





— e — T _ 2% X — i _ ——m

S/ITUATED IN GREGG anD UPSHUR COUNTIES

FAIT faas,r FARAL @ ALS  COM, AODerE.
FAVT FOMLE WARAE. D PWE IFARE 1ET Y aEIr +8/0.0 FASAT d E
O LD YR SRON oL de_tlﬂﬂ

TN OESGINAL WY TNE3S
FRFEI CALIFD mO& AT
Fad A E OORNER oF
Pl SERGEION

ord LiNE

DAVID FERGUSON SURVEY G.W.HOOPER  SURVEY.

IOFN TR /EF FABAL
JOUFHN FROR, S AT,

£ RG Armafrong, @ License Slofe Surveyor, ob

| hal this skelch is % : {
l+ Aeraby cerfily el fhis Areee o
| ' é 2_

CRess BRadcH Rt 146ovs CRoss BRAMCH AT 3350 WS-

i )

HENRY HATHAWAY SURVEY

- & vARAL

mEar FXIF. 4 VARAF

T AW COENER CAITLEBEREF
B STUME FOLE.
DASESNAL W THEAE

W.C.- WAKELAND  SURVEY W. H . CASTLEBERRY SURVEY.

— —

T
)
|

/»
E

|

|

{

||
".\"‘III
I‘ll

SURVEY.

VI ¥

wagTH |*dene sumad
HEZ

.54

D

WM ROBINSON SURVEY









STATE OF TEXAS )
COUNTY OF GREGG )

I cartify that I am the same W. C. Elms who,
on May 20th, 1911, surveyed the David Ferguson survey
in Gregg and Upshur Counties, Texas, upon which survey
the patent was based. I further certify that the picture
on the reverse side hereof, and which I have identified
with my initials in the upper right hand corner, was
taken in February, 1535 and shows me standing upright
pointing with my left hand to a railroad iron in the
ground which railroad iron was at the time the picture
was taken in 1935 at the same identical point established
and accepted by me in the course of my survey of the
David Ferguson survey in 1911 as being at the southeast
corner of survey No. 184 in the name of A. T. McGee, same
being an ell corner of the David Ferguson survey and that the
said ell corner of the David Ferguson survey as established
by me was at the point mow marked by sald railroad ironm.
The other man shown in the picture is Mr C W Delaney.
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 23rd day of
February, 1935.

otafy Public in and for
Gregg County, Texas
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I, M. H. Hackney, Licensed State Land Surveyor, certify
that I took the pleture on the reverse side- hereof in
the month of February, 1935.
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STATE OF TEXAS )
COUNTY OF GREGG )

I certify that I am the same W. C. Elms who, on
llay 20th, 1911, surveyed the David Ferguson survey in Gregg
and Upshur Counties, Texas, upon which survey the patent
was based. I further certify that the pieture on the
reverse side hereof, and which I have identified with my
initials in the upper right hand corner, was taken in
February, 1935 and shows the point where the post oak stood
in 1911 which is referred to in my field notes for the David
Ferguson survey and situated at a point North 25 East 6.2
varas from the most southerly southeast corner of the David
Ferguson survey as surveyed by me May 20th, 1911, and which
post oak I found marked in 1911 as a witness tree for the
northeast corner of the William ¢ Wakeland survey. I have
marked an X on the picture at the point where the post oak
tree stood, in 1911. The other man shown in the picture
is Mr C W Delaney.

anxTl )-/?.)'_Eiﬂ_ _{é—ﬂf P
LA a5 County surveyor, Upshur
A aadde M County, Texas.

01-'. _.-- . !
Subscribed and sworn to before me is 23rd day of February,1935.
Y = 7 £
éfieifﬁy )iziEZEzﬁéLgf? e,
Notary Publie in and for
Grezg County, Texas
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I, M. H. Hackney, Licensed State Land Surveyor, certify that
I took the picture on the reverse side hereof in the month
of February, 1935.
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STATE OF TEXAS )
COUNTY OF GREGG )

I certify that I am the samc W. C. Elms who
May 20th, 1911, surveyed the David Ferguson survey in

s Oon

Gregg and Upshur Counties, Texas, upon which survey the

patent was based. I further certify that the plcture

on the reverse side hereof, anl which I have identified

with my initials in the upper right hand corner, was
In February, 1935 and shows me pointing with my right

teken

hand to a pine stake settin the ground which is the same
identiecal pine stake which I'plaged there in the course”
of my survey of the David Ferguson survey in May of 1911
and which stake marked the most easterly northeast cormer
of the David Ferguson survey as situated by me in 1911

and was at a point from which a hickory bo-e Nozth 80
5«4 varas and a_black jack stump fible bore South 70 W

rlced at the time

survey. BSald hieko
I made my :urvey in%ay uf 1511, other man shown

West

7 varas, as called for :|.n fielm%tes of the Ferpguson

in the piecture is Mr C W Delanaf‘. 0

= E,.R.

GVIEW,

- _fll
7 rveyor, Upshur
cf%h 2 Tﬂm;»

0
Subseribed and sworn to bafore me this 23rd day of
February, 1935. ’ﬂl'
{
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e Wotary Public id and ro
l// Gregg County, Texas
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I, M. H. Hackney, Licomsed State Land Surveyor, certify

that I tock the picture on the reverse side hereof in
the month of February, 1935.
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STATE OF TEXAS )
COUNTY OF GREGG )

I certify that I am the same W. C. Elms who,
on May 20th, 1911, surveyed the David Ferguson survey
in Gregg and Upshur Counties, Texas, upon which s
the patent was based. I further certify that the picture
on the reverse side hereof, ad which I have identified
with my initials 'n the upper right hand corner, was taken
in February, 1935 and shows me holding in my right hand
the same identical pine stake which I placed in the ground
at the point immediately underneath where I am holding it
in the pleture, when I made my survey of the David Ferguson
survey in 1911 an’® which stake was at the most eastern

BoTRE°RSY SpERor, 8f, thePayid ‘;325%“%?&“%1&%3%’{:&3%%
bore North 80 west 5.4 varas and a black i:ck at hole
bore south 70 west 7 varas as called for fiagd notes

of said survey. The other fian shown in the picture is
Mr C W Delaney.

i

R
- CouRt, Sususyey, Upshur

Finished by

CULPEPPER’'S STUD
. LONGVIEW, TEXAS

Subsoribed ad sworn to before me this 23rd day of

i Totary Public inm and for Gregg
: County, Texas.

, February, 1935.

I, M. H. Hackney, Licensed State Land Surveyor, certify
that I tork the picture on the reverse side hereof in
the month of February, 1935.
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STATE OF TEXAS )
COUNTY OF GREGG )

I certify that I am the same W. C.Elms who,
on May 20th, 1911, surveyed .the David Ferguson survey
in Gregg and Upshur Counties, Texas, upon which survey
the patent was based. I further certify that the
picture on the reverse side hereof, and which I have
identified with my initials in the upper right hand
corner, was taken in February, 1935 and shows me pointing
with my right hand to a mulberry tree which is the same
identical mulberry tree called for by me in my field
notes of the David Ferguson survey as surveyed by me in
1911 and which mulberry tree bears north 42 west
2.9 varas from the co r established by me as the most
western northwest cor§§§ of said David Ferguson survey
as surveyed by me in 1 and is called for in my field
notes of said survey,,ngrepared in 1911, to be also the
southwest corner of «wn . sury¥éy number 184 in the name
of A T McGee. The d&qﬁ ~man shown in the picture is
Mr C W Delaney. ‘] o

LONG

: %%
: County surveyor, Upshur
County, Texas.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 23rd day of
February, 1935.

J/f Notary Public in and for
Grege County, Texas

I, M. H. Hackney, Licensed State Land Surveyor, certify

that I took the picture on the reverse side hereof in
the month of February, 193S.
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STATE OF TRXAS )

COUNTY OF GREGG }

I certify that T am the same W. C. Elms who,
on May 20th, 1911, surveyed the David Ferguson survey
in Gregg and Upshur Counties, Texas, upon which survey
tle patent was based. I further certify that the picture
on the reverse side hereof, and which I have identified
with my initials in the upper right hand corner, was taken
in February, 1935 and shows me pointing with my right
hand to a mulberry tree which is the same identical
mulberry tree called for by me in my field notes of the
David Ferguson survey as surveyed by me in 1911 and which
mulberry tree bears Wérth 42 West 2.9 varas from the
corner of said David Ferguson survey as surveyed by me
in 1211 and is called for in my field notes of said
survey, prepared in 1911, ta&; also the southwest corner
of survey number 184 in the e of A T McGee., The other
man shown in the picture ig B ’_i W Delaney.
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£q paystu

County surveyor, Upshur

Coulity, Texas.

SVXEL ‘MAIA
OI1dn.is s.yad

Subseribedand sworn to before methis 23rd day of
February, 1935. f\

%?}// VYVl 57—

~Wotary PubITe 15 and BF

Gregg County, Texas
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I, M. H. !

" e H&cmah Licensed State Land Surveyor, certify that
I took the picture on the reverse side hereof in the month
of February, 1535.
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STATE OF TEXAS )
COUNTY OF GREGG )

I certify that I am the same W. C. Elms who, on
May 20th, 1911, surveyed the David Ferguson Survey in Gregg
and Upshur Counties, Texas, upon which survey the patent was
based. I further certify that the picture on the reverse
side hereof, and which I have identified with my initials in
the upper right hand corner, was taken in February, 1935 and
shows me with my hand against a hickory tree which is the
same identical hickory tree called for in my field notes of the
sald Ferguson survey and situated N 15 W 8.7 varas from the
most northern northeast corner of said Ferguson survey, &s
surveyed by me May 20th, 1911. The other man shown in
the picture is Mr. C. W. Delaney.

! Jdkt:,.fidhgkﬁd
? County Surveyor, Upshur

Finished by County, Texas
orRr's STUDIO
| Subscribed and EULEEREE S ol
| Sworn to before LONGVIEWy 1=

me this 23rd day of February, A.D. 1930.

Notary Public in and for
Gregg County, Texas.

5 I, M. H. Hackney, Licensed State Land Surveyor, certify that
| I took the piecture on the reverse side hereof in the month
' " of February, 1935.
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STATE OF TEXAS )
COUNTY OF GREGG )

I certify that I am the same W. C. Elms who,
on May Z0th, 1911, surveyed the David Ferguson Survey
in Gregg and Upshur Counties, Texas, upon which survey
the patent wms based. I further certify that the
picture on the reverse side lereof, md which I have
identified with my initials in the upper right hand
corner, was taken in February, 1935, and shows me
pointing with my left hand to the stone mound which I
marked as an ell corner of the David Ferguson survey
when said survey was made by me on the ground in 1811,
and which mound also marked the Southwest corner of the
Je Re Wadkins survey. The other man in the picture is

Hr' c- W. DE].HI:LE}F.
oun urveyor, peaur

County, Texas.
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Subscribed and sworn to hafui?afge_this 23rd day of
February, 1935. O )’,W 77\_ C‘Z,Zﬁ Zﬁ—j;aff’ //

Hotary Public In end Tor
Gregg County, Texas.

-

I, M. H. Hackney, Licensed State Land Surveyor, certify
that I took the picture on the reverse side hereof in
the month of February, 1935.
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STATE OF TEXAS )

COUNTY OF GREGG )

I eortify that I am the same W. C. Elms who, on
Mey 20th, 1911, surveyed the David Ferguson survey in Gregg
and Upshur Counties, Texas, upon which survey the patent
was based. I further certify that the plecture on the
reverse side hereof, and which I have identified with my
initials in the upper right hand corner, was teken in

February, 1935 an! shows myself and My C W Delane
nintin% to a surveying pin stuck in the stump hole of
he post oalk tree called for in m: field notes of the

David Ferguson survey and showing the exact location of
said tree which tree was situated, st the time I made my
survey of the saldFerguson survey in 1911 North 25 East
6.2 wvaras from the most southed y sougheast cormer of

the David Ferguson survey as surveyed by me May 20th, 1911
end which tree I found marked as & witness tree for the
northeast corner of the William C Wakeland survey in 1611.
The otherman shown in the pictuve is Mr. C W Delaney.

Tiniched by

g ..- e ETUD[D
CULPEPPER L Edssnvd
L OHGVIE .lmm:.r surveyor, Upshur

ounty, T.xas.
Subscribed and sworn to b efore methis 23rd day f February,

M Flthapr

“TNot-ry Public in and for
Grepgg County, Texas.
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I, ¥. H. Haclmey, Licensed State Land Surveyor, certify
that I took the pleture on the reverse side hereof in

the month ofFebruary, 1935.
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STATE OF TEXAS )
COUNTY OF GREGG )

I cert'fy that I am the same W. C. Elms who,
on May 20th, 1911, surveyed the David Ferguson survey
in Gregg find Upshur Counties, Texas, upon which survey
the patent was based. I further certify tht the
picture on the reverse side hereof, and which I have
identified with my inltials in the upper right hand
corner, was taken in February, 1935, and showa me
pointing with my left hand to the stone mound whéeh I
marked as an ell corner of the David Ferguson survey
when said survey was made by me on the ground in 1911,
and which mound also markedthe Southwest corner of the
Jo Re Wadkins survey. The other man in the picture is

HI‘- Cs W. Delﬂnelf;

amd

o
% 0 v .
2 e %ﬁ %ﬂ= .
";{ E;__‘_i ouJéL ¥ turv;;.ror, pShur
& g ounty, Texas.
Subscribed and sworn to beéfore me this 23rd day of s
February, 1935. -
ey O -
iy V4 £ A — .fJ

Wotary Public Im anl Tor
Gregg County, Texas

I fn.H. H. Hackney, L.{canﬂed State Land Surveyor, certify
% I Foﬁiﬂ;bthe gfcgagg-on the reverse side hereof iq:tha

month o rua @
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STATE OF TEXAS )
COUNTY OF GREGG )

I certify that I am the same W. C. Elms who, on
20th, 1912, surveyed the David Ferguson survey in Gregg
shur mbties, T = +
vas bhaed. °f furihr sorrirfPRRITIED SHCTALLThY pRgem
reverse side hereof, and which 5 have identified wéﬁh oy
initinls in the upper right hand corner, was taken
February, 1935 and shows me standin on the point whe re,

in 1911, there stood the post ocak tree called for in m:";
field notes of the said Ferguson survey and situated at a

oing north 25 Sas & yorgg from the most southerly
B RERE) dotper ot e B il ROPRUSS ROSR A Totyeved
METSEn 6 WakdInAASsHEG8y O ThER 1B  FRo R RbWRORBC 502 A1 FhE
with my right hand to the traces of the rot from the old

log of the -ost oak tree gtill on the ground in 1935 when
Eﬂs picturd wms telen. Theother man Shown in the picture

s Mr. C W Delaner.

w0 y. surveyor ; p r
L‘g{!‘sh”,,-« X '&ﬁmt}r. TeXas.
L
is 23rd day of

, "';!. - r-|_
Subseribed and sworn to¥bdfordlme
2 1 lezrs —

February, 1935, Dl@ﬂé*; S
Hotory Publie in and for

a ¥

I, M. H. Hackney, Licensed State Land Surveyor, certify that
I took the picture on the rever-e side hereof in the month of
February, 1935.
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STATE OF TEXAS )
COUNTY OF GREGG )
I certify that T am the same W. C. Elms who,

on May 20th, 1911, surveyed the David Farguson survey
in Gregg and Upshur Counties, Texas, upon which survey

the patent was based. I further certify that the piecture

on the reverse side hereof, and which I have identified
with my initials in the upper right hand corner, was-
taken in February, 1935 and shows me standing upright
pointing with my left hand to a pine stum® which pine
stump at the time I made my survey of the David Ferguson
survey in 1911 I took and accepted to be the stump of
the pine witness tree called for as referencing the
southeast corner of the Sarah Harrell survey and which
corner reference from said stump according to the dis-
tance and bearing called for in the field notes of the
Sarzh Harrell survey I established as the ell gorner

of the David Perzuson survey as surveyed by me in 1711.
The other man shown in the pieture is Mr C W Delaney.

Finished ‘“‘-‘;Tumu
~ppPERS
CUL:;?;;\"IEW-W

County surveyor, %éﬁhur i

County, Texas

Subscribed and sworn to

efore me this 23rd day of
February, 1935,

otary Public 'n and for
Gregg County, Texas

I, 4. H. Hac'mey, Licensed State Land Surveyor, certify
that I took the picture on the reverse side hereof in
the month of February, 1935.
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October 13, 1936

Horn. Wm. HeGraw
Attorney General
Austlin, Texes

Attentlon: Hon Gredy Chandler znd
Hon. Russédl Rentfro
Dear Sir:

At the instance of partles claiming the existence of a
vscancy between the David Ferguson snd G. W. Hooper and
Henry Hathawsy surveys 1ln Gregg 8nd Upshur Countiles, and
also at the request of lessees opposing the admission of
a vacency, I have msde an investigatlon of the location
of the Hooper and wish to report my findings of fact and
conclusions therefrom. -

Mr. R. G. Armstrong, a licensed land surveyor of Longview,

who made the survey for the first aprlicant for legst under
the Act of 1931, went with me over the esst and north boun-
dary lines of the Hooper to’the area in which the Northwest
corner of the Hooper somewhere exists. There we met Judge
MeClellan, a licensed land surveyor, who grew to manhood

near the locsality and partitioned the Hooper snd the Ferguson
in that immedlste territory, and Ben Gearrett, who had resur-
veyed the Hooper and practicslly all adjoining surveye in the
employment of the lessees. Judge licClellan had not surveyed
the boundesries of the Hooper nor of the Ferguson. Before leav-
ing Austin I studled the exhaustive report made by Mr. M. H.
Heckney, a licensed land surveyor, aend slso had Mr. Armstrong's
theory of the location of the Hooper.

The Hooper is & rectsngular survey 4300 varass north ané south
end 4810 vares east and west. According to its original field
notes the survey was made May 14, 1838. It cells to begin =t
the Northesst corner of a survey, bearing trees of whiech sre
merked C H, thence south 4800 varas, east 4310 varss, north,
ressing the northwest corner of the Wm. Robinson at 520 verss
in o1l 4300, thence west crossing a creek, in all 4810 vares
to the beginning. Bearing trees are described at each of its
corners, and the distances to the creek crossincs except that
on the north line. Not a vestize of the Hooper's own land marks
hes been found.

The Hooper cells for the south line of a survey, the bearing

W#S?&E
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get. 13, 1936

na

Hon. Wm. MeGraw

trees of which are marked T ¥ C. The Wm. King now occuples
the T.N C survey, and according to the King field notes 1t

wee surveyed May 10, 1338 by G. W. Hooper. The third cszll

of the King survey ls south 5000 varas to intersect the north
boundary of the G. W. Hooper, or rather, as statéd in the fleld
notes originglly "z survey marked '@ W H! bearing trees being
marked T N C." From thst point the survey runs west with the
north line of the G W H survey 65 varass, crossing bayou run-
ning south, and at 3600 varas pass northwest corner of ¢ W H
survey. Regardless of the date of a survey which the surveyor
wae required to give, the law required him azlso to mske gn af-
fldavit that the work was done on the ground "asince the firdt
day of Februery, 183&." This accounts for the double certifi-
cate on which Mr. Hackney bazses his srgument.

The various points'established" for the northwest corner orf

the Hooper are on the side of a hill sloping gently eastward,
end what ls termed the Elms corner of the Perguson going east-
ward at approximetely 27 varss is a plipe set up by Judge !Ne(Cl-
ellan ss the common corner of the two surveys, and approximate-
ly 23 vares further on 1s a pile of stones understood to be the
corner as establlished by Armetrong and later by Hackney. 1In =
sult in Federal Court zo few fears ago the southesst corner of
the Hooper wes fixed by Judge Kennerly as 4300 varss south of
ite north line and 496 verss south of the North west cornher of
the Robinson, as establlshed by tradition.

The only fixed point in the boundaries of the Hooper survey

is the Southeast corner of the King. This point is accepted
by all the surveyors, and curilously 1s the only corner on
which the traditions of the country are agreed. From this
point, 1f you run 3600 varss west according to the Armstrong
end Hackney messurements, the line would terminate 1.8 varss
west of the Elm corner of the Ferguson. Ben Garrett's messure=
mentd sppeer to carry the line Y or 5 varas further west. Then
if you run east from the southeast corner of the King survey

on the north boundary of the Hooper 1210 varss snd south 1
minute east at 4300 verss, the line terminates on the Kennerly
corner, accordlng to Ben Garrett, Thence west the first creek
crossed 1s at the exsct distance called for in the Hooper field
notes, and the next creek crossing is off 18 or 20 varss, but
Trom the information given me by Iir. Armstrong 1t 1s hardly to
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Hon. Wm. lcGraw 3 oct. 13, 1936

be termed & creek, as it 1s moreof s spread between hills.
Continuing the Gerrett line west 4310 verss and north 4200 -
verss 1t closes st a point west of the Elme corner of the
Ferguson.

The Armstrong snd the Hackney messurements of the lNorth
line begin at a traditional corner which is 1326.41 varas
east of the creek. According to the King field notes the
distance would be 1275 varas east of the creek. Thus Arm-
strong and Hackney glve the north line of the Hooper 51
varas excess east of the creek and shortened it 51 varas
west of the creek. Armstrong sllows about 30 varas excess
north and south, while Hackney ellows 30 varss on the west
line north and soufth, but shortens the ezst line 16 varas.
He runs his south line from the southwest corner north £9.15
east instead of due east presumably to make creek crossings

fit.

It 1s doubtful whether any resurvey of the Hooper is correct,
but 1t 1s reasonebly certain that a survey balanced on the
southeast corner of the King given courses snd distances

would create a rectangle within the original boundaries of

the Hooper, and ss I understand the measurements made on the
ground by all the surveyors, would confllet elightly with

the Ferguson as re-estagblished by Elms, and patented. This
allows no excess to the Hooper, whereas it 1s reasongbly cer-
taln thet the original lines were at least slightly excessive.
I recognize thet what constitutes the boundaries is s matter
of law, but believe that the survey should be and must be
re-bullt from the known point in its north boundary. The creek
erossings will fit the survey so run, as well as they can be
mede to it any speculstive lines. The survey so re-estasblish-
ed will confliet slightly with the Ferguson ss established

by Elms, and negative the claim of g vacancy bhetween the
Hooper and the Ferguson. ;

Very truly youre,
J . Hr ‘ﬁrﬂll‘:er

Commlssioner.
JHW-gwp

Copled from Book 1986, pare l4S.
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General Land (0ffice
Austin lexas
February 237, 1935

Mr. R. G. Armstrong,
Licensed Land Surveyor,
Longview, lexas,

Dear Sir:

In reference to a strip of land claimed to be un-
surveyed and belonging to the Publice Free School and to lie
between the David Ferguson and the Hooper and Hathaway surveys
which it appears you have surveyed, I would like to ask the
following questions which you will please answer in the space
left for that purpose, These surveys lie on the Upshur-Gregg

county line,
%M/

Q@ l,How do you establish the NE and the eorners of the Fergu-
son? If there are any marks on the gro ealled for in the
original or corrected field notes please @esgeribe them,

A, I established the NE corner of Ferguson Survey from stump holesa

of trees called for 1n corrected fleld notes. An old pine knot set

the proper course and distance from the stump holes was polnted out
to me by Mr. We C. Elms, County Surveyor of Upshur County, Texas,
as marking the point that he used for the NE comer of the Ferguson

Survey in 1911. From pine knot a Hickory stump hole bears N 80 W

5.4 varas end a B. J« stump hole bears 8 YO W ¥ varaa. From this

pine knot I ran a line South 5218 varas for the SE corner of tle

Ferguson.

Y

Q 2. How do you establish the west line of the G, W. Hooper survey?

A. The Northwest corner of the Willlam Robinson Surwvey calls for
two Blackjack witness trees and one of these trees was standing
until about 1932 and I placed a SE corner of the Hooper SuPvey

520 wvaras South of 'the Robinson NW corner. I then established a

SW corner of the Hooper Survey course and distance from the SE
corner, and established the West line of the Hooper by running North
from the SW corner and crossing branch at 950 varas.

Q 3. How do you establish the south line of the Hooper® gxindly at-

tach to your answers a sketch showing the relative positions of
the different landmarks found on the ground by you.

A. A line connecting the SE and SW corners of Hooper, as I
established them, crosses the creeks called for in the Hooper fleld
notes at the proper dl stance from the SE comer of the Hooper, -Please
see attached sketeh.
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€ 4. Do you find an unsurveyed area between the David Ferguson
and the G. W. Hooper surveys?

s, between the Elms line of the Ferguson Survey and the
¢ of the Hooper Sunvey as I established it.,

Q 5. As found by you on the ground, is the area of the Hooper
sufficient to €&8¥&6Iish that part of the certificete by virtue
of which it was surveyed, that is 23.088 labors or 23,088,000
square varas? A part of the certificate, that is 2,912,700
square varas, is located in Shelby County.

25,107 40

A. My survey shows Q#tm square varss.

Q 6. Have you made a search for the trees called for at the NW
corner of the Hooper from which a black jack 20 inches in
diameter bears S 30 E 7.5 varas distant, and a hickory 12 inches

in diameter bears S 56° 30' W 25 varas marked G.W.H %
Did you find these trees or any evidence of their existence.

A. T made a thorough search for these trees, but I could find
no evidence of them.

K077

. G. Armstrong & o
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FREFACE TO SURVEYCRS REFORT

Honorable J. H. Welker, Commissioner,
General Land Office,

Austin, Texas

Bir:

Since the year of 1932, beginning in March of said year, I have
had occassion to do work along the West boundary line of the G. W. Hooper
Survey, situated in Gregg amd Upshur Counties, Texas. In doing work along
said line, I have at various times noted the location of wvarious Deed corners
which called to be in the West line of the said G. W, Hooper Survey. I have
found that no three of said Deed corners would fall in a straight line.
Further investigation revealed the fact that Deed corners called to be in
the East boundary line of the David Ferguson Survey ( lying west of the
Ge We Hooper Survey) did not coincide with Deed cormmrs called to be in the
West boundary line of the said G. W. Hooper Survey.

The above mentioned facts were called to the attention of several
land owners in this area; and a thorough investiggtion was made relative to
the discrepancy existings. The records were searched and from their conmtents
it was evident that the two Surveys, i. e. the Hooper, and Ferguson Surveys,
never came together. Subsequently, I was employed by said land owners to
make a complete surveying investigation on the ground. I have made such
surveying investigation and now respectively submit for your approval my
report of said work, and findings; accompanied by a map and field notes
of the areas investipgated, which are madea part of this report.

T ot d SKtel MH.H.
Surare, onle Rn{aad*“i—ﬁd_ﬁ&
Fibad }?{/?ﬁ/ )

\fl, \ g;Ef' L censed State Land ‘Surveyor
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REPORT

Prior to begimning my survey on the ground, I procured cer=
tified copies of the field notes of the G. W, Hooper Survey, and adja-
cent Surveys, from the General Land Office, Austin, Texas.

The field notes of the G. W. Hooper Survey were made birs
Hugh MeClelan,District Surveyor,for Shelby County, Texasg and were
dated May 14th, 1838, The land enclosed by these field notes being
only the major portion of land to which G. W. Hooper was entitled,
by virtue of certificate #415,4issued by the Board of Lend Commissioners
for Shelby County. The residue being located by the same surveyor, in
what is still Shelby County,Texas.

The surveyor,Hugh MoClelan,was the assignee of the said
Ge We Hooper;and therefore located his owm land.

Investigation of the records of Shelby Cownty,disclosed the
fact that the surveyor marked the bearing trees with his initials
HM, A similar investigation of the records of Upshur County, i.e.
Deed from: Hugh MoClelan eteux. to: S, K. MecClelan, dated May 10th.
1846, calls for the bearing trees of the Survey to be marked HM.

In as much as the above mentioned deed was made by the
same Hugh MoClelan that surveyed the land,and since it anti-dates
the Patent by one years time;it is evident that the initisls GWH as
shown in the field notes on file in the General Land Office were
not made by the surveyor who wrote the field notes. As further proof
that the surveyor did not make the letters GWH in the field notes on
file,it will be noted that the handwriting in the field notes is not
the same as that of the letters GWH. Having thoroughly investigated
the records pertaining to the G. W. Hooper Survey;I turned my attentiom %o
the records pertaining to the David Ferguson Survey.

;_’z'g.gx;-zzf"—.*f JS2/S
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The records in the Gemeral Land Office show that the David
Ferguson Survey was surveyed by: Thos. D. Brooks, Deputy Surveyor for
Upshur Coutity, District of Nacodoches; and the field notes of this
survey was dated December 18th, 1849, When the surveyor, Erooks,
described the North East corner of the Ferguson Survey, he called it
to be also the North West corner of g league marked WH; andfrom which
a Blackjack 18 in, in dia. bears S. 70 W. 7 VS., and a Hickory 10 in.
in dia. bears N. 80 W. 5.4 vs. The next call in these field notes is;
Thences South with the line of the league marked WH, 5099 vs. SW corner
from which a Pine 18 in, in dia. bears East 2.6 vs. a Pine 24 in, in
dia. bears S. 13 E. 4 vs, (The last call above mentioned has heen
seratched through and open calls inserted, ealling for the SW. corner
of the G, W.Hooper, and the Henry Hatheway, Surveys) The next call is;
Thence: West with the line of a survey marked J K 458 vs. (The 458
has been scratched through and 460 written above it) Thence: South
with said line 466 vs. (The 466 has been scratched through and 454
vritten sbove it) to the place of beginning, i. e. the NE corner of
the William C,Wakeland Survey, (#172) from, which a Post Oak 14 in.
in dia. bears N. 25 E. 6,2 vs., and a Black Jack 10 in. in dia, bears
S. 54=30 E. 22,4 vs,.
A comparison of the field notes of the G. W.Hooper Survey,
with the field notes of the David Ferguson Survey, as written by the
surveyor Brooks, shown that Brooks did not make the East line of the
Ferguson Survey a common line with the West line of the G. W.Hooper
Survey. Specifiecally:
1lst. The surveyor BErooks, ealled for different bearing trees, i. e.
different size, differemt bearings, and different distances; at the
NE corner of the Ferguson Survey, to those ealled for in the
field notes of the G. W,Hooper Survey.

2nd. The surveyor Brooks, called for the NE. corner of the Ferguson
Survey to be the NW corner ofa leapgue marked WH; the surveyor
Hugh MeClelan in deed to S. K. McClelan called for the trees of
the Hooper Survey to be marked HM.

Srds The Hooper Survey was not intended to enclose one leapgue of land.

4th. TWhen Brooks called to go South with the line of the league m rked

CreniISP/p

WH, he ecalled to go 5099 vs. to it's SW. corner.
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This distance is found to be excessive by 299 vs. as compared to the
called distance on the West line of the G, W. Hooper Survey,
Notes Though the ealled distances of the most of the lines that were
surveyed in this area at the time of these,are found to wvary;
it has not been the experience of the writer to find this great
a descrepancy to existe
Sthe In making the call for the SW. Corner of the league,the surveyor,
Brooks, made an indirect eall for the line of a Survey marked
JK. Refering to the field notes of the Henry Hathaway Survey,we
find that the surveyor,Hugh MoClelan,called for the WNW. Corner,
and the "ell" of the Hemry Hathaway Survey to be in the line of
a Survey marked JK,& CHe Since the Survey marked JK had a common
line with the Hathawsy Survey between it's WNW. Cormer, and it's
"ell"™ Corner,and since the surveyor MeClelan called to go North
361 vs. from the Mell™ Cornmer of the Hathaway Survey to the Sif,
Corner of the G, W, Hooper Survey, it is obwvious that the surveyor,
Brooks, did not make ewen a passing call for the SW. Cormer of
the Ge W. Hooper Surveye.
6the A8 a further proof that the surveyor Brooks,did not make an error
of 299 vs. in ecalling for the Sife Corner of the league referred
~to in his field notes of the Ferguson Surveye. The NE. Corner of
the Ferguson Survey,and it's SE. and begimning Corner having been
positively,and accurately located on the grownd,the writer has
measured the distanee between the two cormers;using precisiomn
methods of measurement, i, e, the mean average of the distence
measured twice,using plumb-bobs for mmeven terrain. The total
descrepancy found to exist between the called and actual distance
is found to be 50463 V8., or 62463 vse,depending on which eall
is used in going South to the place of begimmning,as called in
the field notes by the surveyor,Brooks.

Loeeniles 7S/
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The foregoing comments on the field notes of the David Ferguson
Survey,as surveyed by the surveyor Thos. D. Bruoka,. were deemed advisable
due to the nature of the next step in the investipgation.

The field notes of the David Ferguson Survey as surveyed by the
surveyor Thos. D. Brooks,were rejected by the Gemeral Land Office;and no
Patent was issued on this land until it was resurveyed in May, 1911,

Mre W. C. Elms, County Surveyor for Upshur County, Texas sacting upon the
instructions of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, made & corrected
survey of the David Ferguson Survey,dated May 20th.,1911; the Pantent was dated
Sept. 5th., 1911,

A comparison of the field notes of the Ferguson Survey by Thos. D.
Brooks, with those written by W. C. Elms,show that the identical references
are called for by Mr. Elms as were called for by Mr, Brooks,at the Basterly
NEe corner,and at the Southerly SE. corner. In as much as Mr. Elms made the
survey on which the Patent was based, I secured his services in locating the
various corners of the Ferguson Survey,as Patented. I am attaching hereto,
and meking e part hereof,certified photographs of the various corners as
identified by Mr. W. C. Elms.

In making the investigation of the lines of the David Ferguson
Survey, I first consulted the records;as heretofore mentioned. I began my
field work at the Easterly NE. corner of the Freguson Survey as identified
by Mre Elmse This cormer is marked by a large Pine stake., (Mre Elms told
me that this was the seme stake that he set for this cormer in May 1911)
From this corner I ran a random line of investigation Southward,and at the
called distance of 4847 wvs. a search was made for the SW. corner of the
Ge We Hooper Survey;no trace of the cormer or itts bearing trees were found,
Continuing on to a distance of 5218 vs. a search was made for the "ell" cor-
ner of the Henry Hathaway Survey. No trace of the corner,or it's bearing trees
were: founde I then ran my random line of investigation westward;and at the
called distance of 460 vs. o search was made for the Westerly NWe. corner of the
Henry Hathaway Survey, no trace of the corner or it's bearing trees were found.
I then ran my line of investigation soutlvmrd and located the Southerly SE.

corner of the David Ferguson Survey,as identified by Mr. W. C. Elms.

pounley TS/3
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This corner was located from the remains of a Post Oak witness treejealled

for by both Mre Brooks,and Mr. Elms. The called course and distance from

the gorner to the tree is N.25 E, 642 vse. 14" Post Oak. This tree is now
goneibut was positively identified by the writer in May,or June, 1931,

At the time of this survey,1934,and 1935, the roots of the tree were found;

and the stump,and roots,positively identified by Mr. Elms as being the remains
of the tree called for by him in the field notes of the Ferguson Survey,made

by him in May of 181le 1In 1931,at the time that I personally identified the
tree, the trunk of the tree wms lying on the ground;and it was unmistakably

a Post Osk. When Mr. Elms went to the wicinity of this cormer with me,I had him
to show me where the Post Oak stood that he mentioned in his field notes of the
Ferguson Surveys Without any hesitancy,he walked to within about one vara of the
Stumpjand stated that the tree had stood in that immediate vieinity. We then
located the stump from data obtained in the past;and found that the location

of the stump and roots checked exactlye. I placed the cormer with the correct
reference to the remains of the Post Oak, i. e. Se 25 W. 542 vs. from the SW,
face of the Stump. I used a 3/4" Iron pin for the cornerjthe top of which is
Oe2' below the surface of the ground. The following new references to this cor-
ner are given: a 15" Sweet Gum bears N. 64=-08 We 13,1 ¥s.,a 7" Hickory bears
Ne9=10 W. 6484 v8Se, a 12" Pine bears Ne 36=49 E, 10,44 v8., all of the fore-
going trees are marked X.

I then ran a random line of investigation westward,and at the call
distance of 2610 vs. a search was made for any evidence of the SW. corner,or
it's references,nothing was found. I continued my random line of investigation
to the vieinity of the Westerly NW. cormer of the David Ferguson Survey. The
Mulberry witness tree called for by Mre Elms at this corner was found, The field
note eall is for a 14" Mulberry,Ne42 We 2.9 vse The tree now measures 18" in dia=-
meterjand is deade I set the cormer in the correct relative position to the
tree; is ©s Se 42 Es 2.9 vse from the 0ld X on the SE. faces There are two X !s
on the SE. face of the treejbut the oldest one was identified by Mr. Elms as
his mark. When I so placed the cormer, I found an old furnace grate bar set
vertically in the ground;which measured 0,05 vss North,and 0,16 vs. East of the
cornere This grate bar is not called for in the field notes of the Ferguson
Surveys;and Mre. Elms told me that he did not set it.

I then went back to the Basterly NE. corner of the Ferguson Survey,
and ran a random line of investigation westward.

Coreilin ISP/ 7
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In thus reversing the ealls of the field notes of the Ferguson Survey,ws
find that the SE. corner of the J. R. Wadkins Survey is called for in-
directly,at 1481 wvs. west of the Basterly NE. corner of the Ferguson,and
it's SW. corner is called to be 2008 vs. west of the Basterly NE. corner

of the Ferguson Survey. I found the corner that was called for in the field
notes of the Ferguson Survey, as surveyed by Mr. Elms. This corner is marked
by an oak stake,and a stone mound;and was positively identified by Mr. Elms,
as.being the point called for in his field notes of the Ferguson Survey.

I then ran & random line of investigation northward,and at the
call distance of 1350 vs. a search was made for the corner. The bearing trees
ealled for at this corner,by Mr. Elms, were found slightly more than 20 vs.
north of call distance. The corner was re-established from the trees as iden-
tified by Mr. Elms. The called courses and distances were found to be within
a very slight wariance of the actual courses and distances.

I then ran a random line of investigation westward,and at the eall
distance of 360 wvs.,a search wms made for the corner. Wo evidence was found,
of the original corner;ealled to be the Northerly NW. corner of the David
Ferguson,and the SW. corner of the W. Bratton Surveys.

I then ran a random line of inveétigation southward,and at the ealled
distance of 3434 vs. a search was made for the corney. The corner was located
from one Pine stump,and another Pine stump holej;both of which were positively
identified by Mre Elms.

I then ran a line of investigation westward,and at the ealled dis-
tance of 82 vs. a search was made for the cornmer. No evidence of the original
corner was found. This corner was called to be the NE. corner of the A. T. McGee
Survey.

I then ran a random line of investigation southward,and at the ecalled
distance of 2088 vs. a search for the corner was made. The corner was identified
by Mre. Elms at a point slightly more than five vs. south of the called distance.
This corner is marked by a Rail Road rail,and a stone. These objects are not
called for in the Ferguson Survey field notes;and Mr. Elms said that he did
not set them;but positively identified the location of the cornmer as being
where he had placed it in 1911.

I then ran a line of investigation westward,and found that the
distance from the corner first above mentioned,to the Westerly NW. corner of the
Ferguson Survey,was slightly less than the ealled distance of 620 vs.

Having loeated all of the cornmers of the David Ferguson Survey,I then

proceeded to run corrected lines from cormer to cormer;in the following manner:

A, ooy desbea o
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CORRECTED FIELD NOTES OF THE DAVID FERGUSON SURVEY

# 248
GREGG AND UPSHUR COUNTIES,TEXAS

Beginning at the NE. corner of the William C. Wakeland Survey,for the Southerly

SE. corner of this,the David Ferguson Survey, a 3/4" Iron pin for the corner,

from which a 15 in. Sweet Gum bears Ne64=08 W. 13.1 vs., & 7 ine Hickory bears

Ne 9=10 W. 6.84 vs., and a 12 in, Pine bears Ne. 36=49 E. 10.44 vs.,all marked

J'E on the side facing the corner.

THENCE:

34245 8.

1509,00

2670493

THENCE
1470.44

THENCE:
618465

THENCE &
661a34

n

WEST,

The east bank of a branch,?2 vs. wide,course SE. (Called for in
the field notes of the W.C.Wakeland,at 337 vs.)

The east edge of a marsh, (Called for as a branch 6/10 vs.wide
in the field notes of the W. C. Wakeland,at 1509 vs.)
The SW. corner of the David Ferguson Survey, a stake for corner,
from which an 0il Well bearing the name of Texota # 1, Mollie
Fémn,bears Ne. 62=52 E. 112,18 vs., and another 0il Well bearing
the name of Prince Broses # 2, Mollie Fenn, bears N 8=09 We 186469
VS

NORTH,
The most Westerly NWs corner of the David Ferguson Survey,a stake
for corner, from which a Mulberry 18" in diameter (Dead) bears
He 42=00 We 249 v8s, and an old furnace grate set vertically in
the ground beras N.71=34 E. 0417 vs., and a 2" Iron pipe bears
Ned5=27 We 3429 vse,

He 89=49-04 E, along an old occupation line,
An interior cormer of the David Ferguson Survey,a Rail Road rail
for corner, (The R.Re rail is set vertically in the ground,and
a sbone is set in the ground beside the rail.) from which a 11 in.
Pine bears NeB=42 Es 13465 v3., a 13 ine. Pine bears N.21=21 E.
34368 v8e, and another 13 in, Pine bears 5,33-48 E, 5,78 vs.,and
a 2 in. Iron pipe bears S¢89=08 We 1590 vse

N+00=15=54 E, along an old occupation line,
Bast (right) 349 vse an old Pine lmot for Deed corner,from which
a 28" Pine bears East 2.16 vs., and a 26 in. Post Qak Stump
bears S, 68=28 We 5400 vs.
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1000490 vs.
1001 .84 -
113740 "
1146,18 .
1166461 B
1389,03 "
1401,58 B
2093,34 L)
THEHCE :
82,00 -
THENCE :
391,17 "
557,11 "
573.87 L
591.84 "

Be

Bast (right) 3436 vss a 13" Post Oak with three hacks on the
west face.
Bast (right) 2.65 vs. a 17" Post Oak with three hacks on the
east face.
Bast (right) 1491 vs. a 22" Sweet Gum with three hacks on the
north and south faces.
Bast (right) 4.51 vs. a 28" Sweet Gum with three hacks on the
west face.
East (right) 5.93 vs. a 2" Iron pipe.
Bast (right) 5.62 vs. a 16" Sweet Gum with three hacks on the
west face.
East (right) 2.20 vs. a stake for a lease corner.
An "ell"™ corner of the David Férguson Survey, a stake for corner,
from which a 16" Hackberry bears S.48=27 E. 2454 vs., and 1 1/8"
car axle driven in a Pine stump,bears S.80=55 We 162 vSe., and a
Rail Road rail set vertically in the ground,bears Ne7=06 E«6.70 vs.
EAST
To another "ell™ of the David Ferguson Survey, a stake for corner,
from which a 16" Pine stump bears N. 61=30 Es 11.6 vs. (NOTE:
This pine stump,is of heart,or"fat"pinejand is the remains of a
much larger tree. It was pointed out to me by: Mre We Ce Elms;
as being one of the stumps that he used in referencing this corner
when he made the survey of the David Ferguson Survey in 1911.)
a 2" Iron pipe bears Ne 5=45 E. 6.87 v&., a 19" Hickory bears
N. 21=-48 W. 9,20 vs., and a depression,or stump hole,taken to
be the position of the other Pine reference tree called for at this
corner,in the field notes of the Sarah Harrell Survey,and also
called for in the field notes of the Ferguson Survey,as surveyed
by Mres Those Des Brooks; bears N. 35=00 We 18,50 vs.
Ne. 00= 26%= 45" E,
East (right) 1450 vs, an 11" Red Oak blazed on the north and south
faces.
West (left) 8459 vs. a 24" Pine with three hacks on the east face.
West (left) 8459 vse a 6" Hickory with three hacks on the east face.
West (left) 8474 vs. a 29" Black Gum with three hacks on the

east face.

r i Sy e
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| 960430 ws. Bast (right) 7.83 vs. a 2" x 2" stake, from which a 35" twin
Sweet Gum bears N. 22=28 W, 4.66 vs,

137267 " East (right) 10409 vs. a 2" Iron pipe.

1676417 " East (right) 7.17 vs. a 2" Iron pipe,from which a 31" Sweet
Gum bears Ne 36=26 We 4404 vss,and a 32™ Post Oak stump bears
Ne 24=18 Eo 2472 vse

2218426 " The south bank of a branch 3 vs., wide, course westerly.

2406482 " East (right) 6.24 vs. a 19" Hickory with an X on the east face.

3327443 " West (left) 1407 vs. a Pine stake for a corner,from which a
10" Wh. Oak bears S. 2=46 Es lel9 ¥Se.,and an 18" Post Oak bears
Ne 11=01 We 7448 vs.

3853415 " West (left) 1425 vse a 20" Wh. Oak with three hacks on north and
south faces.

3566402 " West (left) 2431 vs. a 14" Black Gum with three hacks on east face.

5411.82 " A stake for the most northerly NW. corner of the David Ferguson
Survey; from which a 16" Sweet Gum bears S. 54-36 W. 2.94 VB.,
a 22" Black Gum besrs N. 83=46 E. 7.97 vse, and an 11" Maple
bears N. 88=46 Es 1.84 vse

THENCE: EAST

19,98 " South (right) 0472 vse a 26" Sweet Gum with three hacks on the

north face.

100444 "  South (right) 0s72 vs. a 20" Hickory with three hacks on the
north face.

157.27 "  South (right) 2.71 vs. a 43" Red Oak,with block taken from
north face.

251lel2 " South (right) 5.15 vse a 16" Post Oak with three hacks on the
north face,

308416 "  South (right) 4410 vse o 14" Post Oak with three hacks on the
south face,

360,00 " A Pine Knot for the most northerly NE. corner of the David Fer-
guson Survey,from which a 22" Post Qak bears S, 58=30 W. D948 VSa,
and a 13" Hickory bears N. 15=00 W 8470 vs., and a stone bears
Se 64~ 52=33 Ee 25487 vs. and from said stone a 12" Red Oak bears
Ne 53=30 We 5459 vse, and a 13" Red (ak bears So 36=45 Eo 3456 vs.

THENCE ¢ 5. 00=55=02 E,

142400 " TWest (right) 2482 vs. a 21" Post Oak blocked on the east face,

y T Py S
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164492 vBe

412,28

412,30

538e 93

749,13

890,99

1054, 73

1164650

113040

1169,23

1275453

1370455

THENCE:
183,40

506408

1200, 28

1994,35

"
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West (right) 1e45 vse & 20" Sweet Gum with three hacks on the
east facoe.
Bast (left) 1.58 vs. & 19" Post Oak with three hacks on the
west face.
West (right) 9,94 vs. & 17" Sweet Gum with three hacks on
norht and south faces.
East (left) 13,90 vs. a 12" Pine with three hacks on the north
and south faces.
West (right) 158 vs. en 8" Hickory with three hacks on the east
face.
West (right) 3.33 vs. & 13" Iron pipe.
West (right) 1e38 vse a 15" Post Oak with two hacks on the north,
elso a fence tree,fence SE. & NW.
The north bank of a branch 3 vs, wide, course north-westerly.
Bast (left) 4.74 vs. & 12" Pine blazed on the north and south.
West (right) 14465 vs. a 20" Red Oak with wire marks on the east
face,
West (righf) 2464 vse-an'11" Sweet Gum with three hacks on the
east face,
An oak steke ,and stone mound for an interior corner of the
David Ferguson Survey,( Identified by Mr. W. C. Elms ), from
which a 23" Post Oak bears N.78=32 E, 26492 vs, this tree has
three hacks on the south face,and an X on the east face, bear-
ing and distance were taken to the south face of the tree.

No 89wi5=14 E.
North (left) 1.23 vse a 23" Post Oak with three hacks on the
south face,"0ld hacks"
South (right) Os42 vs. o Pine Knot,at the base of an old fence
post.
North (left) 7e42 vse & 16" Red Oak with an old X on the Si.
fece.
An old Pine stake,identified by Mr. W. C. Elms,as being the stake
set by him when making the survey of the David Ferguson Survey
in 1911,and set for the most easterly NE. corner of same, from
which the following new bearings and distances are taken, an
0il Well bearing the name of Magnolia No. 1, He Fenton,bears
Ne 16=23-30 We 124,28 vs,, and another 0il Well bearing the

dﬂquﬁﬁ'ﬂ?ﬁﬂﬁ
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THENCE:
146,08

T8B8458

1047,15

1119.32

1216493

1436453

1914463

2065435

2546,23

2550466

2872044

2875.78

5153447

35629.80

4031,78

4829.41

Vs
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name of Magnolia No., 2, He Fenton, bears N. 63=36=00 E.
182,03 vs., and another 0il Well bearing the name of
Hawkeye No. 1, He Fenton, bears S. 62=01-00 E. 162477 V8.

SOUTH,
East (left) 26474 vse 3/4™ Iron pin and stone,from which a
Post Oak bears Se. 34=23 Eo 17,69 vse
East (left) 26.27 vse & 3/4" Iron pin and stone,from which
a 22" Black Jack bears Ne 20=30 E, 1.60 ve.
Bast ( left ) 23.74 vse & 3/4" Iron pin, from which a 26"
Red Oak stump bears Ne21=19 We 3.96 vse, and a 27" Red Oak
bears S,76=16 E. 0.65 vs.
East (left) 24470 vs., the center of an X on the SW. face of
a 26" Sweet Gum, which has three hacks on the east face.
East (left) Eﬁ.al vse the center of an X on the NE. face of
a 16" Sweet Gum.
East (left) 24,29 vs, & stake in a stone mound ,from which a
stump hole,end roots of a Pine reference tree to a Deed corner,
bears Ne 3=25 We 2.94 ws., and a 14" Balek Jaek snag bears
Se T6=47 Ee €498 vs., and a 12" Black Jack snag bears N.39=44 E.
9442 va,
East (left) 24,51 vs. & 2" Iron pipe.
Bast (left) 24.62 vs., a 3/4" Iron pin,
East (lrft) 40.98 vs, a stake for Deed corner,from which a
Black Jack snag bears S. 40=00 Ee 5.60 VBe, and the stump of
a Pine peference tree bears Ne35=00 We 4440 vs.
East (left) 17.23 vse a 2" Iron pipe,marked Magnolia. said pipe
is located in an old fence corner.
East (left) 16454 vs. & 2" Iron pipe marked Magnolia,
East (left) 16497 vs. & 3/4" Iron pin marked Shell.
East (left) 20498 vse & 2" Iron pipe marked Magnolia,said pipe
is located in an old fence corner,and from which a 14" Pine
bears S, 2-49 E., 9,59 vs.
The north bank of a branch 2 vs. wide,course southward,(Branch
runs in a marshy bottom )
East (left) 19493 vse & 3/4" Iron pin,merked Shell,and an old
Pine Knot, from which a 33" Wh. Oak bears Se 83=36=30 E. 9447 VSe,
and & 15" WheOak bears N.57=57=30 We3.31 vse
Bast (left) 50417 vse & 2" Iron pipe,the SWe corner of the G. W.
Hooper Survey,(As re-established) from which a 2" Iron pipe bears

Ne 63wl3 We 21469 vss,and a 3/4" Iron pin marked Shell,bears
r Corenilen 95725
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Ne 66=15 We 24473 vse
5130463 <vEe. Crossing the most westerly portion of the North line of the
Henry Hathaway Survey, ( The field note calls of these two
Surveys show an OVERLAP of 5100 vs. as patented)
5161.63 " An "ell" corner of the David Ferguson Survey,as surveyed and
patented;said corner is actually within the boundaries of the
Henry Hathaway Survey.
THENCE: WEST,
442,20 " An "ell" cormer of the David Ferguson Survey,a stake set in the
West boundary line of the Henry Hathaway Survey,from which a
2" x 2" steke (painted white ) bears N. 48=33 W. 14,69 vse,
THENCE SOUTH,
27420 " West,(right) 7.20 vs. a 26" Post Oask, with three hacks on the
west.
253428 " TWest (right) 3,17 vs. a 14" Black Jack, blazed north and souths
434,00 " The place of Beginninggand containing in all 2,659.85 acres of
landjof which there is an OVERLAP of 3,99 acres on the Henry
Hathaway Surveys

In making the investigation of the boundary lines of the G. W,
Heooper Survey, I first consulted the records pertaining to seme;as mentioned
on page 1 of this reports The Hooper Survey calls to begin at it's NW. corner;
which is also called to be the NE. corner of a Survey the bearing trees of which
are marked C,H., and in the South boundary of another Survey,the bearing trees
of which are marked T.N.C. From the place of begimning the field notes call
to go in an anti-clockwise direction . From an investigation of the records it
was determined that the Surveys marked C.H. & T.N.C. were surveys that were
made prior to the Hooper Survey, and were for some reason abandoned,

In beginning my field work on the lines of the Hooper Survey,Il went
to the immediate wicinity of the NW. corner of the Hooper Survey,and made a
thorough search for the cornerifailing to locate even a corner by recognition,
I began a transit surveying investigation from this wvicinity. As in making
surveying investigations of other lines in this area,and to be sure that oil
wells, pipe lines, tank batteries, or wire fences would not cause me trouble

by attracting the needle on the

A f{l
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instrument; I took an observation on Polaris in order to determine a

true course, I then ran southward, taking field note descriptions and
positions of all deed corners and other objects such as branches, creeks
and ete., that might be of help in re-establishing the west boundary line
of the G.W.Hooper Survey. Note: All bearings were read direct from the
plates of the Transit and henee were true bearings. At the distance
called for in the field notes of the G.W.Hooper Survey, for the Southwest
corner of same, and in the vieinity of said southwest corner as evidenced
by occupation and/ur recognition, I made a search for the bearing trees,
nallfggr at the Southwest corner of the said G.W.Hooper Survey, to-wits

A Blackjack 12 inches in diameter S. 68 W. 3.5 varas and a Post Oak 20
inches in diameter 5. 23 E. 17 varas. I found no trace of either of
these trees and continued my line of investigation on in an anti-clockwise
direotion, tying in all objects that might be of use in determining, and
re-establishing the lines of the G. W.Hooper Survey. I continued this
Transgit Survey around the entire Hooper Survey and in the vieinity of each
of the corners I made diligent search for any object or cbjects that might
be used to re-establish said cornmers. In this entire investigation I was
unable to locate any corner called for on the G, W.Hooper Survey in the
field notes of same.

Having completed my Transit investigation I carefully platted
all of my Transit notes on a map, and proceeded to correlate all the
evidence found while making said survey.

Having accurately meandered the various streams called for in
the patented field notes of the G, W.Hooper Survey, I endeavered to place
the West and South lines of the Survey as called for in the original
Surveyor's field notes with reference to creek-crossing calls. I found
that there was one position whish if adopted for the south line of the
G.W.Hooper Survey, would match the creek-crossing calls as given in the
original field notes with a maximum variance of 3.9 varas; this emount

of diserepancy in the called distance was determined by working on the

lrenE) ISV
I



14,

theory that the original Surveyor, Mr. McClelan gave the Creek passing

call at the first bank of the Creek that he came to. Adopting this position

for the South boundary line of the G, W. Hooper Survey I found that it matched

to a very near degree of perfection, the occupation line, i.e. Deed eorners, fence
lines, and an old abandoned road-way, for practically the entire length of the
south boundary line of the Hooper Survey. Thé beraing of this line in an anti-
clockwise direction is N. 89~ 15 E, Tt is found that this is the only position
that can be used for this line and got a close check on the creek-crossing calls,
as well as the other evidence above mentioned, T f£ind that by so placing this line
that the called distance of 4810 vs. fits the cecupation lines intersection

8% the SE.corner of the Hooper Survey, Having determined the position of the

South 1line, I then endeavored to match the creek-crossing call given on the

West boundary line, i. e, 2850 vs. South of the Northwest, or beginning corner.

In doing this I worked on the theory that if there was any discrepancy in dis-
tances on the West line that it would be more apt to be between the NW. corner

and the Creek called for at 3850 vS., than between the Creek and the SW. corner.
There being just a 1little less than 1/4 the distance in which +o make a chaining
error. Investigation disclosed that at 950 vs. North of the SW. corner the line
would intersect the North bank of the creek called for in the original field notes.

Next, I endeavored to by correlation of the various Deed corner
positions and evidences of occupation, determine the bearing of the East line
of the Hooper Survey. I found that in the absence of any object ealled for on
this line in the original field notes of the Survey, that it would have to be
a due North line.

Investigation of Deed corner positions and oceupation evidence
along the North line of the Hooper Survey, showed that this line would have
the bearing of S, 89- 48 W,

Cozerilt 15728
,‘1,/ / 6 R

-



15.

Having determined the bearings of all four lines of the

Survey, I next calculated their points of intersection at all corners.

The following new field notes are made for the Hooper Survey, begimming

at its N W or beginning corner and running in an anti-clockwise direction

as did the original field notes.

NEW FIELD NOTES FOR THE G. W. HOOPER SURVEY

BEGINNING at a 2 inch iron pipe set for the N W. cormer of said G. W.

147 .47 Vs.

789.98 *

1048.55 "

Hooper Survey, from which an o0il well bearing the name of
"Magnolia" No. 1, H. Fenton, bears, N. 35-53 W. 145.43 varas,
another o0il well bearing the name of "Magnolia" No. 2, H.
Fenton, bears, N. 55-15-15 E, 145,00 varas, and another oil
well bearing the name of "Hawkeye" No. 1, H. Fenton, bears
5. 50-16-12 E. 121,67 varas;

THENCE South

West, (right) 23.43 varas, a stone, and a 3/4 ineh iron pin
marked Shell corner, from which a Post Oak bears S. 34-23 E,

17.89 VATaSs

West, (right) 23.9 varas, a stone, and a 3/4 inch iron pin
marked Shell corner, from which a 22 inch Blackjack bears

H. 20=30 E. l.6 Varas.

West, (right) 26.43 varas, 3/4 inch iron bolt, from which a
26 inch Red Oak Stump bears N. 21-19 W. 3.95 varas, and

a 27 inch Red Qak bears 8. 75-18 E. 0.85 varas.

Cozenle) #5727
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1120.72 Vs. West, (right) 25.47 wvaras, center of "X" on SW. face of
a 26 inch Sweet Gum, also three hacks on the East face of

this tree.

1218.35 o West, (right) 27.36 wvaras, the center of an "X" on the

NE. face of a ¥6 inch Sweet Gum, at

1437,93 " West, (right) 25.88 varas, a stake in stone mound, from
which the stump hole and roots of a Pine reference Tree
to this Deed corner bears W. 35-256 W. 2.94 wvaras, and
& 14 inch Blackjack snag (another original reference tree
to this Deed corner) bears S. 76-47 E. 6.98 varas, and A
another Blackjack snag, 12 inches in diameter bears, W.

39-44 E. 9-42 TArass

1916.03 " West, (right) 25.66 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe.
2066, 75 " West, (right) 25.55 varas, 3/4 inch jfon pin.
2384,92 " West, (right) 1.56 varas, to a point in old fence line,

three old fence posts in a line the bearing of whiech is

S+ 0=10=50 E.

2547.63 " West, (right) 9.19 varas, a stake, in original position
for a Deed corner as established from Deed Records, from
which a Blackjack snag with an old "X" on the NW. face
bears 5. 40-00 E. 5.6 wvaras, and stump of original Pine
bearing tree (found beneath the surface of the ground)

bears N. 35=00 W. 4.4 varas.

2552.06 " West, (right) 32.94 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe marked

"Magnolia", said pipe being in an old fence corner.

toeede) ISV30
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2875.84

2877.18

5154.87

4880.81

4035418

4820.85

4821.03

Vrs.

1T

West (right) 33.63 wvaras, a 2 inch iron pipe marked
"Magnolia®.

West, (right) 33.20 varas, a 3/4 inch iron pin marked
"Shelll

West, (right) 29.19 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe marked
"Magnolia®, from which a 14 inech Pine bears S.2-49 E,.
9.59 varas, said iron pipe being located in an old

femce corner.

The north bank of a branch 2 varas in width, general
course of stream south. This is the North bank of the
0ld channel of this stream. At this point good evidence
of the old channel is found, to-wit: a dense Willow
Thicket, and a sand or silt bar. This bar, and Willow
thicket extends South Eastward some 20 varas, and then
makes a swing back south westward into, or connecting
with the present channel of this stream. Note: See

notation on map made a part of this report.

West (right) 30.24 varas, a Pine knot, and 3/4 inch iron
pin marked "Shell), from which a 33 inch White Oak stump
bears, 5.835-36-30 E« 9.47 wvaras, and a 15 inch White Qak

bears, N.57=-57-30 W, 3.31 varas.

West, (right) 22.64 waras, a ﬁ/ﬁ inch iron pin dmarked

"Shell".

West, (right) 19.36 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe.

aiﬁacsfizﬁg vS72]
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4830.81 Vrs. A 2 inch iron pipe set for the South West corner of +he
G. W. Hooper Survey from which a 2 inch iron pipe bears
N. 63-13 W. 21.69 varas, end a 3/4 inch iron pin marked

"Shell", bears N. 66=15 We. 24,73 varass.
THENCE N. 829-15 E.
61.7 " A branch 1 wara wide, course SE.

241,57 "  North (left) 6.59 varas a 25 inch Sweet Gum with two
hacks on the North face.
326434 " North (left) 2.88 weras, center of old road evidence.

793.14 " North (left) 5.07 varas, a 22 inch Red Oak snag with an

"X" on the South face.
1567.03 " South (right) 6.97 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe.

1852.25 " The west bank of a branch 2 varas in width, (6alled for

at 1850 varas by Mr. McClelan) course NE.

1900447 " South (right) 5.06 varas, center of a 21 inch Sweet

Gum marked for a fore & aft tree.
1946,.84 " South (right) 5.66 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe.

1969,00 " North (left) 4.38 varas, a 24 inch Red Oak with three
haeks on the East face.

2237.67 " South (right) 6.99 varas a stske, from which a 12 inch
Sweet Gum bears S. 72-49 E,19.08 varas, a 16 inch Pine
bears 8. 60-11 E. 19.34 varas, and an 8 inch Red Osk

bears N. 81-13 E. 14.39 varas.

{:J?.«‘_'.f;'fﬁ:? 7S 732
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2454.12 Vrs.  The center of o0ld lane and hedge rows, course North.

2817.18 " South (right) 31.23 varas, a 1 inch iron bolt, East

end of a newly built fence.
266743 ™ South (right) 24.99 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe.

S546.1 L The West bank of a creek 6 varas in width (Hawkins

Creek), (called for by Mr. MeClelan at 3350 varas. )

3693.85 " North (left) 13.39 waras, a 2 inch iron pipe marked
"AFO0CO", from which a 14 inch Sweet Gun mérked
"WFOCO", bears N. 32-45 E. 5.4 varas, and a
12 inch Pine marked "A F 0 C O ", bears S. 15-01 E.

507 varas.
4110,48 " North ( left) 9.23 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe from which
a 16 inch Blackjack marked "AFOCO"™ , P, 106, bears

Se 29-15 We 5!5? varas.

4321.96 " South (right) 0.97 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe and a
3/8th inch iron rod.

4331.,39 " South (right) 0.98 varas, a 2 ineh iron pipe.

4613,35 " South (right) 2.75 varas, the center of an old "X"

on the East face of a 235 inch Red Oalk.

4810.00 " The South east corner of the G. W.Hooper Survey.

torenden 95733
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190,66 Vrs.

296.6

482.186

4B6,.6

T25.97

1037.21

1211.14

1299,23

L

a 2 inch iron pipe set for the said SE. corner of the

G. W,Hooper Survey, from which an 0il well bearing the

name of Stanolind No. 4, M. B, Harley, bears N. 44-13 =50 W,
174.22 varas, and g 23 inch Red Oak with an old "X" on the

East face thereof, bears S. 88-08 W. 196.70 wvaras.
THENCE North.

West (left) 3.04 varas, a 23 inch Blackjack, with an "X"

on the West face thereof.

West (left) 4,05 varas, a Drive shaft for a corner,??
West (left) 4.05 varas, a Ford Drive Shaft for corner,
from which a 10 inch Pine stump marked "A F 0 C O " bears
SI 54-43 Ei 15.12 VArasS.

West (left) 2.37 varas, a 2 ineh iron pipe, and a 2 inch x
2 inch Wooden stake (painted white), from which a 10 inch
PinE stlmlp baﬂ.rﬂ Se 64-08 E# 12-94: VETAS,

West (left) 4.24 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe.

East (right) 4.14 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe from which a
19 inch Elm with an "X" on the East face thereof, bears
5. 86=58 W. 1.5 varas.

West (left) 4.95 waras, a 2 ineh iron pipe.

West ( left) 7.95 varas, a 2 ineh iron pipe.
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1919,.88 Vrs.

2157.,16 "
2784,58 ™"
2596.11 "
2597.76 "
2637, 68 "
2873,.1 "
2913,96 %
5027.37 "
3315.16 ¢

2l.

West (left) 0.04 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe from which a
16 inech Post Oak bears N. 2-55 W. 11,95 varas, and a 30
inch Post Oak with an "X" on the Northwest face thereof,

bears S. 34=40 W. 9.32 varas,

East (right) 0.47 wvaras, an 18 inch Pine with an "X" on

the West face thereof.

West,(left) 8.94 varas, & 1 1/4 inch iron pipe from which
an 8 ineh Oak stump bears N. 18-08 W. 4.5 wvaras, and a

7 inch oak stump bears S. 7-18 W. 6.34 waras.

West (left) 6.48 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe from which
a 16 inch pine with an "X" on the Northwest face thereof,

bears N. 81-19 E, 1.84 vyaras.

West (left) 8.59 varas, a 1 inch iron pipe from which
a 16 inch Pine with an "X" on the Northwest face theredf

bears S. 70=30 E. 4.12 varas.

West (left) 7.81 waras, a 1 1/4 inch iron pipe.

West (left) 6.21 varas, a 1/1/4inch iron pipe.

West (left) 6.76 varas, a 1 1/4 inch iron pipe, from
which a 16 inch burned Pine with an "X" on the North face

thereof, bears S. 2-07 E. 3.21 varas.

West (left) 6.31 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe.

West (left) 5.46 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe, and a

1 1/4 ineh iron pipe.

s it A 72
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3365.2 Vrs.

3807.53 "

4044.23 "

4784.63 "

24845 i

1071.46 "

1273, 8 "

1326.41 =

2587 .66 "

33559.8 i3

22.

West (left) 5.34 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe.

Bast (right) 8.9 varas, a 1 1/4 inch iron pipe.

East (right) 6.08 varas, a 2 ineh iron pipe.

A 2 inch iron pipe set for the North east corner of the

said G. W.Hooper Survey, from which an oil well bearing

the neme of3um 0il Company Ne. 2, J. T. Loden, bears

S. B80-06815 E. 224, 73 waras, and another oil well bear-
ing the name of Sabinagé 0il Corporstion Ne. 1, "C", T.M.

Collins, bears S, 44-14-08 W. 161.91 varas.

THENCE 5. 89-48W.
South (left) 0.49 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe.

North (right) 2.89 varas, a 2 x 4 stake, on North edge

of road-way,

South (left) 4.72 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe center line of
Road-way from which a Birch with an "X" on the Southwest
face thereof, bears N. 34-09 E, T.42 waras, and a 12

inch Sweet Gum with an "X" on the Northeast face thereof,

bears 8. 51-23 W. 11,95 varas.
A branch 6 varas wide, course southerly.
South (left) 10,83 waras, a 2 inch iron pipe.

North (right) 5.98 varas, a "Shell" stake, said stake being

located at a fence intersection.
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3803.78 Vrs. A 1 inch iron bolt on line, from which a 10 inch Post
Oak with an "X" on the North east face thereof, bears
S. 28=02 W. 7.58 varas. Beginning of evidence of old

road extending westward.
4221.78 " Center of High-way course Southwest.
4314,75 " On line,beginning of old Rail fence, extending westward.

4809.61 " The place of begiming, and containing in all 4095.92
acres of land. Note: Original field notes of the G.W.

Hooper Survey purport to inclose 4089.71 acreé of land.

Having located and smccurately run the lines of both the Ferguson
and Hooper Surveys, I next turned my attention to the Records of the Henry
Hathaway Survey. We find from a certified copy of the Henry Hathaway Sur=-
vey as of record in the General Land Office, Austin, Texas; that this
Survey was made by the same Hugh McClelan, District Surveyor, for Shelby
County, Texas, that ran the G.W. Hooper Survey. Mr. McClelan dated these
field notes, i. e. the field notes of the Henry Hathaway Survey, the 7th
day of November, 1838. At the place of beginning, we find a portion of
these notes scratched through; but it is definitely known that they began
on the West line of the William Robertson Survey, and at the Southeast cor-
ner of the G. W.Hooper Survey. The notes are run in a clock-wise direction.
The first call in these notes is South with the west boundary line of the
said Willian Robertson Survey, 846 varas, to a stake for the NE. cornmer
of the W. H. Castleberry Survey;

THENCE West
1540 Vrs. a streem 6 varas wide flowing southwardly.

4750 "  Cherokee Trace.
5250 "  Third corner, a stake from which N.10 E. a Fost Oak 12 inches
in diameter, 7 varas distant, and N. 35 E. a Pine 36 inches

in diameter, 10 varas distant, marked J K & W H C.
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THENCE North
485 Vrs. A stake in the South boundary line of ancother Survey,
the bearing trees of which are marked C H; from which
N. 70 E. & Pine 14 inches in diameter 35 varas distant,
N. 70 W. a Hickory € inches in Diameter 35 varas distant,
marked J K.
THENCE East
440 " Crossing second trace (evidently second erossing of Cherokee
Trace) to fifth corner, a stake from which N. 30 E. a Pine
24 inches in diameter 8.5 waras distant, and North. 14 W. a Pine
24 inches in dismeter, 14.5 varas distant, marked C H and J K.
THENCE North with the East boundary line of said Survey
361 wvaras to sixth corner, a stake from which 8. 56 E.
a Red Oak 12 inches in diameter 18 wvaras distant, and
S. 23 E. a Post Qak 10 inches in diameter, 17 waras dis-
tant, marked J K and G W He
THENCE East
3350 " A stream 5 varas wide flowing Sowuth, continuing on with
the south boundary of said Survey marked G W H in all

4810 varas to the place of begimning.

Particular attention is ecalled to the beari ng tree calls
at the Hathaway Survey most westerly southwest cormer. In these notes
i. e. the Hathaway notes we find a call for a 12 inch Post QOak N. 10
E+ 7 varas, and a 36 inch Pine N. 35 E. 10 waras. At the N W corner
of the W. H.Castleberry Survey we find a call for a Post Oak N. 10 E.
6.4 varas and a Blackjack 3. 53-30 E. 20.8 wvaras, both marked WHC.
At the SE. or begimning corner of the David Ferguson Survey, as surveyed
by Thomas De Brooks, in December 1849, We find a call for 14 inch Post
Oak N. 25 E. 6.2 waras snd a Blackjack 10 inches in diameter, 5. 54-30 E.
22.4 waras., It will be noted that in the field notes of each of the
junior surveys, i. e. the Hathaway and the Ferguson Surveys, that the
Surveyors in each instance called for the NW corner of the W H Castle-

berry survey; and by the calls given in each set of field notes it would
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naturally appear that these three sets of field notes, i. e. the
Castke berry, Ferguson and Hathaway Surveys had a common cormer at
this point.

The next point to which attention is called is the Westerly
Northwest corner of the Hathaway Survey. At this point the 3urveyor,
Mr. McClelan, called for the corner to be in the South boundary line
of a survey the bearing trees of which are marked C H; and then stated
that at least one of the bearing trees for this corner was marked J K.
In the field notes he themn goes East at 440 varas crossing second Trace
to fifth corner and ealls for a stake for a corner from which a 24 inch
Pine bears W. 30 E. 8,5 wvaras, and a 24 inch Pine bears N. 14 W. 14.5
varas, marked C H & J K. By the bearing trees of this corner being mark-
ed J K and C H it is evident that he made this "ell" corner of the Hatha-
way Survey on a corner of the abandoned survey, the bearing trees of which
are marked J K; and possibly the corner of an abandoned survey, the
bearing trees of which were marked C H.

Reference is here again called to the corner of the Ferguson
Survey as surveyed by the surveyor, Broocks, in 1849; wherein he called
for the Southwest corner of a League, the bearing trees of which are
marked W H. At this corner of the Ferguson Survey he made an indirect
call for the line of a Survey the bearing trees of which were marked J K.
By the bearing trees called for by the surveyor, Brooks, at this corner,
i. e« a Pine 18 inches in diameter bears E. 2.6 varas and a Pine 24
inches in dliameter bears S. 15 E. 4 varas; we know definitely that the
corner above deseribed was not a common corner with the one described
by Mr. McClelan in his survey of the Hathaway Survey. For where Mr.
MeClelan called for a corner of the line of the Survey, the bearing trees
of whieh are marked J E, Mr. Brooks made his corner somewhere West of
the corner of this abandoned survey marked J K, by reason of his merely
calling for a corner in the line of said Survey and not the corner of

sald Survey.

' 3
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The only other Patented Survey in this area that purports to

give definite commecting ties to the lines or corners of the Hooper Survey,

is the Survey made for Williem King. The field notes of the King Survey were
made by G. W. Hooper; and were dated May 10, 1838, In another certificate on
these field notes Mr. Hooper states that the survey has been made since the lst.
day of February, 1838. This gives rise to the question of why the date of the
field notes was made May 10, 1838; when by the other certificate of the Surveyor
the survey had been made since the lste. day of February, 1838. The following

analysis gives the answer to this question.

The field notes of the William King Survey are here recited.
Begimning at the 5We cormer of a Survey marked L W, a stake from which a R.0.
26" brs. S.10E. 12 vs.,and & B.0. 15" brs. N.20 W. 10 vs. , both marked L W,
THENCE: Easty; 5000 vs. with the South boundary of L W Survey, to a stake from
which a Pine 15" bra. Nu73 We 3 vs., and a Hickory 10" brs. N.86 E. 2 vs., both
marked T W Ce.

THENCE: South, 5000 vs. intersected the North boundary of a Survey marked
GWH at a stake from which a Pine 33" brse N. 73 We 10 vs., and a Hickory

10" brse Se17 We 18 vse, both marked TN C

THENCE: West, with the North boumdary line of G W H Survey, at 65 vse crossing
a bayou 3 wvs. wi de, rumming south, at 3600 wvs. passing the NW, corner of G WH
Survey, at 4650 ws. crossing Cherckee Trail, and at 5000 vs, to a stake from
which a Red Oak 14" brs. Ne 65 We 2 vsSe, and & Post Oak 15" brse Ne 87 Wi & vse
both marked T N Ce

THENCE: North, at 4050 vs. erossing Znd. Cherokee Trail, and at 5000 ws. to
the place of begimming.

From the field notes of the King Survey we find that three of it's
corners were marked for corners of another Survey marked T W C. The only way
that this could have been brought about was for the William King Survey field
notes to have been adopted from the field notes of a previcusly made Survey
which had been abandoned. This was quite evidently the case;and the Survey
that had been ebandoned was the T N C Surveys Therefore the King Survey cover=-
ed the abandoned T N C Survey im it's entirety.

By reference to the field notes of the G, W. Hooper Survey,we know
that the common line of the Hooper, end King Surveys is actually the South

boundary line of the abandoned T N C Burvey.

Cozen Lﬁ"’.«' S ?'};’Q
A Q- ?



27

Having explained on page 11 of this report how the North boundary line
of the G.W.Hooper Burvey was loecated on the ground, the same method was used in
locating the SE. corner of the William Eing Survey. The SE. corner of the King
Survey was placed in the north boundary line of the G. W. Hooper Survey, as
called for,and at a point 65 vs. east of the bayou called for in the King Survey
field notess I ran a line of investigation westward on the bearing previously
determined, i. @+ Se 89-48 W, and at 3600 vs. mede & search for the NWe. corner
of the G. W. Hooper Survey. From evidence previously obtained in making the
corrected survey of the G. W. Hooper Survey, as previously related in this re-
port, it was evident that the passing call of 3600 VSe,a8 called for in the King
Survey field notes, was in error. I continued the line of investigation west-
ward; and at 5000 vs. made a search for the SW. corner of the King Survey, i. e.
the SWe corner of the T N C Survey. At this point no evidence was found.

Th e line of invaaﬁigatiun was continued westward to the imnmr corner of the

David Ferguson Survey, i. e. the SWe corner of the J. R. Wadkina Survey,as iden-

tified by Mre We Co Elms. The distance from the SE. sorner of the King Survey

as established, to the SWe corner of the Wadkins as identified by Mr. Elms, was
found to be 5592, 72 ws.

A further investigation of the records of the adjoining Surveys
was madejand the following facts were reveslede
1 ste The William King Survey extended to the western-most extremity of the

T N C Survey as evidenced by the Pield notes of the King Survey.

2 nde In the year 1849, Mr, Those De Brooks surveyed the David Ferguson
Surveye. In the field notes of the Ferguson Survey by Mr. Brooks, he
called to go East 390 vse from the most northerly NWe corner of the
Ferguson Survey,and interseoct the West line of the William King Surveys
The West line of the Ferguson Survey as surveyed by Mrs Brooks can be
identified, and has been positively identified on the ground at the
present times The call distance of 390 ws. East from this line is with=
in 8,06 vss of the line that is recognized as the West line of the J, R.
Wadkins, and the Henry Alsup Surveyse Continuing the investigation of
the records a comparisén of the field notes of the William King, and the
Je Re Wadkins Surveys was made. From this comparison it was found that
in the field notes of each Survey, ie e. the King, and Wadkins Surveys,
the SWe corne r of the T N C Survey was specifically called fors i. e
The SWe corner of the Eing Survey calls for the SW. corner of the T N ¢
Survey, and the SW. corner of the Wadkins Survey calls for the §W. corner
of the T N C Survey,
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The foregoing statement is substantitated by the calls in the
field notes ¢f the King Survey, at it's SW. corner, i. e. a Red
Oak 14" brs. Ne 66 We 2 vSe, and a Post Oak 15" brs. Ne 87 Wo 4 v8.;
and the ecalls at the SW, cormer of the Wadkins Survey, i. o, a Red
Oak brse Ne 56 We 4 vs., and a Post Oak brse Ne 87 We 4 vs. In each
instance the trees are called to be marked T N Co The variance in
the ecall for the Red Oak was evidently brought about by a trans-
position of the figures six and five, and by mis-reading the oalled
distance to the trees It will be noted that Mr. Hooper made a figure
two that was quite similar to a figure fourj;and Mr. Glasco evidently
took the figure two to be a figure four.

S rde Comparing the following field notes amd their dates, i. e, the King
Survey, May 10, 1838, the Ferguson Survey, ( As surveyed by Mr. Thos.
De Brooks ) Dee. 26, 1849, and the Wadkins Survey, March 5, 1858, we
find the following: The William King Survey is actually the T N C Sur=-
vey renamede The David Ferguson Survey field notes (By Brooks) calls
for the west line of the William King Survey,and for the SW. corner of
the King Survey. When the Wadkins Survey was mﬂ.l:lnan;II it called for the
immer corner of the Perguson Survey as it!'s SW. corner. In writing these
field notes Mre. Glasco also called for the bearing trees at the SW. cor=-
ner of the Wadkins to be marked T N C . The bearing trees ealled for at
the SEe corner of the Wadkins Survey are not the same trees called for
at the W, corner of the King Survey.

4 the Sumning up the record evidence as set out in the foregoing statements,
we find:
The Je Re Wadkins Survey was laid over a portion of the William King
Surveys;and is in fact an overlap in it's entirety,on the William
King Surveys. Thus the original south line of the William King Survey
is found to be actually 5598,78 vs. in length. The call distance is
5000 vs., Considering this desorepancy in the total length of the south
line of the King Survey;it is certainly inconsistent to consider the
passing call of 3600 vs. as being of a locative nature in locating the
NW. corner of the G. W. Hooper.Survey.

Of the evidence as recorded, the William King Survey field notes
supply the only definite means of locating the abandoned Survey the bearing
trees of which are marked TN C .
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To be sure that no recored evidence would be over-looked in
treating the matter at hand, a thorough search was made of the County
records of Shelby, and Nacogdoches Counties; and of the Archives of the
Generel Land Office,Austin, Texas,

From the foregoing treatment of the record, and physical evidence,
it is evident that the Ferguson, and Hooper Surveys have never had a common
line.

CONCLUSION

Having med e the foregoing examination of the record evidence,
and having actually surveyed all the lines of the G. W. Hooper Survey, and

the David Ferguson Survey, my conclusion is as f6llows:

1 st. That the above mentioned Surveys do not have a common line at

any point.

2 nd. That there does exist a tract of wacant land lying and being
situated between the following Surveys: boumded on the East by
the Go W, Hooper, and Henry Hathaway Surveys, and on the West by
the David Fergusoh Survey, and on the South by the Henry Hathaway
Survey, and on the North by the William King Survey.
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Field notes of a tract of vacant land lying and being situated
between the following Surveys: bounded on the East by the G. W, Hooper and
Henry Hathaway Surveys, and on the West by yht David Ferguson Survey, on the
South by the Henry Hathaway Survey, and on the North by the William King
Survey; and being about S, 20 E. ten miles from the town of Gilmer and being
in Gregg and Upshur Counties,Texas, and being more particularly described
as follows to-wit:

BEGINNING at the WW. corner of the G. W. Hooper Survey,a 2" Iron pipe
for corner,from which an 0il Well bearing the name of "Magnelia®
Ne. 1, He Fonton, bears Ne 35-53 We 145443 v8., another 0il Well
bearing the name of "Magnolia" No. 2, H. Fenton, bears Ne55=15-15E.
145.00 vse,and another 0il Well bearing the name of "Hawkeye"
No. 1, He Fonton, bears S. 50=16=12 E. 121,67 vs.

THENCE s South

147447  vs.West,(right) 23.43 vs. a stone and a 3/4" iron pin marked
"Shell™ corner,from which a Post Oak bears S. 34=23 E. 17.69
V8.

789498  vse West,(right) 23,90 vse a stone and a 3/4" iron pin marked
"Shell" corner,from which a 22" Black Jack bears N.20=30 E,
1.5 vs.

1048.55 vws. West,(right) 26443 vse a 3/4" iron bolt,from which a 26" R.0e
stump bears Ne 21=19 We 3496 vSe, and a 27" Re 0. boears
Se 75=16 Ee 0465 vwse

1120,72 " West,(right) 25.47 vs. the center of an X on the SW. face of
a 26" Sweet Gum, also three hacks on the East face of this
trea,

1218433 " West,(right) 27.36 vse the center of an X on the NE. face of
a 16" Sweet Gume

éazcxy£Zif =rd
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1437.93 Vrs. West, (right) 25.88 varas, a stake in stone -mound, from

1916.03 "
2066.75 "
2384.,92 "

2547.63 "

2562.,06 "

2873.84 "

2877.,18 "

3154.87 "

3880.81 "

which the stump hole and roots of a Pine reference Tree
to this Deed corner bears N. 3-25 W. £.94 waras, and
a 14 inch Blackjack snag (another original reference tree
to this Deed corner) bears S. 76-47 E. 6.98 varas, and
another Blackjack snag, 12 inches in diameter bLears, N.
39-44 E. 9,42 varas,
West, (right) 25.66 varas, a 2 inch irom pipe.
West, (right) 25.55 varas, 3/4 inch irom pin.
West, (right) 1.56 varas, to a point in old fence line,
three old fence posts in a line the bearing of which is
3. 0-10-50 E.
West, (right) 9.19 varas, a stake, in original p&sition
for a Deed corner as established from Deed Records, from
which a Blackjack snag with an old "X" on the NW. face
bears S. 40=00 E. 5.5 varas, and stump of original Pine
bearing tree (found beneath the surface of the ground)
bears N. 55-00 W. 4.4 vVaras.
West, (right) 32.94 varas, a 2 inch pipe marked
"Magnolia", said pipe being in an old fence cormer.
West, (right) 33.63 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe marked
"Magnolia".
West, (right) 33.20 varas, a 3/4 inch iron pin marked
"Shell™.
West, (right) 29.19 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe marked
"Magnolia", from which a 14 inch Pine bears S. 2-49 E.
9.59 weras, said iron pipe being located in an old
fence corner.
The north bank of a branch 2 varas in width, general
course of stream south. This is the North bank of the
old channel of this stream. At this point pood evidence

of the old channel is found, to-wit: a dense Willow
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Thiecket, and a sand or silt bar. This bar, and Willow
Thieket, extends South eastward some 20 varas, and then
makes a swing back south westward into, or commecting
with the present channel of this stream. Note: see

notation on map made a part of this report.

4033,18 Vrs.West, (right) 30.24 varas, a Pine knot, and 3/4 inch iron

pin marked "Shell", from which a 33 inch White Oak bears
8. B3-36-30 E. 9,47 varas, and & 15 inch White Qak bears

Ne 5T7=5T7=30 W. 3.31 varas.

4820.85 " West, (right) 22.64 varas, a 3/4 inch iron pin marked

"Shell™,

4821,03 " West, (right) 19.36 varas, a 2 inch iron pipe.

4830,.,81 "

A 2 ineh iron pipe set for the South West corner of the
G. W.Hooper Survey from which a 2 ineh iron pipe bears
N. 63-13 W. 21.69 varas, and a 3/4 inch iron pin marked
"Shell" bears N. 66-=15 W. 24,73 varas.

Continuing onuSouth a totel distance of 5132.03 varas,

8 stake set for the Southeast corner of this unsurveyed area, and

the "ell"™ corner of the Henry Hathaway Survey.

THENCE :

THENCE :

West, with and on the southerly north boundary line of

the Henry Hathawmy Survey, at 50.17 varas, a stake

set in the line of the said Henry Hathawsy Survey, for

the Southwest corner of this unsusveyed area; and said

stake for corner being also set in the most easterly

East boundary line of the David Ferguson Survey;

North, with and on the most easterly boundary line of the said

David Ferguson Survey, 5130.63 varas, to the Northeast corner

Counilin 9S24
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e

of the said David Ferguson Survey, and the Northwest corner
of this unsurveyed area, a large pine stake for cormer,from
which an 0il Well bearing the name of "Magnolia™ No. 1,

He. Fenton, bears Ne. 16-23=-30 W, 124,28 vs., another 0il
Well bearing the name of "Magnolia" Noe 2, H. Fenton, bears
Ns 63=-36 Es 189,03 ws., and another 0il Well bearing the
name of "Hawkeye" No. 1, H. Fenton, bears S. 62=01 E,

162,77 va.

N, 88-24-19 E, 504192 vs, to the place of begimning, sontaining
in all 45,6013 acres of land.

Variation: §9-37' Bast

NOTE:
A1]1 bearings taken from a True Meridian established

by a Polar (bservation.

Ce W. Delaney Transitman

Robt. Browning )
Clyde Thompson 5
E Chainmen
Ce W. Hiclman )
3
Je. M. Cummins }

Surveyed October 18th. to December 29th.,1934, and January

3rde to May 1st.,1935

G 5 é@’ﬁﬂ' ¥, Licdnzed State

Oszerlot 957957
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CERTIFICATE

I, M. H. Hackney, e Licensed State Land Surveyor, in and for
the State of Texms, do hereby certify that all of the foregoing field
notes were compiled from data obtained from an actual survey made on the
ground by me; and that said survey was made according to Law, and that
all monuments,courses, and distances, are truly and correctly deseribed

to the best of my lmowledge.

All courses herein given were determined from s meridian
base line,established by a Polar Observation made by mejand all distances
are given as the result of having measured the distances twiece,using plumb-
bobs for chaining over uneven terrain,and teking the mean average of the

two distances obtained.

WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL this the 3rd. day of May, 1935 A. D.

M. He Eﬂ.;kney , é@gﬂj&tﬂ rvayur

Ro¥ad S Kideh M. MH\\/./
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