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at 4 mi.,a P.O. 12 in.in dia. brs. N.10 1/z W. 17 l/z vs. : at & mi.
320 vs. pass 143 vs. W. of the S.W. ecor. of State section 10; at 4 ml,
685 vs. the . iine of sa.d Sur., N0.28,145 vs. w. of the N.E. cor. and
455 vs. k. of the N.W. cor. of the same; ai 4 mi. 74z vs. & Dranch;
at 4 mi. 1805 vs. & Bruncn;, &t ® mi. & Stone Mound: &t o mi.,ld0 Vs,
hrancn, ai O milW, 869 vs. the 5. line of the David Sileriggs Sur,. Ho.
.:‘.4.- 2102 vss W. of the #.E. cor. of the same; 145 vs. w. of the N.E.
Lor. 0f the Comitillo Colony diteh Cu. Sur. aia 868 vs. E. oi the h.W.
gor..of the same,being the N.E. cor. of the Jaues Osbura sSur. No.lld;
at Bmi. a P.0. 14 ig.in dia. Lrs, N.24 Lfs Be 24 9;10.98,. do. <0 insR

in dig. ors. $.59 W.56 6/10 vs.; ai 6 mi. 10U8 Vs. the S. vank,lUdd Vs

> yank of Cold Spring Branch; at 6 mﬂ 1548 vs. a Rocky Rldra'
at ? mi. a sione moumd of white rocks, mh,uce a uuLur&i Stone Mouhd of
white rocks ors. N.4l 1/2 E.27 1/2 vs. & L.0. 18 in.ia dia. brs. N,
S0 1/4 W. 7o vs.; at § m. & Stone Mound on the 5. euge 01 & large
flat rock on the N. side of a hiph hill; at 8 mi. ©57 vs. the S, lime
of the John Begley Leugue and Laver Sur. No. 4,480 vs. B. of tue S.W.
cor. and 2243 vs. W. of the S.k. cor. of the same; &t 9 mi.wa L.O.

i5 dgi. in dia. brs. kE.1 610 vs. a do,l< in.in dia.brs. S.78 1fa W,

4 2/10 vs.; at 10 mi. & P.0. 14 in.in diu.Drs. N.OR k. 12 %8, mos: 16

‘in.in dia.brs. S.20 W. 16 7/10 vs. ; at 1l mi. & P.0. 12 in.in dia.

brs. S.A9E. 8 aflu vs,,do. 1z iu.in dia. ors. S.56 W. 6 8/10 vs.; at
12 mi. & P.0¢ 12 iu.in dia.brs. N.66 1/z W. 19 ¥s.,a B.J. 20 in.in dia
brs. N.45 1/2 E, 26 9/10 vs; at 15 mi. a L.O. 18 ia.in dia.brs. N.7 W.
15 1/10 vs. do. 18 in.ia dia brs. N.77 #. 18 4/1lu vs.; at 14 mi. &
Evlli 25 114..1;1 dia.ors. N.3z Lf= E.8 3f/1u vs.,do, lo in.io dia,brs.
N.VL 1/2 . &% 7/10 vs.; at 14 mi. 2duz vs. & Road; at 14 mi., 452 vs.
the 5. vank ,468 vs. the N.bank of Indian Spring Creek; at 14 mi., 721
vs. & poimtoon the S. bank oi ihe Llano River,whenbe we Tran a con-
neeting lins up theriver with iis maﬁnderxfﬂ.za.erau—va,T-Enmnae
N.58 W.bo0 vs. the N.W. cor. oi the John Begley Sur., From ine same
point on the 5. bank of the River we ran a conneciing line aown the
River,witi its meunders; S.76 1/z E.816 vs. Thence East 1140 vs.
Phenoe Ni 74 lja &. 79 vs. the N.B. cor. of suid Begley Survey; at 14
1% S ihe 5. edge oi ihe water in the Llano River; at 14 mi.395
(5. Lhe N.edpe of the sase; at 14 mi. lUl7 vs. & point on the N.bank

- pi said River whenee ihe S.E.cor. of the A.Leifeste Sur. NO.7l06 Drs.

5,70 1/2 kE.D4& vs. the S.w.cor. of said Sur. brs. N.70 l/2 W. 420-Vi.
at 14 od. 1044 vs. tue Llano and Mason Roauj; at lb mi. a L.u.30 ip.in
uig.brs. N.18 K. Bo ¥vs.; at 19 md %658 vs. the S.vank,b04 vs.ihe N.
pank oi Sandy Creek; at 15 mi. 570 vs. cross two large rocks,the N,
oue mkd. on k. side L € ; at 15 @iy 720 vs. the N. line of sald NO.716

&7 vs. 4. of the N.k.oor. and 397 vs.n. of the N.W.cor. of the sune;

al 1o mi. 1320 vs. the N.iine- of the Carl Ricuter Sur. No.715,315 vs.
W. of the N.E. cor. and 396 vs. b.0of ‘the N.wW.cor,oi ihe sampe;at 1o mi.
1620 vs. pass 393 vs.»wW. of the N,wW. cor. oi the a.Leifssie Sur. No.
7is anu 515 vs. W. 01 the N.W. cor.of the HiHonig Sur.No.71%; at 16 mi
w LeGyv 34 10.i0 uid.0rs. b.;& Pl Bk sl BdvilBaido. S40 V5. bR . 1106

“pf the Christian Wieceman Sur. 1Ul4 vs. w. ol the N.B.cor. and 392 vs.

k. of the N.W.cor. of the same; at 16 wi.,1:25 Vs. & Branen ; at 16 ml
1351 vs. the S. line @i Johan alsenz Sur. NO.255,30 vs.W. 0i the S.h.
cor.and 875 vs.5. of the S.W.gor.of the same,and 1015 vs.w.of the S5.bh.
cor.ok the Peter Hundhausen Sur.No.g56; at 17 mi. a stone mound; at 17
mi.386 vs., a Braaneh ; at 17 mi. 438 vs. the N.line 01 sald Sur. No. <90
4% vs.W. of the N.B co¥.ana 955 vs. E. of the N.W.cor. of the same;

at 17 mi. 563 vs. a branch; at 17 mi. 1435 vs. the N.line oi the Johan
Alsenz Sur. ix0.268,49 vs.w. of the N,b.cor.aud 986 vs.k.of the N.W.cor

‘01 the same and 1029 vs.w.of the S.E.cor.of the T.& N.O.R.R.Co. Sur.

N0.29; &at''l8 mi. & China Stake brs.bkasi 1o yards from whicn stake a
P.0.14 in.iu dia.brs.N.1 1/2 E.21 3/10 vs.do.l4 ia.ia dia.prs.S.70 W.

L /10 vs.; at 18 mi. 270 vs. & Branou ; at 1o mi. 1543 vs.the N. line
of sdiu Sur: No. 29,104 vs. W. oi the N.E,cor.and 9% ﬁ:l&'ﬁf Y84 1m0

Nt uur.uf the smme; at 19 i, & B.d-. 14 in.lio
-
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VS8.,a BeO.l4 in.i0 dl..LrS.N.O lja W. 2& 7/10 vs.; at 19 m. oub Vs,
the S. bank and 684 vs.tne N.vank o BElm Creek; at 13 imi., 617 vs.the
j.line of the Stephen bapl Sur.No.«99,1004 vs. W. 01 the N,k.COI.ald
927 vs.E.0f the N.vw.cor. of the same; al 1¥ mi. 900 vs. tne foot ot a
Rocky hill; at 19 mi. 1633 vs.the N.line of the Stepheu Dahl Sur.NoO.
60,1086 vs.N.0f lhe N.b.cor.and YuUs vs. E.of the N.W.cor.of the same;
at U mi. & elump oi three Black Jacks bears N.4&7 W, lo b/10 vs. &
Ledge of Rocks brs.N.20 1/ k.42 ljz vs.; at ap mi.,lub& vs.the N.line
0i Ti& N.0.R.R.C0.5ur.No.cd,us marked, 1083 vs.hN.87 34 W,0f the N.k.
eor.of the same and 909 vs.S5.87 5/4 Luai the N.W.cor.: at 21 mi.a P.O.

wafﬂwwwmmm E.16 610 vs. do.8 in. in dia.brs.S.55 W.

21 1/2 vs.; at 21 mi. 828 vs. the lop of & ridge ; at 2i mi.lol8 vs.
the N.line oi the Theodore Noeike Sur.No.z6l 1078 vs.N.87 l/z W. 01

the N.E.eor.and 914 vs.S.87 1/2 E.of the N.W. cor.of the same; at 2l
@i, 1623 vs.pass 19 vs.west of the S.E.cor.of the J.W.Echols Sur.No. 14;
at <2 mi.,a P.0. 1i in.in dja.brs.N.3 1/4 E.1l 2/10 vs.; do.l4 in.in
dia.brs,. 5.4 L/a W.17 1/2 vs.; &t 22 mi. 214 vs.tne N.line of said
Eeuols survey,l6 vs.S.8s W.oi the N.L.cor.and 905 vs.N.B8 E.of the
N.W. ecor.oi the samne; al 2o mi. 702 vs. tne M.line o1 the U.F.Uwen
Sur.No.11,16 vs.S5.88 W.0i the N.k.cor.und 947 vs.K. 88 E.of the N.W.cor
ox Lhe aame ,268 vs.v. of the i.line oi T.C.Ry.Co.Sur.no. l,and 1392 vs.

E.0f ihe W.line of the same; at 23 mi. & large rock brs. S.40 W.13 &/ 10

vs. . & large boulder brs.S.8% l/z ,57 2/10 vs.; al 28 mi.,75& vs. the

N, Llne of said Sur.No.l,z7:2 va.n.e; the t.o.cor.and 1388 vs.E.o0f the
N.W.cor. of the same,t669 vs.E.oi the N.W.cor.oi the old r.Richter Sur.
NO.&,R0w iorieited aud VU9 vs.h.01 the S.W.cor:of ithe T.H.Miller K.
nalf of section 123 at 23 mi. 1296 vs.the top of Turkey Roost Mountain«
&l 2& mi,a P.0. 10 ia.1n di&.ors. S.74 lja W40 8/10 V5.,00.0r3.N.10 k.

W. oi the ‘N.E.cor.oi the same and 669 vs. 1 the S.W.cor.of the uirien
Maelsen Sur.No.8: 20 mi.Station in ﬂEuﬂlE‘h tlelu, at 20 mi. 094 vs.
tne u.Liine of said Sur.nNo.6,299 vs.w.or the N.E.cor.and 72z vs.k.oi
the N.W.eor. of the same 704 ws.ik.of the W.iine o1 the Thos. Berry Sur.
25 mi., 1440 vs.the S.pank, 1512 vs.the N.bank 0i San sfernando Creek;

25 mi. 1664 vs.the N.line of said Thos.Berry Sur. 299 vs. W.oi the
N.E.cor.and 714 vs.k.of the N.W.cor.of the same; <0 mi. on large mat-
ural stone mdund ; du mi. 607 vs.the h. line of the ueo¢.Hendrix Sul.
291 vs.W.of the N.E.cor.and 729 vs.k.of the N.W.cor.of the same,z39 Vs
W.ol the S.E.cor.and 1749 vs.E.of the S.W.cor.of the G.C.& S.¥.R.R.Co.
Sur.No. 1,27 mi. Station in Hiwdon’s field; at &7 mi. 756 vs. ihe N,
line oi b&ld Sur.No.l,%42 vs.W.or the N.k.cor.and 1707 vs.k.of the
N.W.cor.of the same,679 vs.E.of a cor.of the Charles Johason Sur,,at .
27 mi. 1794 vs.the S.line of the Jesse Wallase Sur.No.721,593% vs.W.0i
the S.b.cor.and 628 vs.E,of the S.W.cor.of the same; at aa mi. & P.D.
14 in.in dia.0rs.5:74 B 21 1/2 vs.a L.0.11 in.in dia.brs.sS.oo ¥

20 &flu vs.; at 28 mi. 500 vs.the Lluno and Brady City Road ; at -8

i 841l vs.the N.line 0f said dalliace Sur.4UU VS.i.01 the N.E.c0r..nd
791 vs.k,0f the N.W.cor.of the same, 793 vs.h.oi the S.W.cor.of the
Wegsel Meyer Sur.No.15:; 29 mi.Station in Caswiness®) orchard ; at 29 mi.
708 vs.the N.W.oor.oi Llano Co.and N.E.cor.or iMason county as fixed by
Stitn and Stapleton,a large sione mound,whence & fl.t rogk in a dry
Ravine brs.N.4 E.18 &/10 vs.a B.J.stump brs.sorth 29 1/2 vs.a B.J.ors.
N.4 1/4 k.19 vs.,the L.line of said Sur. No,18 brs.kast 579 vs.and the
N.line urs.horth 222 vs,

Survey completed June 13th.1894.

Bearing trees( and some of the line trees) on the k.side of the line
mkd,L.C ,on the W.side of the line M C. Some 0f the mile mounds mkd.
M C and L C with the fisures denoting the number Of miles from the
peginning point. Line irees usually mkd.with vlaze and iwo hacks avove
and two vedow. Variatiocn of Co. Llne 101 first 8 miles where there

Sesmeq to be no. local attiraction a° 45 | 8

, 44 mi.,560 vs. ine ﬁu&mw ‘said feH.Mllier Sur.27 vs.
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