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ARMENDARIS AND SCOTT SURVEYS
Greggz County

Texas

Joint Report of Surveyors

To the Honorable J.H.Walker, Commissioner,
State General Land Office,

Austin, Texas.

We have to submit the following joint report upon the
examination of the Juan Armendaris and Mary Scott surveys on the

Sabine River in Gregg County, Texas.

An accurate topographic contour map marked Exhibit A
accompanies and 1s made part of this report. The map is a re-
production in black of the plane-table field sheets of the State
Reclamatlion Department. The scale of the map is: 1 inch = 500 feet=
180 varas. The contour interval is 2 feet. The datum is mean
gea level. The topographic mapping was done by E.J. von Rosenberg
and C.R.Hale in 1932. The Juan Armendaris and Mary Scott surveys
are shown by boundary lines 1n red and solld coloring in pink
placed by hand upon the map. The meander line along the river as
glven in the field notes of the Juan Armendaris Survey 1s shown

by a heavy, broken line in red.

On December 7, 1332, at the request of the Commissioner,
we went upon the ground with the map above described and with other
maps, notes, and memoranda, but without surveying 1nstruménts, and
made a careful examination of these surveys, insofar as they are
related one to the other, and to the river. We also examined the

records pertaining to the surveys.
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There belng no divergence in our views, the facts as we
found them and our concluslions drawn therefrom are set out jJointly
below.

iRt

The question here is whether or not the south line of the
Armendaris Survey colnclides with the north line of the Scott Survey,

and whether or not a vacancy exists between them.

At thls place, there are two separate, definitely marked,
east and west lines, practically parallel and about 60.0 varas
apart. The southernmost line was polnted out to us on the ground
as the north line of the Mary Scott Survey; the northernmost llne
as the south line of the Juan Armendaris Survey. A third line,
very definitely marked and running north and south, was pointed

out to us as the west line of the Armendaris Survey.

It ig evident that the marks on thege lines were not
made by the original surveyors, J.N.Brown in 1845, and A.S.Taylor
in 1875. They appear to have been made about 30 years ago by a
surveyor retracing the old lines. All of the marks are unmistakably
those of a surveyor. They uniférmly consist of three hacks, 6 to
10 inches apart, in a vertical column on the side of the tree next

to the line that they are intended to mark.

Fe ek e Wi

The corners pointed out to us upon the ground as the north-
east and north-west corners of the Scott Survey seem to be generally

recognized and accepted as such.

At the north-east corner of the Scott Survey, the original
witness trees are gone, but a very large pine stump remains. Much
of this stump 1s burned away above the ground. The remaining por-

tion 18 24 inches in diameter and 2 feet high. It was pointed out
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to us as the stump of the original witness tree,
Pine 48. N.66.W. 4.0 vrs. The corner was marked by a stake set
from this stump. Nothing was to be seen of the other original

witness tree, Pine 24. N.81.E. 4.0 vrs.

At the north-west corner of the Scott Survey, the original
witness trees, Pine ok, S.61.E. 3.0 vras. and Hickory 18. N.57.W. 12.0 vrs.
are gone. A sweetgum 24 inches in dlameter stands nearby. It is
not an original witness tree. It has a cross-mark on the south-
west slde which seems to have been made about 2 years ago. MNore
recently, an elaborate description of the corner was engraved into
the wood of the tree close to the eross-mark. The corner is marked
by an old wagon axle thimble set securely in the ground. It was
not apparent how long the thimble had been in place. This corner
was further evidenced by a very old field, now abandoned, which
corners here and extends up the hill to the east and south. There
are no other fields at the corner. A sweetgum 24 inches in diameter
with three 0ld hacks on the south slde, stands on the line about

2%20.0 varas east of this corner.

The field notes of the Scott Survey do not call for the
river between the north-east and north-west corners; and the line
eonn;cting them, as we have followed 1t out upon the ground, does
not come to the gd jacent bank of the river anywhere. On the contrary,

it passes about 60.0 varas south of the bank at the nearest place.

Fefb e e

The 11ne pointed out to us as the south line of the
Armendarlis Survey 1ls marked to the east by the bank of the river;
and to the west by a center line tree, a sweetgum 20 inches in
diameter with three old hacks on the east side and three old hacks
on the west side, standing on the east side of a small branch about

300.0 varas east of the so@th-west corner of the Survey.
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The line pointed out to us as the west line of the
Armendaris Survey 1s marked throughout the whole length by many
well distributed line trees. These trees are followed by the re-
mains of a very old fence, which is now replaced by a new fence

bullt on a straight line but otherwise on the site of the old fence.

The north-east line of the Armendaris Survey is the ad jacent

bank of the river.

The original witness trees at the north-west and south-
West corners of the Armendaris Survey are gone, and the corners are
not marked. The original witness trees at the south-east corner
are gone. The corner is marked by a 2" iron pipe recently set on
the bank of the river.

i wrR

The river bank at this place is quite steep, about 60 or
70 feet high and curved. The south line of the Armendaris Survey
ls tangent to this curving bank at the tép; and the polnt of tangenecy
is necessarily confined to a rather small area. Obviously there
has been no change in the position of the bank. The field notes of
the Armendaris Survey call for the south-east corner of the survey

to be on this bank.

As will be seen from the accompanying map marked Exhibit A,
when the Armendaris Survey is located from the west line which is
indicated by the old fence and line of marked trees, the meander
line along the river fits the river closely; and the south-east cor-
ner of the Survey falls within the small area on this bank as called
for. Whereas, when the Survey is moved far enough south to coinecide
with the lline connecting the two corners of the Scott Survey, the
meander line no longer fits the river, and the south-east corner of

the Armendaris Survey falls about 60 varas south of the river bank.
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Another marked tree, a sweetgum about 24 lnches in dlameter
with three old hacks on the south slde, stands about 150 wvaras east
of the south-east corner of the Armendaris Survey, near the bank of
the river and on the east bank of a small creek entering the river.
This tree appears to be on or very near an eastern extension of the
south line of the Armendaris Survey; and 1t does not affect the
position of the line. The tree is entirely too far east to be con-

gidered as marking the south-east corner of this survey.

A postoak 20 inches in diameter stands in the vicinity of
the south-east corner of the Armendarls Survey, about mld-way be-
tween the north line of the Scott and the south line of the Armendaris
surveys. The tree has three old hacks on the east slde and some
evidence that three similar hacks were once on the west slde; but
the tree apparently does not conform in any way to the surroundings,

and we think that it is not significant in this case.

Wit R

Concerning the Armendaris Survey: In view of the marks
found upon the ground; the close agreement between the meander line
and the bank of the river; and the call in the field notes for the
south-east corner of the survey to be on the bank of the river,
whiech has not changed in position; we conclude that the northern-
most line, heretofore deseribed, is the south boundary line of the

Armendaris Survey.

Concerning the Scott Survey: We found nothlng to disprove
that the two corners pointed out to us are the north-east and north-
west corners of the Scott Survey; and that the line connecting them,
the southernmost line heretofore deseribed, 1s the north boundary

line of the Scott Survey.
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Therefore, we conclude that the north boundary line of

the Mary Scott Survey and the south boundary line of the Juan

Armendaris Survey are two separate and distinct lines, practlically

parallel and about 60 varas apart; and that the strip of land

geparating them 1s a vacancy.

Austin, Texas,

January 11, 1933.

Respectfully Submitted,

Chief Draftsman,

State General Land Office.
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Special Burveyor,

Austin, Texas.
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