Block
3 creates a conflict of 309.35 varas with the West part of said
Survey 4, Certificate 486.

Since the relation of corner number 61 and corner number 96
is only 2.84 varas less per mile than the called distance along
the South line of University Land Block 5, the called distance East-
ward construction in Block BB2 would fit very well the passing calls
in the original Field Notes of Surveys in Block BB2 for the Surveys
in said Block 5 and if one were to use a construction honoring all
the passing calls, it can ber seen on this Survey Map that there would
be an ever increasing Northwest Angle to the North-South lines of
Surveys in Block BE2,.

Several severe problems are encountered in attempting to use
this construction for the University Land Blocks. First of all the
distance between the Northeast corner of Block 13 and the N.W. corner
of Survey 25, Block 5, University Lands, would be short about 560
varas 1f the original call "Stone mound on top of high hill" is
honored at the N.W. corner of said Survey 25, Block 5. The North line
of Block HH and the South line of Block BB2 intersect the East line
of Block 13, thus constructed, only 166.80 varas North from its s.E.
corner which is 602.2 varas short of the call in the original Field
Notes of Survey 51, Block HH. 1If the original call in said Survey
51 were honored, this would leave a gap of about 620 varas between
its most Southerly North line and the South line of Rlock aLste
University Land, a portion of this gap being claimed by the University
under the Frank F. Friend Survey. There would likewise be an area
lying West of Block 13 which is claimed by the University under the
Frank F. Friend Survey and an area over 500 varas wide lying West of
University Land Block 5, thus constructed, also claimed by the
University under the Frank F. Friend Survey. This construction would
also create an area of land unclaimed by the University lying North
of the North line of University Land Block 13 as located by Frank F,
Friend and another area unclaimed by the University under the Frank
F. Friend Survey lying between Mr. Friend's East line of Block 13
and the thus constructed East line of Block 13 or West line of Block
BB2. This latter area would be over 500 varas in width and near 2
miles in length.

This construction also reveals that it would be necessary to
exceed the called distance along the East line of Survey 5, Block
BB2, by 589.63 varas to reach the thus constructed South line of
University Land Block 5.

SURVEY CONSTRUCTION - - S F 16304 SURVEY MAP NUMBER 2

The construction depicted on this Survey Map is identical to
that of Survey Map 1 as far as University Land Blocks are concerned,
however the construction of Block HH and Block BB2 are based on
called distances from what I believe to be the stronger calls that
were made by Mr. Bonnell, the original Surveyor, for monuments in
Block HH as previously established by S.A. Thompson. The adjoinders
to the University Land Blocks are not honored thus allowing all of
the passing adjoinder calls in Block BB2 for Surveys in Block HH to
be exactly as they are in the original Field Notes. All of the same
severe probklems exist under this construction as those mentioned in
discussion of Survey Map No. 1 except that the calls in Block HH and
Block BB2 are now uniform. This construction also leaves an area of
unsurveyed or vacant land lying West of the West line of Block BB2
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and East of the thus constructed East line of University Land Block
13 and South of the thus constructed University Land Block 5 and
HNorth of the most Southerly North line of Survey 51, Block HH,
containing 186.32 acres of land.

The area of land unclaimed by the University under the Frank
F. Friend Survey lying East of his East line of Block 13 and West
of the thus constructed East line of Block 13, South of Mr. Friend's
South line of University Block 5 and North of the most Southerly
North line of Survey 51, Block HH contains 350.69 acres of land.

On this Map I have shown the Patented lines of Surwveys in Block
BB2 which were Patented on Corrected Field Notes as indicated and
thus reveal the discrepancies between those lines and the lines of
Surveys in Block BB2 according to this construction. These Patent
lines are not shown on Survey Map number 1, however these Maps are
of the same scale and can be used as overlays to determine that the
same discrepancies exist based on that construction although to a
some what lesser extent.

SURVEY CONSTRUCTION - - S F 16304 SURVEY MAP NUMBER 3

The construction on this Survey Map is based on the assumption
that Mr. Frank Friend correctly monumented all of the lines represent-
ing the outer Block lines of the University Lands and indicates the
problems created when attempting to honor the ajoinder calls of
Field Notes in Block HH and Block BB2 for Surveys in the said
University Land Blocks. In my opinion there are too many points in
favor of the Friend location to allow any other construction. As
previously stated herein, the Land Commissioner " had instructed the
use of the "Dagger corner", unless another acceptable corner could
be found, and there is no evidence to indicate that any one has found
another acceptable corner to this date, and I certainly have not.

This construction would also leave a common line between the West
line of University Land Block 5 and the East line of T.W.N.G.Ry. Co.,
Block G as Patented on Corrected Field Notes by J.J. Goodfellow and
therefore not disturbed a long standing recognized line. Further it
fits the old stone mound Mr. Goodfellow found and identified as the
original N.W. corner of Survey 25 in University Land Block 5, corner
number 126 on my Survey Maps and this corner fits the original call
"Stone mound on top of high hill". Holding to this corner number 126
and to the "Dagger corner", there is no other corner that will fit
for the S.W. corner of University Land Block 5 except the corner used
by Mr. Friend which is number 59 on my Survey Maps.

There are numerous corners along the North line of University

Land Block 6 and University Land Block 5 from the N.E. corner of
Georgetown R.R. Co., Survey 1 Westward to the N.W. corner of Block 5,
however this line has been Surveyed sc many times by so many different
Surveyors that there is only 1 corner on this line that is definitely
identifiable as an original corner, this being the one shown as number
141 on our Survey Maps. The original Surveyor called for an 8 foot
high rock on hill side at the N.W. corner of Block 6 and the N.E.
corner of Block 5, and we find two 6 foot by 6 foot by 6 foot boulders
about half way up the side of a high mountain on its East slope.
Of course this corner is 1 mile too far West, but this probably was
an error in compilting the Field Notes. There are several monuments
along this line that are in about the correct position for original
corners, however nothing will identify them definitely as such.

From this original corner, number 141, I find there is 597.05
varas excess distance to reach the N.W. corner University Land Block
5 and S.W. corner University Land Block 4 which would be on the line
previously discussed running from the "Dagger corner" at the N.W.
corner of Block 4 Southward through corner number 126 to corner number
59. If one were to recognize some of the monuments found along this
North line of Block 5, he would be led to believe that all of this
excess was in the last mile, however I do not believe that any of these

corners are definitely identifiable and therefore this excess would
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prorate at 119.4|. wvaras per mile for the 5 miles from said corner
number 141 to the aforesaid N.W. corner of Block 5. Corner number
96 on my Survey Maps seems to be that which has been accepted as
the original S.E. corner of University Land Block 5 by all subse-
quent Surveyors, as the original corner, and the distance from this
corner to corner number 59 at the S.W. corner of Block 5 is found
to be 428.98 varas in excess of the original called distance. This
amounts to 168.07 varas less excess in 6 miles along the South line
of Block 5 than found in 5 miles along the North line of Block 5
and also the bearing along the South line of Block 5 is about 3/4°
left of the bearing along the North line of EBlock 5, However, I
believe that this construction is the most reliable in that it fits
the calls along the West line of Block 5 and at the N.W. corner of
Block 4 (Dagger corner) and it has been recognized for at least 38
years as the correct construction by the University and the General
Land Office as well as many subsequent Surveyors.

The East-West distance from the line of S.A. Thompson corners
in Block HH to the East line of University Land Block 13 is 722.17
varas more than the original call and,on this construction,we find
this prorates at 167.15 varas per mile excess. The North-South
distance from the most Northerly N.W. corner of Survey 51, Block HH
to the S.E. corner of Block 13, University Land as monumented by
Frank Friend is 261.19 varas short of the call if adjoinder is honor-
ed. I find that attempting to honor these adjoinder calls creates
a conflict of 721.7 wvaras as you progress Westward from the S.E.
corner of University Land Block 13 and about the same amount of con-
flict would be found at any point where Block HH approaches adjacent
Surveys including the I. & G.N.R.R. Co. Surveys along the Pecos River.
It thus appears that if adjoinder calls from Block HH to University
Lands Block 13 are honored, there would be repercussions in the form
of conflicts and discrepancies for miles of Surveys to the West of
this area.

By constructing Surveys in Block BB2 called distance Eastward
from the East line of University Land Block 13 as monumented by
Frank Friend, I find that this is approximately the same pattern
used by Mr. Friend and others in preparing Corrected Field Notes on
certain of these Surveys upon which Patents subsegquently issued,
however those Surveys in Block BB2Z which are Patented on the original
Field Notes would be considerably distorted when attempting to honor
all of the adjoinder calls recited therein. This Map also reveals
that called distance Eastward through Survey number 12 fails teo reach
the West line of Survey 4, Certificate 486 by 547.06 varas and of
course if adjoinder calls to the Surveys in Block HE and Washington
County R.R. Co., Block 3 were honored, there would be a conflict at
this point of 309.35 varas, however the Corrected Patent on Survey 12
has extended and rearranged the original calls so that the same will
conform to the West line of said Survey 4 and also the West line of
the J. Lout Survey 4 which lies immediately East of the North part of
said Survey 12, Block BB2.I also found that it was necessary to extend
the East line of Survey 5, Block BB2 Northward 327.79 varas over its
original call to reach the South line of University Land Block 5.

The problems found in this area are caused by the great amount
of excess in the University Land Blocks Westward from Georgetown R.R.
Co., Survey 1 and the fact that the original corners in Block HH set
by S.A. Thompson are 617 wvaras farther South and 150 varas farther
East than Mr. Thompson's connecting lines and Field Notes recite them
to be. To attempt to honor the adjoinder calls recited in Block HH
and Bleock BB2 for University Land Blocks, would in my copinion, be
a gross error in that it would not just eliminate the question of a
vacancy of near 600 acres lying between these Blocks, it would in
fact create conflicts amounting to 1000 to 1200 acres in lands in
the Western part of Block HH which would affect various land owners
not inveolved in this matter. In other words, it would give about
1000 acres additional land to the four tiers of Surveys lying immediate-
ly West of the line of original S.A. Thompson corners and by forcing
conflicts with Senior Surveys to the West, reduce that part of Block HH
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lying West of these first four tiers by a like amount.
SURVEY CONSTRUCTION - - S F 16304 SURVEY MAP NUMEER 4

This Map shows the same construction as Survey Map number 3
as far as the University Land Blocks are concerned and shows a
called distance construction for Block HH and Block BB2 based on
the original line of corners in Block HH as set by the original
Surveyor S.A. Thompson. In my opinion this is the proper construct-
ion that should be applied to this area for all of the reasons stated
in regard to the University Land Blocks under the above discussion of
Survey Map number 3, In regard to Block HH and Block BB2, this
construction allows the errors created by Mr. Bonnell's erroneous
assumptions, to remain just where they should be. This construction
does not disturb any of the long standing, recognized lines by
divesting property from one area and awarding it to another area
through a shift of lines to honor adjoinder calls that were made by
mistake and through conjecture by Mr. Bonnell in 1882 and 1883.

The conflicts and discrepancies between the Surveys in Block BB2
Patented on the original Field Notes,and those Patented on Corrected
Field Notes,remain the same to a more or less extent under any of
the four constructions herein discussed.

It can be seen on this Survey Plat that the occupied position
along the East line of Surveys 26 and 34 Block HH is very close to
called distance position as I have constructed it for these Surveys.
If the adjoinder call to the East line of Block 13 University Land
were honored, this line would move 501.45 varas Westward and this
would amount to 835 acres of land for the North-South 5 miles of line
this would affect.

On the lower Southwest portion of this Map I have shown part
of the I. & G.N.R.R. Co., Block 1 Surveys along the Pecos River
based on previous Surveying by me, in which I recovered some of the
original corners made by Mr. Jacob Kuechler in 1876. As can be seen
on this Plat, there were some early conflicts between Block HH and
this Block 1, and as revealed on our working sketch, these Surveys
were corrected out of conflict by Mr. R.S5. Dod: in 1921. His report
dated March, 1921, and identified as Crockett County Sketch File
"HH" in the General Land Office relates the work that he did in this
regard. From this report one can ascertain that the corner marked on
our Survey Plat as number 76 was most likely made by Mr. Dod and
due to the fact that corners number 73, 74 and 90 fit this position
so well, I believe they were also made by Mr. Dod . Corner number
139 may also have been made by Mr. Dod ,as he states in his report
that he made a mound at the N.W. corner of Survey 52, Block HH,
however corner number 139 does not fit very well with the position
of corner number 76. Mr. Dod did not Survey along the line of
original corners set by S.A. Thompson in Block HH, but Surveyed
Westward along the North line of J. Wiley Survey 2 and Obid Marschall
Survey 3 and then Westward and Northward, thus he did not know of
Mr. Thompson's error in the East line of Survey 13, Block HH and
therefore his position is near 200 varas North of the correct position.

I have also noted on the lower Southwest portion of this Map,
the position that the Survey lines in Block HH would take if adjoinder
calls to the East line of Block 13, University Land, were used. This
position is 721.70 varas Westward from the called distance construct-
ion which,as far as East and West is concerned,is about the same
position used by Mr. Dod , and would not only shift about 1000 acres
of land as previously stated but would almost wipe out Survey 49
Block HH and other Surveys not shown.

SUMMARY
Based upon the construction depicted on S F 16304 Survey Map
number 4, I find that there is 524.57 acres of vacant, unsurveyed

land lying West of original Survey 5, Block BB2, East of University
Land Block 13, South of Survey 36, University Land Block 5, and
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West of the most Easterly West line and North of the most Southerly
North line of Survey 51, Block HH, Crockett County, Texas. This

area is fully shown and dimensioned on said Survey Map and I herewith
return Field Notes for said S F 16304 based upon the same. To the
best of my knowledge there are no producing oil or gas wells within

5 miles of this area. '

Respectfully submitted this 3rd day of December 1973.

o . C’M/—«Zon Lo

Wm. C. Wilson, Jr.
Licensed State Land Surveyor
San Angelo, Texas
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