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JAMES W. BYRON
COUNTY BURVEYOR

PHONE 672-3311
EXTENSION 2B

COUNTY OF DOUGLAS

OFFICE OF THE SURVEYOR
ROSEBURG, OREGON

April 5, 1967

HISTORY OF SEARCH FOR % CORNER TO SECTIONS 4 and 9, T.25S., R. IW.

I, James W. Byron, looked for this corner on December 28, 1966, at the
request of Tom Shrum as he had recently found possible scribe marks on
a small chinquapin tree.

I do not believe the chinquapin is a bearing tree for the  corner or >
the corner tree as called for inthe original notes for the following

reasons:-

l. There is some doubt the marks observed on this date
are actually scribe marks.

2. Record calls for the corner tree to be 4" diameter in
1900, We find this tree to be 2! diameter at this time.

3. Record calls for the corner tree to be marked "% S" on
north and "S 9" on south face. The marks we find face
northwest and no other marks nor axe work was found.

L. We could not get a good ring count, but it does appear
the chinquapin is not old enough to be an original

5. We find a chinquapin reasonably close to the position
called for the northeast bearing tree. We opened this
tree but find no scribing nor axe work.

6. I find no trace of original southwest bearing tree.

7. There are several fir stumps near the chinquapin that,
Judging by ring count, were at the time of the original
survey, more suitable for bearing trees.

James W, Byron
County Surveyor

Refer to C.S. 55/31
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