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REPORT OF SURVEYING INVESTIGATION
RE:

SURVEY No. 262, IN THE NAME OF WILLIAM E. PASTEUR, AND ADJACENT SURVEYS
LOCATED IN GRESG COUNTY, TEXAS.

COMMENTS
RE:
*% Survey Reocords pertaining to this area **
The records show that No. 262 was one of a system of Surveys located by
Mrs Thos. Ds Brooks. The Field Notes of this Survey are labeled William
Es Parsturesjand eall for three hundred and twenty aocres of land by virtue
of Oertificate No. 92, olass Srd., issuwed by the Board of lLand Commissioners
for the County of Sabine. The Field Notes of Survey No. 252 are of record
in Book H, Papges 204 & 295, Surveyor's Records of Nacogdoches Countyjand
are also of regord in Upshur and Gregg Counties,Texas. The Field Notes used
in making this investigation are from the Upshur County Surveyor's Records.
The Field Notes of Survey No. 2562 are dated Jan. 28th.,1846. In order that
a better kmowledge of the general area might be had,a Working Sketeh of
the actual Field Note ealls of this Survey and all adjacent Surveys in the
area has been prepared. It is suggested that this Work Sketeh be elosely
studled when consldering the fellowlng commentsjand with that idea in mind,
all bearing tree calls are omitted in the comments which followm

The William E. Pasteur,Survey No. 262, calls to Begin at the NW. Cornep of
No. 261, ( An abandoned Survey made for Johmn H. Anderson) Thence West with
the League line marked W C, 322 vs., the SW. Corner of the said League Sur=
veye Note: The ealls for bearing trees are not the same in the Field Notes
of the W. H. Castleberry Survey,and No., 262, at this purported common Corner.
Thenoe North with the said League line 349 vs. set stake in said League line,
Thenee West, at 275 ws. Branch 1 vr, C SW., 1424 ves. set stake. Thence South,
at 630 ve. lake or flag pond,the line passing through the middle of said
pond and the mater so deep as not to be able to wade, at 1099 vs. Corner in
flag pond, and no bearing trees to be taken. Thenoe East 281 vs. NW. Corner
of Noes 250, ( An abandoned Survey made for Daniel Moseley) Themce East with
the line of No. 250, 1465 vs. 8W. Corner of No. 251. Thence North with the
line of No. 261, 750 ws. the place of Begimning.

From the foregoing calls,we find that with the exception of the calls with
the line of the league marked W C, and the SW. Corner of said league, that
every call made for another Burvey, is a call for an Abandoned Survey.




Thus it is evident that consideration must be given to the entire system
of Surveys located by the Surveyor Mr. Thos. D. Brooks. As shomn on the
dates of Surveys on the Working Sketoh attached, Mr. Brooks first laid

out a system of Surveys North of the System of which No. 262 is a part.
This North System of Surveys begins with No., 172, the W. C. Wakeland Sure
voy, which ealls to Begin at the NW. Corner of the W. H. Castleberry League,
and go West 1900,8 vs., South 1900.8 wvs. Bast 1900,8 vs., and North 1900.8
¥vSe. to the place of Beginning. Originally, Survey No. 175 was called to be
a 640 acres Survey,West of the Wakeland. These Field Notes were Abandoned
when it was dlsecovered that they over-lapped the H. H. Edwards Survey,which
was made in 18365, Also, Survey No. 174 was originally made for the Admine
istrator of the Estate of James Roark,and ealled for 520 acres of land. The
Survey ealled to Begin at the NW. Corner of the Abandoned Field Notes for
Noe 175 and go West 960 ws., South 19008 vs., Bast 950 vs,, and North 1000.8
vs. to the place of Begimning. These Abandoned Fleld Notes of Surveys oa
the North 8ystem of Surveys by Mr. Brooks hawve not been shown on the Work
Sketch. However, from the records it is evident that Nos. 172, 173, & 174
as originally located, ocoupied the space North of the Patemted Surveys,!Nos.
177, 175, & 176, as shown on the Work Sketoh attashed, It 1s also evident
that both No. 173, and No. 174 as originally located, over=lapped on the

He H. Edmpds Survey which is the oldest Patemted Survey in this area.

As reflected by the records, we find that just about ome year later, Mr,
Brooks began the work on the South System of Surveys, of which No. 252 is

& part. The First Survey located, of this System is No. 246, made for P.
MoAnelly, the Field Notes of which are labeled Pleasant MoAnulty,and are

of record in Necogdoches, Upshur, and Gregg Counties. In as much as Nos.
246, 247, and 248, are located Bast of No. 245 and have no bearing on the
location of No. 252, they are not shom on the Work Sketeh sttachedj;and

are not discussed.

The Field Notes of No. 245 call to Begin at a stake bearing N.82°W. 1520
ves from the 8W, Corner of eme third of a League of Land marked R. Thence
South 190048 vs. set stake in Sabine bottom. Thence Bast 530 vs, set stake
on the bank of Sabine River. Thence N.60E. with the bank of the River 1100
voe. Thenoe East 470 ws. set stake on the bank of the River. Thence North
1090 vs. sot stake on the line of 1/3 League of lLand marked R, Thenoe West
with said 1line of 1/5 League, at 325 vs, Branch 2 vs, C SW., at 460 vs,.

SW. Corner of 1/5 League of Land. Thence North with the line of 1/5 League




of Land marked R, 1560 ve. set stake on sald line. Thenoe West 505 wvs.

set stake. Themoe South 1116 vs. set stake. Thenoe West 987 ws. the Place
of Beginning.

The faet that Mr. Brooks ealls to begin this Survey at a stake N.82 W, 1520
vse from the SW. Corner of the 1/5 League marked R, and then later calls
for this 8W. Corner of the 1,!'3 League,ralses a question. Just why did Mr.
Brocke eall to Begin the Survey at a stake N.82 W. 16520 vs. from this
Corner,when it is evident that he could have run the entire SBurvey off of
the SW. Corner of the 1/3 League without giving the kind of a call that he
gave?

The next Survey in this System that is pertinent to the proper location of
No. 262, is Survey No. 249, first made by Mre Broocks for William Deavenport,
the Flold Notes of whish were abandomedjand later idemtieally Re=Surveyed
by ¥Mre J. M. Glasoo for Chas. H, Alexander. The Field Notes of No. 249 call
to Begin at the NW. Corner of No. 245, Thence North, 938 wvs. Branch lvr.

C SW., 1605 vs. Branch 1 vr. C SW. 1900.,8 vs. set stake. Thenoe East 845
vs8. Branch 2 wvs. C SW. 950 vs. set stake. Themoe South, 276 ws. Branch 2 veo.
C 8B, 784 vs. Corner of No. 245, 1900,8 vs. Corner of Noe. 245, Thence West
with the line of No. 245, 950 vs. the place of Beginning. The foregoing
oalls are from the Field Notes by Mre Brooks. The Field Notes of this Sur-
voy by Mr. Glasco Begin at the SE. Corner of No. 250 (The mext Survey made
by Mre. Brooks) and recite the same bearing trees as the Fleld Notes by Mr.
Brooks. See Work Sketch.

The next Survey in this System by Mr. Brooks is No. 260, made for Daniel
Moseley, ( An abandoned Survey) The Field Notes of No. 250 call to Begin

at the NW. Corner of No. 249, Thenoce West, 3567 vs. Branch 1 wre. C 8W.,

1052 vse Branch 1 wvr. C South, 19008 vs. set stake in the edge of flag
pondes Thence South 1900.8 ws. set stake on the head of lake. Thence East
1900,8 vs. the SW. Corner of No. 249, Thenece North with the line of No.
249, 190048 vs. the place of Begimning

The Next Survey of this System by Mr. Brooks is Noe 261, made for Jolm He
Anderson, { An abandoned Survey) The Fleld Notes of No. 251 eall to Begin
at the NE. Corner of No. 245. Thenoe North with the Riddle line 1527 wse.
NW. Corner of said Survey,on the line of a League and Labor of Land marked
W C. Thenoe West with said line marked W 0. 1890 ws. set stake on said line

Thenoe South 750 ve. set stake on the line of Noe. 250. Thence Bast with the

line of Noe 250, 435 vse NWe Corner of No. 240. Thense Bast with the line of
No. 249, 950 vs. NE. Corner of No, 248, Thenoce South with the 1line of Nos 249




784 vs. Oorner of No. 245. Thenoe Bast with the line of No. 245, 6505 ws.' the
place of Beginning.

The William E. Pasteur, Survey No. 252 is the next Survey made by Mr. Brooks
in this System of Burveys. The calls of the Survey No. 252 have been pre=
viously recited on page l,of this Report.

The next Survey in this South System of Surveys by Mr. Brooks is the
Richard Stiles, Survey No. 255, The Field Notes of No. 253 call to Begin
at the NW. Corner of No. 252,the W. E. Pasteur. Thenoe West 476 ve. set
stake, Thence North, 684 vs. Creek 4vs. C SW., 960 vs. the 8W. Cormer of
Noe 176, Thence Bast with the line of Nos. 176, 1900 vs. S8E. Corner of Noe
176. Thenoe South with the League line marked W C., 950 vs. the NE. Cor=

ner of Nos 252, Thence West with the line of No. 252, 1424 ws. the place

of Beginning,

It is noted that these Fleld Notes were not acted upon by the General

land offices and that they were abandoned. However tho records show that

a verbatim copy of these Field Notes was made for W. H. Hart,by Mr. Brooks,
nearly eleven years and a half later than the Field Notes for Richard Stiles.
The mext Survey in order of seniority in this area is the Geoe. Rs Rains,
No. 350, made by Mr. Those De Brooks. The records show that this Survey

wae made nearly four years later than the other Surveys of the South Sys=
tem made by Mr. Brooksjand nearly five years later than the North System.
No. 350 calls to begin at the SW. Corner of No. 177« Note the difference

in the bearing trees called for. While this 1s not as it should have beem,
in as much as the same Surveyor did the two lay=outs,it is safe to assume
that the two Surveys do have a common Corner.

Thenoe South 13657.7 vee. set stake in Sabine bottome Thence East 10008 vs.
set stake., Thenoe South 543,1 vs. set stake. Thenoce Bast 950 ws. set stake.
Thenee Yorth, eedbd-wev-sWHe-Gornep-of-Nov-3557~ Gombime-Thonoo-Herbh-wibh-
sho-dino-of-Nov-263-y , at 1900.,8 vss the SE. Corner of Noe. 175+ Thenoe
West with the line of No. 175, 19008 vs., SE. Corner of Nos 177, 28508 vs.
the place of Beginning.

It is noted that this set of Field Notes does not make a single call for

a Branch or Croeks It 1s also noted that something was wrong with the Notes
as first written,because of the strike outs on the calls along the East 1line
of the Rains Survey. That this assumption is well grounded,is further dewele
oped by oconsidering the Field Notes of Nos 253 as written and dated for W. H.
Hait, The Field Notes of the Hart Survey are dated nearly eight years later
than the Fileld Notes of the Rains Survey,the two sets of Fleld Notes were




written by the same Surveyor,and the Junlor set of Notes does not pur=
port to tie to,or commeot with the Semior Survey in any way,other than the
eall for the 8B, Corner of No. 176,by the Rains Field Notes,and the eall
for the SW. Corner of No. 176 by the Hart Field Notes.

The next Survey in order of Seniority in this area is the Dudley Moore
Survey, Noe. 137, made by Mr. Je« M. Glaseo. Survey No. 157 ocouples the
eastern portion of the Abandoned Survey No. 261, The Fleld Notes of Noe
157 oall to Begin at the NW. Corner of Survey No. 1, made for John Ruddle.
Thenoo West with the line of the said Oastleberry Survey, at 960 vs. o stake.
Thenoe South, at 145 ws. Branch C SE., at 750 vs. a stake. Thonoe Bast
with the North line of No. 249, at 360 vse Branch ¢ SE., at 460 vse. the
NE. Corner of said Survey Nos 240. Thence South with the Bast line of

said Survey, at 2556 ve. Branch C SB., at 389.5 vs. a stake. Thence Bast

at 90 vse Branch C 8., at 490 vs. on the West line of John Ruddle Survey,
a stake. Thence North at 1159.3 wse the place of Begimning.

The next Survey in order of Semiority im this area is the Jefferson Moseley,

No. 177, mde by Mr. S. B. Scott.

The Field Notes of the Survey Noe. 177,(J« Moseley) call to Begin at the
SE. Corner of Nos 262, Themce North with the Bast line of No. 252, at
752 vs. the South line of the W, H, Castleberry Survey and to the NE, Core
ner of Noe 262, Thence Bast with the said line at 1062 ws. a stake. Thence
South with the line of Dudley Moore Survey,at 757 vo. to the North line of
C+ He Aloxander Survey. Thenoo West with the said line at 500 vs, the NW,
Corner of same. Thence South at 19645 vs. a stake. Thence West at 552 vae
to a stake, Thenoe North at 1965 vs. the place of Begimning.

Note that the W. H. Castleberry Survey and the John Ruddle Survoy were made
by Mre David Hill, in 1838, (Showmn on Work Sketch attached). The Field Notes
of the Castleberry Survey call for it to be 5099,01 ws.square. The Field
Notes of the John Ruddle Survey call for it to be 2886475 vo. squarc.

Sinoe the John Ruddle Survey ocalls to Begin at the SBs Cormer of the

We He Castleberry Survey,and oocoupy an area 2886.75 vs. square,lying

Wost of it's Begimning point,and having it's NWe Cormer in the South line
of the said Castleberry Survey,it is ovident that the portion of the said
Castleberry Survey lying West of the Ruddle Surwey would be the result of
subtracting 2886.756 vse from 5099,01 vse which is 2212.28 vs.

Thus it is evident from the Field Notes of Survey No. 251, and Survey No.




262 that these two Surveys took up, or ocoupied the emtire distance along
the Bouth line of the Castleberry Survey, West of the NW. Corner of the

Jolm Ruddle Survey, as reflected by the Field Notes. Proof of this is as
follows: No. 2651 calls to go West with the Castleberry line 1800 vs. from
the WW. Oorner of the Riddle,or Ruddle Survey. No. 252 calls to Begin at
the WW. Corner of No. 2651 and go West with the line of the Castleberry
Survey, 522 ve. to the SWe Corner of said Survey. Thus the two calls for
distanoe along the South 1lime of the Castleberry Survey, added equals 2212
vee which falls short of the 2212.,28 ws. only 0026 wre

Survey No. 261 ms Abandonedjbut Survey Ho. 262 was Patented. Thus 1t is
evident that the distance between the ENE. Corner of the Survey No. 252

and the NW. Corner of the John Ruddle Survey, along the South line of the
Castleberry Survey was 1890 ve. acoording to all of the Flold Notes of

the various Surveys. On Sept. 1llth., 1857, Mre J. M. Glasco used 950 voe

of this disbance when he Surveyed the Dudley Moore Survey. 1890 vs. minus
980 vs. leaves 940 ws. between the West line of the Dudley Moore Survey

and the Bast line of the W. E, Pasteur Survey. Then on May 22nd. 1860,

Mre S+ Be Scott made the Jeffersen Moseley Surwey,the calls of which have
been proviously recited. Mr. Seott calls for a distance of 1052 vs. bee
twoen the West line of the Dudley Moore Survey and the Bast line of the W. E.
Pastour Survey. This distance is 112 ws. gregter than the distance could: have
been according to the Pield Notes ef all other Surveys in this area. A elose
examination of all the Pield Notes reveal that Mr. Scott actually over=lapped
the Jefferson Moseley Survey onto the Bast emd of the W. E. Pasteur Survey.
This is evident from the following: When Mr. Brooks ran Bast along the North
line of Noe. 260,from the SW, Corner of No. 261,which was made the SE. Core
ner of Wo. 252, he called to pass the NW. Corner of Noes 249 at 435 vse

When Mr. Seott ran the Jefferson Moseley he called for the West line of the
Dudley Moore Survey,and then called to go West with the Nerth line of the

Cs He Alexander Survey (Noe 249) 500 vse. to it's NW. Cornere He then called
to go South 196.3 vs. Thenoe West 552 vs. Thenoce North 196.5 vs. the place of
Beginning,which he had previously called the S8E. Corner of No. 262+ Thus

Mr. Scott shows to have had a distance of 552 we. between what he used as
the Bast line of Noe. 262, and the West line of No. 249,the C.H. Alexander
Survey. Compaping the distanse of Mr. Brooks and of Mr. Scott, & difference

of 112 yg, is found. Thus the evident error of Mr, Scott along the South
1ine of the Castleberry Survey,is corroborated by a comparisiom of the




calls elong the North line of the Abandoned Survey No. 250,between the

SE. Corner of No. 252 and the NW. Corner of No. 249, In addition to this,

it is evident that My, Soott 4did rot even use the same bearing treecs at
the Cormers of the Jefferson Moseley,as those oalled for in the W. E.
Pasteur.

That Mr. Scott knew of the location of the Abandoned Survey No. 251,and
it's loeation, can not be doubtedjfor the records show that on April 2Tth.,
1860, when lMir. Scott Surveyed the William L. Welborn Survey,which he nume
bered No. 1768,he oalled for the SE. Corner of No. 261,and then called to
go West with the South line of No. 261.

The next Survey in order of Semiority in this area that is somewhat pere
tinent to the proper location of No. 252, is the Survey made for James
Wear,by Mr. S. B. Scott,some time in the year 1860, after he had made

the W. L. Welborn and Jefferson Moseley Surveys. The records do not give
a day and month on the date of these Field Notesjbut do give the year as
1860.

It 15 not deemed necessary +to recite all of the ealls in this set of Field
Kotes as they are sc long that it would take a page or more of space in this
report. Suffice to say that Mr. Seott ealls to Begin this Survey at the
SW. Oorner of Noe. 295,(this should have been No. 296) made for John R.
Crosby. Note that Mr. Scott gives different bearing trees at this his
Beginning Corner.

Then as he goes Bast and South with the lines of other Surveys, note that
in each and every instance of a Cornmer passed,that Mr. Scott does not only
eall for the Corner,but alsc calls for the exmect bearing and distance %o
bearing trees wntil he reaches the SE. Corner of No. 350« The difference
in his eall at the SE. Corner of No. 550 is comsidered likely to have been
an error im transeribing rather than an error,or difference in the Field
Notes as taken in the field, However this may be, on the next eall, i e,
North with the Bast line of No. 350, at 820 ws« to the SW. Corner of No.
255, Note that these Fiold Notes were made 8fter. ¥he Ficld Notes of
the W. H. Hart Survey wore made on No. 253jand that Mr. Soott makes a call
in these Field Fotes at this Point that the Surveyor who located the Geo.
Re Rains Survey 4id not makejand further,that the locating Surveyor of

the Rains Survey,located Survey No. 253 originally 14 years before Mr.
Soott located the Wear Surveye &nd that when the loceting Surveyor of Noe




263 pe=~mrobe the FPield Notes of Wo. 253 in 1857,about three years before
Mrs Scott located the Wear Survey, that the loeating Surveyor of No. 253,
did not in any wmay call for an adjoinder between the Hart and Rains Surveys.
Sinoce Mr. Brooks loocated Ko, 253 originally,and later rew-wrote the Fleld
Notees for another applicant for a Patent on the land embraced in the Field
Notes of Woe. 253,and Woting that the last set of Flold Noted were writtem
nearly nine years after he had located the Geo. Re Rains Survey,and taking
further note that even then Mr. Brooks did not meke so much as adjoinder eall
between the two Surveys at the 8W. Corner of No. 265, it would seem pre~
sunptous at the very least,for Mr. Scott to call for an adjoinder betwoen
these two Surveys,and then not call for the bearing trees at the SW. Core
ner of Noe 2634

The next call of Mr. Seott in rumning the lines of the James Wear Survey

is 1 Thenoe Bast with the South line of No. 2635, to the NW. Corner of Noe
262, at 482 va. Note that Mr. Secott does not call for the same bearing
trees as does the Field Notes of No. 252,although the tpees called for

are similiar to the trees called for in the Field Notes of Noe 25624

Thenoe South with the West line of No. 252, at 630 ves lake or flag pond

at 3100 vs. Corner in flag pond. Thence Bast 1778 vs. to & stake for Core
ner, Note the Mr. Soott does not eall for this to be the SE. Cormer of the
Pasteur,and neither does he oall it to be the Cormer of the Jefferson Mogeo=
loysbut the next eall, 1 e, South with the West line of a Survey made for
Jefferson Moscley, 1968 vs. a stake, mkes it evident that he ran to his
Begimning Corner of the Jefferson Moseley Survey.

The succeeding ealls in these Field Notes show that Mr. Scott ran Bast with
the South line of the Jefferson Moseley, at 562 vs. & stake on the West 1line
of a Survey made for C. He Alexandor ( No. 240)sand it is deemed un-nocese
sary to recite the other calls of this Survey;for they hav no real bearing
on the quostion at hand.

Having noted the calls mude by Mr. Joott when he wrote these Fleld Notes
for James Wear,now note that Mr, Seott re-wrote these Field Notes for

M. L+ Baker under date of Jume Gth., 1861s In the Field Notes Mr. Secott
changes some of the distances of linesjbut uses the identical ealls with
reference to the SW, Cormer of No. 253, the West line of No. 262, the SW.
Corner of No. 2562,and the distance Bast along the South line of No. 252.

However, in making the call East 1778 vs., Mr. Boott calls for the SE. Cor=
noer of No. 252 in the second set of Field Notes.




Having noted the ealls and some fow disorepanocies in the first and seocond
sets of Fleld Notes made by Mr, Scott on the Land that was later Patented
to the assignecs of Franois W. Jolmson. Now compare these two sets of
Field Notes with the Field Notes on which the Patent was issued. These
Fleld Notes wore also written by Mr. Soott, under date of March 19 the,
1875« Attention 1s ocalled to the distance ealled for by Mr. Socott aoross
the South line of the William Tymdale Survey, No. 457, 1 o, Mr. Scott ecalls
for 880 vs, as compared to the call of 950 vs. in the Tyndale Fiold Noted.
The Patented Field Note calls of the Francis Jolmson Survey are show on
the Work Sketohjand from the calls thus showm a comaprision can be made #f
the many changes that Mr. Soott made on the third set of Fleld Notes that
he wrote on this area. To=wit the eall along the Bast line of No. 350 is
ohanged from 820 vs. to 950 vs., The sall along the South line of No, 253
is ohanged from 482 ws. to 480 vSe, The oall along the South line of No.
262 is ohanged from 1778 to 1748 Vie, The oall along the West 1line of the
Jefferson Moseley Survey is changed from 1963 ¥vs. to 215 ¥v8e, The call
along the South line of the Jefferson Moseley Survey 1s changed from 552
vee to BOB vo.sand many other ohanges are ovident frem the Work Sketeh
and the Field Notes submitted herewith.

A wory significant omission in all three sets of Field Notes on the area
Patented to the assignees of Praneis W. Johnson is that on each and every
set of Field Notes mentioned heretofore, Mr., Scott made no mention of the
NW. Corner of the Abandoned Survey No, 260,when calling for the South 1ine
of No. 262, The Field Notes of No. 252 were of recordjand the Field Notes
of No. 262 definitely eall for the NW. Cornoy of Nos. 250,the Field Notes
of which were also of record. If Mr. Scott ran hie line along the South
line of Noe. 252 as he said he did,he could not have failed to see the
bearing trees called for at the NW. Corner of No. 250,

All of the foregoing has been discussed with the one view in mind, 1 e,
the determining which of the +wo Surveyors, Mr. Brooks, or Mr. Soott

was most reliable in marrating,or desoribing just what he did in making
is

& Burvey. From the foregoing discussion it/quite evidert that of the two

Surveyors,Mr. Brooks was by far the most reliable,




10

DISCUSSION OF EVIDENCE FOUND,RELATING TO THE TRUE AND PROPER LOCATION OF
THE WILLIAM E. PASTEUR SURVEY, No. 252, GREGG COUNTY, TEXAS

A olose study having been made of the Pleld Note desoriptions of the
We E+ Pastour Survey,and adjacent Surveys, both Patented and Abandoned,
and a preliminary Work Sketeh prepared,actual field work was begun.

First, a recomaissance was made of the gemeral areajand it was deoided
that the possibility of finding evidence of the Corners of the Abandoned
Survey No. 260 was more 1likely than that of other Survey Corners in this

area.

Actual field work was begun on a line the true bearing of which was known;
and all work was done from this base line. Thus at no time was dependance
placed upon the Magnetic Compass for the bearing of any lino.

A multitude of random traverse lines of investigation was run. The evidence
was acourately tled in to these traverse linesjand the true relation of
oach bit of evidence found correlated to all other evidence, i e, the ro=
lation of each bit of evidence to other evidense was determined by the

use of a system of go-ordinates.

Definite evidenoce of the loecation of the NW. Corner of the Abandoned Sure
voy Nee250 was found. The Over-Cup bearing tree was found standing;and the
Tap root of the Pine tree called for was found. The Over=Cup tree has been
badly gutted by fire,which was evidemtly meant to destréy this tree,as other
troes in the immediate wicinity have not been so badly burnedsand quite

a few trees in the immediate preximity of this tree show no evidence of five.
The bearing and distance called for in the Field Notes was measured off

of this tree, allowing for the matural growth of the tree since 1846 ,and

a position was taken from which a search was made for the Pine tree called
for dn.the Pield Notes. It was notod that when the Pield Notes of Noe. 252
were written that the bearing N.85 E. was changed to N.38 Esy 80 a dilie
gent search was made on both bearings called,for the Pine tree or evidence
of it%s former location. The search on the bearing N. 38 E, revealed no
trace of any ovidence of any kind, The search on the boaring first called
rovealed nothing at the emmet called distance of 50 vs. However,at 5644 vs.
a depression in the natural surface of the ground mas foundjand an oxcav=
ation wms mde. At approximtely 8 inches below the surface of the ground
found indications of Pine tree roots. At 12 inchos below surface, the oute
line of Tap ruvot was very plain,rotted oute At 12 inches below surface




1

struok the top of a 4 = way 4 inch pipe fitting, weight about sixly or
eighty pounds. Fitting was rusty but in good condition otherwisejand was
placed aquarely on the top of the un=decayed Tap root of a Pine tree.
This Tap root wms found to be 14 inchos in dia. at a point 17 inches bee
low the surface of the ground. At this point the Tap root wes dotyjbut
was un~nistakebly Pine. At a later date this Tap root ws apgain wm-cov=
ered and a seetiom of it wmas sawed off. Photogrephs of the Pipe fitting,
the depth of the excawvation,the Tap root before and after being sawed,
wore made. Also the Over=Cup tree was photographed, At first glance,the
position of the Pine Tap root was considered mot of sufficient weight to
be relied upon because of the difference in the distance called, ie, and
the distance found, i o, 5644 vs., to the cenmter of the root. After a thorough
study of the conditions under which this Survey No. 250,and the other ade
jacent Surveys were made by Mr. Brooks, it is now considered Good .

Mr. Brooks made this Survey in Jan. 1846. It can be safely presumed thati
the woather wmas ocold. When the distance to the Pine tree was recorded

it wms evidently 56 vs., the six had a short top on itjand when the Field
Notes were being transposed from the field book,the six was taken for a
naught. This explanation,of course, is presumptionsbut in the light of
other ovidence becomes wery logical. When the bearing and distance called
for to the OvereCup tree is measured off,and the bearing ealled for on the
Pine tree 1s turned,it is found to fit the position of the Fine Tap root
found and desoribed above.

The Courses of Survey No. 260 were reversed and a line was run from the
¥W. Corner of No. 250 as above desoribed, a distance of 1900.8 vs. East;
and a search for the bearing trees called for at the NE. and Beginning Core
ner of No. 250, which is also the NW, Corner of No. 249, No evidence of
those trees was found. Noting that the North line of No. 249 called to

go Bast from it's NW. Gormer,the line of investigation was eontinued

Bast. At the total called distance of the two Surveys, 1 e, 190048 plus

950 ve.,0r 285048 vs. a diligent search was made for the bearing trees
ealled for at the NE. Corner of No. 249. A depression was noted slightly
northeast of a fence corner in this vicinity. An excavation was made and
evidenoce of rotted cak found. Using this as marking the possible position
of the Black Oak called for at this Cormer of No. 249, a position for the
possible Cormer position was measured off from this excawntion and a search
was then made for the evidence of the Pine tree called for at this Corner.




12

The position of tho Pine tree was found in a cultiwated field. An oxe
cavation was madejand at approximately 18 inches below natural surface

of the ground the outline of the Pine Tap root waes found., The root had
ovidently burned outjand the hole thus left hed £illed wp with top soil,
leaves and other matter which plainly showed the outline of the edges of
the hole. Taking e poeition off of the comter of this tap root hole,and
ellowing for 16 inohes more than the distance oalled to the Pine,the bears
ing called for om the Black Oak was apain turned off,the distance ocalled
for was measured and it mas found that the disbance again reached the
depresaion where the excawation had been made for the Blask Osk evidensce.
A% approximtely 12 inchos below the surface of the ground a plece of a
lathe was found set vertieally in the ground. Prom the evidence thus foudd
it was oonsiderod that the NE. Torner of No. 249 had been re-=located.
Having lceated two Corners on a line ealled to run Bast and West,and ocalled
to be 285048 vse or 2851.2 vs. if the oall for 950 vs. ms actually moant
to be ome half of 1900.8 we.,the true bearing and length of the line wmase

caloulated and found to be actually 5,89%°=55'E, 2867.66 ve. This 18 6.46
vee more than a mile and a half, 1 e, the length ecalled for by Mr. Brooks

in 1846« The Branch calls given on the two lines thus run was found to

fit phenominally olose,with the exception of the Branch called for at

567 ve. West of the NE, Corner of No. 250, For data on these Branch calls
see map of actual survey attached,

Going back to the NW. Corner of No. 250 as previously located, the West line
of No. 260 (Abendoned) was run South the ocalled distance of 190048 v«

No traece of the bearing trees ealled for was found; but it was noted that
the 1line thus run, ended omn call distance, i o, 190048 vs. on the head of
Merrills lake. Note that Mr. Brooks ealled for this Corner of No. 250

to be on the head of a lake,

Baving determined that the Lines, 1 e, the North, and West lines of No.

250 had been properly re-located,attention was nmext directed to re=logs=
ating the Abandoned Survey No. 251, off of the West end of which the William
E+ Pasteur,Survey No. 252 was actually bullt,

8ince No. 251 ocalls for No. 249 in several places, it was deemed necessary
to first obtain any additional data that oould be found relative to Noe

249. The Lines of No. 249 were run from the NE, Cornor as previously loee
ated. the evidence of ococoupation and other data was tied in,and search mas

made for evidence of the other Cornmers of this Survey. Failing to find
evidenoce of the Corners resort was had to Courses and distances,and the




1s

search was then coutinued for evidence of the location of the Abandoned
Survey Nos 261, Note that No. 251 calls to Begin at the NE. Cornmer of

Nos 245 ( P. MoAnelly) Thence Nerth with the Riddle line (Meaning the

John Ruddle line) 1527 ws. to the WW. Corner of said Survey on the line

of & League ard Labor of lané mariked W. C. (Meaning the W. H. Castleberry)
Sinoe ihe Survey No. Ifl called for the line of ths John Ruddle Survey,and
for the W¥, Cerner of the Ruddle Survey; & cearch had to bte made for the
looaticn of the line of ,and the two Corners of the Ruddle Survey. This
search was mdejand it waz supplemental to previous werk on the loeation

of the Weet line of the Rnddle Survey. At the SW. Corner of the Ruddle Sure
vey twe roads inbersect;and all vestige of evidence of the bearing troes

iz gono. At the NW, Corner of the Ruddle Survey the land hao been cleared
for a long time and there is no evidence of the bearing trees at this time.
The best evidence of the location of the West line of the Ruddle Survey
that could be found was the locatiom of & Subedivision Deed Corner of the
Ruddle Survey,called for on Sept. 50th., 1862, Vol. D, Pg. 256, Doed Records
of Upshur County, Texas. The date of this Deed above given is the filing
date evidenmtly. However,this being the best evidenoce of where the line was
treated in 1852,this location was used for the West line of the John Ruddle
Survey in lieu of better evidence., It was found that the West line of the
Ruddle Survey was 94,11 ws. longer than it was called to be,when placed

as per the Deed above mentioned, i e, the SW. Corner placed South 1443.5

ve from the Deed Cormerjand the NW, Corner plased 743 wse North of the
NE. Corner of the Survey No. 249,and in a line North from the Deed Corner
mectioneds This placomemt of the Cormers of the Jolm Ruddle Survoy melkes
the West line of the Ruddle 2980.86 ws. instead of 2886476 vs. as callede
Whea the West line of the Jolm Ruddle Survey is placed as abowe desoribed,
it is found that the SW. Corner is in a readway ruming in a generally Bast

and West directiongand it is found that the Bramch eall on the South line

of the Ruddle fits an old _slnugh. See map of survey atbtached.

Having determinéd the bhest evidence of the West line of the Ruddle,this
1line was intersected with a line Basrwapdly from the proximity of the SW,
Corner of the W, H. Castleberry Survey as said Cormer is generally recoge
nigeds On the line running Westwardly from the NW, Cormer of the Ruddle
as placed,there was no evidenoe of any great age found. The evidence found
was norrelated with all other evidoncejand is shown on the map of survey

attached. A search was made for the bearing trees calied for at both the
NW. and 8W, Corners of the Abandoned Survey Noe. 2651jand no evidence found.
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Resort mas had to distance West of the West line of the John Riddle Sur=-
veyr o= ecalled ir Lhe Fleld Fotes of Noe 261s The North line of Wo. 251 was
run No 89°e35'<30" W. from the NW, Corner of the John Ruddle Survey ac pre=
viously placed, 1890 vs, The West line of No. 251 was then run South as
oalled, to an intepseotion with the North line of No. 250 as called,and

as proviovsly loeated. Tho distance South was found to be actually TB4.46
vee From the SW. Corner of No. 251,the distance was measured East with

the North lino of Fo. 250, 5,89°.55'F, to the NW, Corner of No. 249,and

the NE. Corner of Yo, 250, and the distance wms found to be actually 434,67
vs. Iaving previovsly located the NW, Corner of No. 260,and having noted
that the Pleld Notes of No. 252 ealled to run East with the North line of
No. 260, 1466 vo. from the NW. Corner of No. 250 to the SWe Corner of Nos
251, this dlistance was measured and the distance was found te be actually
1470,70 v« Thue it was found that the positicn of the West 1ine of Noe
261, and the Bast line of No. 252 hed been checked within a maximum error
of 6.70 vs, from at least three points that had been previously called
for by the loocating Survoyor Mr. Brocks. These ealls were as follows:

1890 we. West of the Wost line of +the John Ruddle Survey, 4386 ws, Vest

of the NE. Cormer of No. 250, and NW. Corner of No, 249, and 1465 ws.
Bast of the NW. Corner of No. 260, The position of the West line of No.
261, whioch was the Bast line of No. 262, as thus looated is coneidered
Good o Binoe the other lines of No. 261 are not pertinent to the location
of the W. B, Pastour Survey,they will not be disoussed.

Having looated the NW. Corner of No. 251,which was the Beginning Corner

of No. 262, a search for the lines and Corners of No. 252 was begun from
this point. A trial line was run West from the NW. Oorner of No. 251 as
located,or rather the line was econtinued W.80%-35'«30" W. a distance of

522 wa. as called,and a seoarch made for possible ewldence of the Re-entrant
Corner of No. 252, No evidence was found at this point;and the line wmas eon=-
tinued Westward to the gemerally recognised SW. Cornmer of the W. H. Caste
leberry Survey. A thorough search was made for evidonoe of either the trees
oalled for in the Fleld Notes of the Castleberry,or Pasteur Fileld Notes.

No positive evidence was found of either set of treesjand a line was then
run North as oalled,349 ws. No evidence of the Blask Oak bearing trees called
for at this the NNE. Oorner of the Pasteur Survey was found. A line ws then
run Westjand at 273 vss the line interseoted a Branch, course SW. as called
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for in the Fiold Notes of the W. E. Pasteur Survey. Having noted that the
first call sa 1'e Fleld Notes of No. 2562 was 116.49 vs. longer than oalled
for, 1t me antisipated that the North line might be elther excessive or
short of the called distance approximately the same amount. Oonsequently,
a thorough search was made for evidence of the bearing trees called for

at the N7. Corner of We. 252, begimning at about 1300 vse. West of the ovlie

deat WNE, Corner as temtatiwvely located. At 1517.88 ve. & position was found

from which evidence of the rotted remains of what was evidently an Oak tree
was found to bear . % e Sed 78. plus the half of the dlia. of the
troe called for in the Field Notee. A large Pine stump was found o bear
8.81° w. 13 vse This Pine Stump had been burned rather badlyjbut a portion
of the heart of the troe was standing about Hwo f'eot above the ground. This
plege of the Pine was taken as ovidenoe to be proserved,after photographs
had been made of the stump as found. The search Zor poesible evidence of
the trees called for at the NW. Corner of hoe 262 was continued along a line
Wost for a total distance of approximately 1450 vse;but no other such ovi~
dence was founde A ©rial line was thea run Souih from the poeliion found
marked by the evidence of the Uak tree end Pine that fit the cells in the
Field Notes. Thie line was produced South,and at 830 vs. it mas found that
the line did not reach the edge of the actual flag pondsbut wae in the im-
mediate vieinity of the flag pomd, 1 o, on the begimning of the slope to
the odge of the flag ponde This position was where a reasonably intelli-
gont Surveyor would lave offset to get around the flag pond had he wantod
to reach the NWe Corner of Noe. 260. A random line wae eontinued to the NW.
Gornar of Ne 2503and the relative pesition of the tentative locgtion of the
¥W. Corner of the Pasteur, No. 252, was saloulated with respect to the loo=
ation of the knomn position of the NW. Corner of No, 260, It wmas found that
the tentative location for the NW. Corner of No. 252 ms actually Goodsbe=
cause it is located 1104.,44 ws. North of, and 285,06 vs. West of the NWe
Corner of Nos 250 This compares very woll with the calls of Mr. Brooks,

1 e, he oalled the NW. Corner of ¥o. 252 to be 1099 wa. North of, and 281
ve Wost of the NW. Corner of No. 250. In addition to thie evidence of having
retraced the foot steps of Mr. Brooks, it was found that the &W. Cormer &f
No. 252 when located 1104.44 vs. South of the NW. Corner of No. 2562 as loe=
ated, and 285466 vs. West of the EW. Corner of No. 260,was actually in the
middle of the flag pond as ¥Mr. Brooks called 1%t %o be. Thus the lines of

Wo. 262 have been ro=located.




The next data needed for the matter under investigation 1s the losation

of' the Geo. R, Rains Survey, No. 360.

A vory thorough and painsetaking investigation was made along all of the
lines of the Rains Survey by means of random tvaverse lines. The evidence
was tied in and porrelated. From the evidence found, it was ovident that
the lines of the Rains Survey had been surveyed over and over again,. There
are sevoral sets of line tree marks along these lines,nonc of whish ars
estimbed to be of sufficient age to have been made by the locating Surveyor
Mr. Brooks. No ovidence of the Original bearing trees at any of the Corners
of this Survey were found. However, at the S8W. Corner of the Rains Survey
evidence was found of a re=mrked Corner referonse for this Corner in which
a call was also given for one of the Orlginal beariang trees. At thia Core
ner a Post Oak tree was found with an old X on the South side. It is
found that in Vol. T, Page 557 of the Deed Records of Grege County,

that in the Warranty Deed from G. Mumzesheimer et al to H. M. Cate et al,
dated May 9th.,1005, that thie tree is called forjand the deseription alse
oalls for a Willow Oak to bear Ns 65° B, 4.8 vs. which is the same identie
mlf:ﬁ% is glven for one of the bearing trees in the Original Field Notes
by Mr. Brooks. From this position for the S8W. Corner of No. 550, the
Southerly South line of No. 350 mas run the ealled Course and distance, ie,
East, 960 vs.jand this position was taien for the SE. Corner of No. 550.
This position was found to be 33,68 ws. West of the SE. Corner of No. 175,
the Geo. A+ Thommson Survey. At first glance this does not seem to be

& proper location of the SE. Corner of No. 350 because of this 33.58 vs.
difference in the position of two Oorners that are ealled to be North

and South of each other, Having previously noted that there had dbeen

two calle struek out on the Field Notes of No. 350,the Fiold Notos were
again given a eareful study. Noting that the locating Surveyor, Mr. Brooks,
was usually specific in at least mentioming such things as lakes,and or
ereeks, and noting that any way that the Bast line of Wo. 350 oould Le run
that i1t would have to oross the flag pond mentioned in the Field Notes of
No. 250, and also in the Fleld Notes of Noe 252,and noting that no menmtion
wms made of sald flag pond in the Field Notes of No. 350,the position 1s
taken that Mr. Brooks did not,for some reasson, run the Bast line of No.
360« This position has the following points that make it not only reasmmable,

but logicals 1sts The flag pond mentioned,is of practically the same size

and depth where the Bast line of No. 3560 orosses it, as it 1s where the 8W,
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Corner of the W. E. Pasbeur, No. 252,18 looated, Had Mr. Brooks erossed
this flag pond in Octs 1846,(The month and year that No. 550 was Surveyed)
in the early months of the winter, it is not reasomadly ecnceivable that
2o mention of the diffuoult orossing would have been made. The same thing
is true with respeot to the S5W. Corner of No. 255. That is, had Mr. Brooks
run the South line of No. 253 as far West as is required in order to rm
Worth as ealled, to the 8W. Corner of No. 176,whioh 1z also the SE. Core

ner of No. 175, thea he would have had to have loecated the SW. Corner of

Nos 253 actually in the flag pond. Since Mr. Brooks eallad for two bearing

trees at the SW. Corner of Noe 253,it ie hardly likely that he located the
Corner South of the 8W, Corner of Noe 176 as oalleds Thus there is good
logloal grounds for the construotion used in locating the Bast line of
Noes 350 as shomn on map of survey attached,

There beiag ne point in discussing the other lines of the Rains Survey,
other than the North line,which iz 2 well marked 1line as shown ou map

of survey attached,and which has boen swoeessfully held in litigation in
the past, attention is now given to the location of the Franeis W. Jolmsen
Survey, No. 420,

The Prancis W, Johnsen Survey, No. 420, was botched up in so many ways
that ¥ is evident that it must be treated as an office mde Survey;

and the oonstruotion of 1t's line as sush has beon made.

Having disoussed the Field Notes of this Survey heretofore in the Comments
relative to the rescordsjand having showa ample reason for treating it as
an offise made Survey,disoussion of it's line or linee will only be with
respect to their loecation from the 53W. Corner of No. 35560 Bastward.

Having located the S8W. Corner of Nos 3550, and having & common call ab
this Corner in the Francis W, Johnson Survey,and a eall to po Bast with
the line of Ho. 350,950 vs. to the SE. Corner of No. 350,this mz done.
The next eall in the Patented Fileld Notes of the Franeis W, Jolmson Sure
vey iss Horth with the Bast line of the Rains Survey, No. 550, 960 wvs. to
the SW. Corner of Noe. 253+ The call for the SWe Corner of Noe 255 1s wholly
out of harmony with the distance called forjand in addition is by the terms
of the Field Notes an inferencial call,as Mr. Scott does not mention the
bearing trees at the SW. Corner of No. 2563, Therefore this line of the
Johnson Survey was run with the line of the Rains,far enought North te
interseoct a line produced West from the NW. Corner of No. 252,and this
position taken for the Corner of the Johnson Survey,in the East line of
the Rains Survey as previously located. The distance Northward along the




Bast line of No., 350 wmas found to be actuelly 785.14 ws.

The Patented Field Notes of the Johnson Survey next oall to go East with
the South line of Ho. 253, 480 vs. and c¢alls this to be the NW. Corner
of Ho. 2624 Noting that the Johnson Field Notes do not oall for the same
bearing trees at this point as do the Fleld Notes of the Pasteur,and bear=
ing in mind the botehed up oammdition of the Johmnson Field Notes,this line
was limited on it's eall for distance, i ¢, 480 vs. The ccnstrustion of
the noext two lines of the Franeis W. Johnson Survey is made as follows:
Going South,the Field Notes of the Jolmson call for the line of and the
SW. Corner of No. 252,then the Field Notes eall to go East 1748 vs. %o
the West 1line of a Survey made for Jefferson Moseley. Hawving previously
located the West 1line of the Jefferson Moscley on the pground,the distance
was measured from a point S8outh of the Corner position taken 480 vs.
Bast of the line of No. 350, Bastward alonz the line of No. 252,to the
Wost line of the Jefferson Moseley as previously located,this distance
was found to be metually 1761.08 ws. Please note that this iz within
3408 w8 of tho Patented Field Note call on this line of the Johnson
Surveyy, 1 o, 1748 vae Thus from the evidence found,and from the records
it is found that the construotion of the Corner of the Franois W. Johne
son Survey, 480 ws. Bast of the East line of the Geo. R.: Rains Survey is
aotually Goode The Next line of the Johnson Survey mas run South as
ealled, to a point West of the SW. Cormer of No. 252 as previously loo=
ated,and the distance mas found to be actually 1104.44 vs. Note that the
Jolmeon's Patemted Field Notes eall for 1100 vs. The mext line of the
Johnson Survey was then run East 112,06 vs. to the SW, Corner of No.

262, in the flag pond,Thence, Bast 285.88 ws. to the NW. Corner of the
Abandoned Survey Noe 260. Thence; 8.89%55' E, 1353.57 vs. to the West
line of the Jefferson Moseley Survey.

Prom the foregoing construsiion, based on the Records, and on the physi=
cal evidence found on the ground, it is found that there is actually

112,06 w8« botwoen the East line of the Franols W. Johnson Survey,and

the West line of the William E. Pasteur Survey. The area thus found be-
tween the two Surveys is 21,921 aores.
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Sutbsoguent to the findings relative to the location of the warious Sur-
veys desoribed heretofore,it was deemed advisable to try to learn the
reason for the Exgessive length of the first line called for on the W, E.
Pasteur Survey,and the Shortage found on the :third call in the W. E.
Pastour Field Notes., Thies was aceomplished in the followlng manmmer,and
the following results were obtalned:

The work in this area was commected with and to other work previously done
North of the area in whioch the W. E. Pasteur Survey is located.

The records show that there wore three Surveys that called for the NW,
Corner of the W. He Castleberry Survey, i e, the Henry Hathaway Survey,
the W. Co Makeland Survey,and the David Ferguson Survey. It is found that
the Field Notea of the Hathawmay Survey was made in 1838,shortly after the
Castleberry Survey was made,and that the Field Notea of the Hathawmy Survey
more nearly f£is the ealls for bearing trees at the N. W. Corner of the
Castleberry Survey than do the Field Notes of the Wakeland Survey.

Having previouasly located the NE. and Begimming Corner of the Wakeland
Survey, a thorough search was made for the bearing trees ocalled for at
this the ealled SW, Qerner of the Hemry Hathawmy Survey. BEvidence of the
location of the Post Oak called for having been previously located and
positively verified by W. C. Elms, County Surveyor of Upshur County,who
found the tree standing in May, 1911,and the writer having found this tree
domm in 1981, a position was measured off of the loeaticn of the Post Oak
as oalled for in the Hathawy Field Notes and the bearing turned off for
the Pine tree called for in the Hathaway Field Notes. The stump of the
Pine was found just as called for, 1 o, Ne35° B, 10 vs. It ms found that
the location of the SW. Corner of the Hathawmy Survey was located at a-
point 126 vse South of, and 1,47 vs, Bast of the NE, Corner of the W. Ce
Wakeland Survey and the SE. Corner of the David Ferguson Survey. The Hathe
amy Survey boing the oldest of the three Surveys that call for the NW,
Corner of the Castleberry Survey,the location of it's SW. Corner was used

to determine the astuml distance Southmerd to the Re=entrant Corner of the

We Es Pasteur Survey whioh ealled for the SWe. Corner of the Castleberry
SBurvoy. This dédstance was found to be actunlly 6298.75 vs. This is 199,74

ves Excessive of the call on the West line of the Castleberry Survey.
From other work done by the writer it was found that this Excessive length

on the Castleberry Survey's North and South dimensions was almost exactly
equalled by an Excessive length Bast and West.




That the Castleberry Survey is actually of this Excessive size is gener=
ally recognized. Also the John Ruddle Survey is gemerally known and recog=
niged to be actually mmeh larger both Bast and West and North and South
than it ealls to be in the Field Notes.

That the Castleberry Survey was Expessive in length was kmow: to Mr. Brooks
when he began the first or North System of Surveys along the West side of
the Castleberry Survey is evident by the Field Note desoriptions of the
various Surveys along the West side of the Castleberry Survey, i e, he
called for the Wakeland and Painter Surveys to be 1900.8 ws. North and
Southe He had previously called for 549 vs. North from the SW. Corner of
the Castleberry on the Pasteur Survey Field Notes when he wrote the Field
Notes for the Rishard Stiles which later was changed to the Field Notes for
W. He Harte. Note that the two Surveys called to be 1900.8 vs each, plus the
549 vs. called for on the Pasteur equals 4150.6 vs. Mr. Brooks then called
the 3tiles or Hart Survoy tu he 950 vse Norih and South. Thus it is found
that the total ealled distance ealled for by Mr. Brooks along the West line
of the Castleberry Survey adds up to a total of 5100.6 vs.,which is only
1459 vs. more than the "ealled" distanece in the Castleberry Field Notes.
In this instance of the Stiles or Hart Field Notes,Mr. Brooks kmew that

he had to eall for the North and South dimension to be sush as would very
closely mateh with the other distances,the distance called for on the West
line of the Castleberry Survey. This proceedure had to be followed because
the Castleberry Survey was already shown on the maps in the General lLand
0ff'ice according to it's Field Note Callsjand if he had shown the actual
distance that he found on this line he kmew that the Field Notes of at
least one or possibly all four Surveys made by him along the West line of
the Castleberry Survey would be rejected by the Land Off'ices This same
condition existed in the instance of the first eall of the Pasteur Survey
along the South line of the Castleberry Survey. Mr. Brooks knew that

the distance was more than 438 ws.gbut because of the Field Notes of the

John Ruddle Survey, and the Field Notes of the John H. Anderson (No. 251)

having taken up a total distance by ocalls of 2886.756 plus 1890 vs. which
only lef't 522426 ve. of the Castleberry Survey's South line that was ume=
called for, aceording to the ocall for distance on the South 1line of the
said Castleberry, Mr. Brooks had to limit the eall for distance along the
Castleberry Survey's South line to 322 vs. to meet the requirements of the




21

General land Office. In addition to the astual findings of the writer,

with respeot to the motual length of the lines of the Castleberry Sure

vey, it is noted that the Field Notes of the Henry Hathaway Survey calls

for the NE. Corner of the Castleberry Survey, calls to go West with the
North line of same, and at 5250 vs. oalls for the NW. Corner of the Castloe
berry Surveye Thus it is not presumption, but fact,that the Excessive lemgth

of the lines of the Castleberry Survey was kmown as early as Nowy,Tth., 1838,
the date of the Hathaway Fileld Notes,

The Comments relative to the records,Argument sustaining Comments,Photo=-
graphs econfirming actual findings on the ground,and Report of findings
and econstruotion made therefrom,are hereby respectfully submitted.

Witness my hand and official seal of office this the 24//, day of
Jrne s 1000 AsDs

v

atale) ;h?'_i__,ii{,.:#?*'.f
Licensed State Land Surveyor

K. =
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do hereby certify that the foregoing 21 pages are true and correet copies
of a report written by me.

Witness my hand and offieial seal of office this the Blst. day of

Licensed Land Surveyor

Creendit 9596/
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FIELD NOTES OF 21.921 ac. OF LAND SITUATED IN GREGG COUNTY,TEXAS, ABOUT
Ne88%<30'W. 8 miles FROM COUNTY SITE, ON THE WATERS OF THE SABINE RIVER.

Beginning at the Northwest Corner of the William E. Pasteur Survey, a stake
from which State Reclamation Monument F=13 bears N85 =41'«35"W, 11690 vs.
THENCE

West,with the South line of the W. H. Hart Survey, 112,05 vs. to a stake
from which State Reclamation Monument Fe13 bears N.27%-14'W, 9,87 vs.,

and a 2 inch pipe driven vertically in the ground bears N.55°=21'W, 11.29 vs.
v Said stake being an Interior edrner of "the Franecis W.
THENCE ¢ / Johnson Survey

South, with the Bast line of the Francis W. Johnson Survey, 1104.44 vs.
to a stake from which State Reclamation Monument Fel4 bears N.20°=15'W,
14,88 vs., and a 2 inch iron pipe driven vertically in the ground bears
N.357°=15'W. 37.11 vs., sald stake for corner being the Southwest corner
of this tract,and an Interior or Ree-entrant Corner of the said Johnson
Survey.

THENCE :

East, with a North line of the said Francis W. Johnson Survey, 112,06 vs.
to a stake for corner, same being the Southwest corner of the William E.
Pasteur Survey,and being located in the middle of a Flag Pend,and from
which State Reclamation Monument F=14 bears Ne83°=471=30"W. 120,02 vs.
THENCE s

North with the West line of the said Pasteur Survey, 1104.,44 vs. to the

place of Begimning, containing in all 21,921 acres of land.

Bearings TRUE




#xksks CERTIPICATE #hsnks

I, M. H. Backney, & Licensed land Surveyor in and for the State of Texas
do hereby certify that the Field Notes on the reverse side hereof are a

true and correct copy of Field Notes written by me.
Witness my hand and official seal of office this the 3lst. day of

f%z%%@w
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Ty s G1NE

September 17, 1940

Mr., M. H, Hackney
P. 0. Box No. 189
Longview T e x a 8

Dear lir, Hackney:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of
September 11th., with w:ich you enclosed a report
of surveying investigation in the vieinity of the
William E, Pasteur survey in Gregg County.

The area on which you report a vacancy was COver-

ed by an application filed by Kr., F., L, Luckel un=
der the new law, pursuant to which Mr, W, B, Chame
bers was appoin£e£ to meke. the survey. After a
careful investigation Mr, Chambers reported to this
office that no vacancy existed between the Pasteur
and the Franeis W. Johnson, and lr. Luckel concurred
with him, For this reason that application, which
was M, A, 34718, was rejected by this office,

Your report will be placed with this file for the
information it contains,

Sincerely yours,

BASCOM GILES
Smallirlw COMMISSIONER OF GENERAL LAND OFFICE
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M. H. HACKNEY, C. E.

TAT £ YOR
LICENBED & E LAMND SURVEYD PHO. 2328, RES.

s
I3
PHO. 408, OFFICE F. 0. BOX 108

LONGYIEW, TEXAS

Sept. 11, 1940 U N s ik L
1940
eneEnil § 30N ACT I
Hon. Bascom Giles, h__. ALY UITILL
Commissioner of General Land Office, &
Austin, Texas

be Mr. Commissioner:

Enclosed herewith is a photostatic copy of a report
of findings from a surveying investigation,with reduced copies of
work sketch and map of survey attached.

This investigation was made at the request of an in-
dividual land owner. The data was submitted to the land owmer on
June 30th.,19403and the enclosed report and sketches are submitted
in compliance with statutory requirements. I have delayed my report
in order that ample time might be had by the gentleman who ordered
this work,or his representatives,to examine my report. At this time
I have received no oo mments of any nature from he or his representatives.

I am not submitting photographic data pertaining to
this matter. There are a number of photos of evidence on this work.
I have the negatives;and should prints be desired they may be had,
provided the cost of printing does not have to be taken care of by me.
I feel that the personal expense on matters of this nature should
be compensated for in some way. The statute requiring submission of
reports and other data does not provide for any compensation for ex-

- penses incurred by the reporting Surveyor.

It is my impression that the School Land Board is
charged with the duty of placing a walue on areas claimed to be
either surveyed or un-surveyed lands belonging to the State,so I
have not estimated the wvalue of the tract of land described.

Referring further to the' statute requiring the sub-
mission of reports, it is noted that no mention is made of filing
fees for such reports. Therefore, though no filing fee accompanies
this data,I presume that it will be duly filed in the records.

Yours very truly

2 ek

M. H. KH&G —

cej
Attorney General
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