The Surveyor’s Pen

How two families who drew Edgecombe’s land lines learned to draw them for them-
selves — and the map that finally re-ran the lines

Preliminary draft v2 — 1 Jun 2026. For study, not publication. Rewrite of vl with numbered
footnotes added; built from the Article Surveyors Fraud_ Outline.md blueprint and the project
research files. Tier discipline preserved: where the central act is inferred, the prose says so, and
the footnotes carry the source’s tier ([DOXA] / [OBRD] / [HYPOTHESIS]) for Marc. The Philips
manipulation remains [HYPOTHESIS] in the research files; this draft argues it as an essay stance
without upgrading that tier. Footnotes marked [VERIFY] still owe a check against the source
image before any publication.

They dug him up to be sure

In 1758, somewhere in the Granville District of North Carolina, a group of men went to a fresh
grave and opened it.

The man inside was Colonel John Haywood, surveyor for Earl Granville in Edgecombe County;,
lately dead. The story handed down is that his tenants did not believe it. A surveyor who had
been accused of faking his measurements, they reasoned, might be capable of faking one more thing
— his own death, to slip out from under the prosecution gathering around his fees. So they dug him
up to be certain the man who had drawn their lines could not also cheat the grave. They found
him dead, and dispersed.!

Tell the anecdote as what it is: tradition, carried in a county biography and a genealogical record
written long after, resting on a harder record underneath.? But the story and the official record
agree on the thing that matters. Land lines in this county were worth a body. Before we are
done we will see why — and we will watch the same power that put John Haywood in that grave
pass, hand to hand, down sixty years to a man who turns up as surveyor, neighbor, and courtroom
witness on a knot of deeds laid across ground no patent ever covered.

What could a surveyor do that a man would be exhumed over? Start there.

The pen that drew the ground

A colonial land grant looks, on its face, like a transaction between a man and his sovereign. It was
really a transaction between a man and a surveyor.

The process ran in a fixed order. A settler entered a claim with the entry-taker, naming roughly
the ground he wanted. A warrant issued, authorizing a survey of a stated size — say, six hundred
and forty acres. Then the surveyor went out onto the land with chain and compass, ran the lines,

!The exhumation is told as Granville-tenant tradition: suspecting Col. John Haywood the elder (d. 1758) had faked
his death to escape prosecution for survey fraud, neighbors opened the grave, found him dead, and dispersed. Source:
Ashe, Biographical History of North Carolina (1906); genealogytrails.com, Edgecombe County (“John Haywood”).
[OBRD] — reported tradition resting on the primary backbone of the Dobbs accusation (note 9); tell as tradition,
not forensic fact.

20n the Haywood county seat and biography: Turner & Bridgers, History of Edgecombe County (1920), p. 95;
Ashe (1906). [OBRD—near-DOXA] — two authorities plus the primary Hare-marriage deed (note 14) close the
which-William and two-Johns identity flags.



and returned a plat and a signed certificate describing exactly where those acres lay: this corner a
pine, that line along the swamp, the far bound at a marked oak. The grant issued on the strength
of that return.®> The warrant said how much. The surveyor said where.

That little preposition is the whole story. A surveyor chose where the lines ran. He named the trees
that fixed the corners and decided which creek counted as the boundary. In his county he was the
only official instrument for surveys, for re-running a disputed line, for dividing a tract among heirs.
And almost no one could check him; the expertise was a monopoly, the chain and the trigonometry
beyond the reach of the men whose ground it measured.* Whoever held that pen did not merely
record the geography. He decided which ground was already spoken for and which was “vacant” —
and vacant ground was ground the Crown, or the Earl, or the State could grant. To control the
description of the land was to control the supply of it.

Hold that idea. Everything that follows is an argument about who held the pen, and what they
did with it.

A system born crooked: Enfield, 1759
The pen in Edgecombe came with a crooked inheritance.

After 1729 the Crown bought out the Lords Proprietors of Carolina — all but one. John Carteret,
Earl Granville, kept his eighth share, and it was no scattering of acres: a band across the entire
northern half of the colony, Edgecombe County inside it. He never governed it; he simply owned
the right to grant its land and collect its quitrents, and he ran that right through a land office at
Edenton and a resident agent named Francis Corbin.”

The office became a scandal. When the colony’s own assembly committee finally examined it in
December 1758, it confirmed numerous fraudulent acts by the proprietary surveyors — even as it
absolved the principal agent, Corbin, a result many, including Governor Dobbs, believed Corbin
had engineered.® That the colony’s investigating body laid the fraud on the surveyors sharpens
this story rather than softening it. And the double-granting was independently real: Granville’s
agents had issued grants on land reserved to Henry McCulloh, a conflict that festered until the
state confiscated McCulloh’s holdings in 1779.”7 Double grants and clouded title are not accidents
at the edges of the Granville system. They are its documented output, present from the beginning.

The resentment came due on January 25, 1759. Some twenty to twenty-five men out of Edgecombe,

3The colonial survey sequence (entry-taker — warrant — surveyor runs the line and returns plat + certificate of
survey — grant issues on that survey). Source: NCpedia, “Surveyors”; State Library of NC, NC Land Grants before
1800 (process/glossary). [DOXA on role.]

4The four powers of the surveyor (fixes where lines run and which features are called; authors the controlling
plat/certificate; near-monopoly on surveys, re-runs, processioning, and tract division in his county; expertise asym-
metry). Source: NCpedia, “Surveyors”; SLNC LibGuide. [DOXA on the role; the inferential extension to
“controls what ground is vacant” is OBRD.]

5The Granville District: after the 1729 Crown buy-out of the other Proprietors, John Carteret, Earl Granville,
retained a one-eighth share — the northern half of NC, including Edgecombe — run through a land office at Edenton
under agent Francis Corbin (agent 1744-59). Source: NCpedia, “Granville District” / “Enfield Riots”; Margaret M.
Hofmann, The Granville District of North Carolina, 1748-1763. [DOXA on structure.]

6The December 1758 NC Assembly committee confirmed numerous fraudulent acts by the proprietary surveyors
but absolved the principal agent, Corbin — a result Dobbs and others believed Corbin had influenced. Source:
NCpedia, “Enfield Riots” (Troxler). [DOXA.] (Corrected 14 Jun 2026: the earlier “Corbin’s office found guilty” was
imprecise — the committee cleared the agent and named the surveyors.)

"Double-granting documented in the flesh: Granville’s agents issued grants on land reserved to Henry McCulloh;
the conflict ran until NC confiscated McCulloh’s land in 1779. Source: NCpedia; NCGenWeb / Hofmann. [DOXA.]



Halifax, and Granville counties seized Corbin and his fellow agent at Edenton and held them four
days at Enfield — then the seat of Edgecombe County, which is why land instruments from these
years read “Edgecombe County” but were proved at Halifax. The men forced the office records
open and extracted a promise of refunded fees; Granville relieved both agents that year.® History
remembers it as the Enfield Riot, and remembers it as a tax-and-fees affair. Look closer at the
grievance and it is something more specific. The thing the rioters were enraged about was corrupt
surveying. And the surveyors it named were a family.

The family that held the pen

The accusation came from the top of the colony. Answering the Assembly, Governor Arthur Dobbs
reported that “Colonel Haywood and his sons, acting under Francis Corbin,” had been “guilty of
charging exorbitant fees on surveys made by them.” Not bystanders to the abuse. The named
party. It is the evidentiary keystone of this whole story, and it deserves to be quoted and left to
ring: surveys made by them.’

The them was a dynasty. John Haywood the elder — the man in the opened grave — was Granville’s
surveyor for Edgecombe, settled near the mouth of Conoconnara Creek, by one county history “not
far from the present Walnut Creek and Dunbar bridge.”!® That is our ground. His son William
Haywood, born 1730, was appointed surveyor of the county around 1760 and held the office until
he died in 1779.'! From father to son the pen passed, very nearly unbroken, for some forty years.

And here is the tell. William Haywood owned land in the very district his office surveyed — the
seven-hundred-acre patent of 1762 and the four-hundred-and-sixty-acre patent of 1779 both sit
inside this study area — while he held the office that ran the county’s lines.'’> The man who
decided where boundaries fell was also a boundary-holder.

This is the point where an honest argument has to slow down, because the records do not deliver
a tidy melodrama, and the article is stronger for admitting it. The plats themselves, read one
by one, give a mixed verdict. A neighbor’s grant — John Colhoon’s hundred and thirty-six acres,
surveyed in 1753 — is signed “Jno. Haywood,” John the elder; a Haywood ran a neighbor’s line.
William’s own four-hundred-and-forty-acre tract, surveyed in 1758, is signed “Sherri[d] Haywood”
— Sherwood Haywood the elder, William’s brother; a Haywood ran a Haywood’s own land. But

8The Enfield Riot, 25 Jan 1759: ~20-25 men from Edgecombe, Halifax, and Granville seized Corbin and co-
agent Joshua Bodley at Edenton, held them four days at Enfield, forced the records open and a promise of refunds;
Granville relieved both agents that year. Enfield was the Edgecombe county seat until the Halifax split (1758) —
hence instruments reading “Edge. Co (Halifax).” Source: NCpedia, “Enfield Riots.” [DOXA.]

9The keystone quotation — Gov. Arthur Dobbs’s reply to the Colonial Assembly: “Colonel Haywood and his sons,
acting under Francis Corbin... had been guilty of charging exorbitant fees on surveys made by them.” Source: Ashe,
Biographical History of North Carolina (1906), reporting the colonial record. [DOXA — primary colonial record
via Ashe.] [VERIFY] exact wording against Ashe before publication.

10John Haywood the elder (1684-1758), Granville’s Edgecombe surveyor, settled near the mouth of Conoconnara
(Conecanarie) Creek, “not far from the present Walnut Creek and Dunbar bridge” Source: Turner & Bridgers
(1920), p. 95; Geni, “Col. John Haywood (1684-1758)”; genealogytrails Edgecombe. [OBRD; a primary survey
commission for John-elder is still wanted for DOXA — see note 17 and open tasks.]

HWilliam Haywood (1730-1779), eldest son of John, “appointed surveyor of the county by Granville” c. 1760, held
the office (with JP and colonel of Edgecombe militia) until his death late 1779. Source: NCpedia, Dictionary of NC
Biography, “Haywood, William.” [DOXA..]

12Wm Haywood’s 700ac (1762) and 460ac (1779) patents both fall inside the study area and inside his surveyor
tenure (1760-79; the 460 dated 1 Jul 1779, his death year). Source: project patent images and registry — Edgecombe
Co. File 1264 (700ac, 1 Aug 1762); Db E p.48 / NC Grant #60 (460ac, 1779); CLAUDE.md registry. [OBRD on
“owner held the office”; the patents themselves DOXA.]



the seven-hundred-acre survey of 1762 was signed by one Christopher Haynes, no Haywood at all,
and the four-hundred-and-sixty-acre tract of 1779 was a State grant with no surveyor’s signature
in the family’s hand.'?

So the clean slogan — the owner surveyed his own land, every time — is not true, and we will not
pretend it is. What is true is quieter and more durable: a family that ran the county survey office
across two generations, that owned ground throughout the district, that signed its neighbors’ plats
and at least once its own, did not need to put a Haywood’s name on every certificate to control
how the ground was described. Position did the work that a signature would only have advertised.
The mixed record is the believable one.

Around that pen sat a whole neighborhood the family owned, married into, and governed. William
Haywood married Charity Hare, daughter of Moses Hare, whose patents lie next door.'* His son
John became State Treasurer of North Carolina for some forty years.!> His sons Sherwood and
Stephen would carry this same ground forward into a thicket of deeds written after 1800 — and it
is there, fifty years past the Enfield grave, that the pen changes hands one more time.'6

One loose end travels with us out of this section: Christopher Haynes, the lone non-family name
on a Haywood survey. A deputy working under the Haywood office, or an outsider? We do not yet
know, and the question matters, so we carry it.!”

The seam, where title goes missing

Between Granville’s world and the one that replaced it lies a gap in the records, and the gap is not
an accident of filing. It is where clean title goes to die.

In 1763 the Earl died. The Edenton land office closed and never reopened. His heir inherited the
right but not the working control of it; the district sank into chancery litigation and stayed there.
For thirteen years the agents did a strange, half-alive thing: they went on accepting entries and
collecting the fees for them, from 1763 to 1776, while issuing no warrants, running no surveys, and
granting no deeds. Money came in; title did not go out. For our ground, in the Granville half of the
colony, new grants in those years were effectively zero.!® (The Crown’s own districts, by contrast,

13Survey-signature ledger (primary, from the patent images): Colhoon 136ac surveyed 8 Sep 1753 = “Jno. Haywood”
(John the elder); Wm Haywood’s own 440ac surveyed 15 Sep 1758 = “Sherri[d] Haywood”; 700ac 1762 = “Xpher
Haynes, Survr” (non-Haywood); 460ac 1779 = State grant, no surveyor. Source: project patent images (Colhoon
1753, Haywood 440/700/460); CLAUDE.md survey-signature ledger. [DOXA on the readings; the “Sherri[d] =
Sherwood the elder” identification is OBRD — note 16.] [VERIFY] the “Sherri[d]” and “Haynes” readings
against the source images.

14William Haywood married Charity Hare, daughter of Moses Hare (whose patents adjoin); primary: Moses Hare
to “son-in-law William Haywood & Charity his wife,” Edgecombe Db C p. 125, 1758. Source: project citation; Turner
& Bridgers (1920). [DOXA — primary deed.]

15William’s son John Haywood was State Treasurer of NC, 1787-1827. Distinct from John-the-elder (Treasurer
1752-54, d. 1758) — the two-Johns flag. Source: NCpedia; Ashe (1906). [DOXA.]

16Wm’s sons Sherwood (= the Sherwood Haywood 598ac 1779 patent) and Stephen (= the west half of the 460 in
the Lundy division) carry the ground into the post-1800 deeds. “Sherri[d] Haywood” (1758 surveyor) = Sherwood
Haywood the elder, William’s brother, not Wm’s son Sherwood (b. ~1762). Source: Ashe (1906); project registry.
[OBRD.]

17Christopher (“Xpher”) Haynes, the lone non-Haywood signer (700ac, 1762) — unidentified; possibly a Haywood
deputy. Open research task. Source: project patent image (Haywood 700ac). [DOXA that he signed; identity
OPEN.]

8The seam, part one: 1763 Earl Granville dies, the Edenton office closes and never reopens, the district falls
into chancery litigation; agents kept accepting entries and fees 1763-1776 but issued no warrants, ran no surveys,
granted no deeds — so for Edgecombe (Granville District) new grants 1763-77 were effectively zero. Source: Margaret



ran on until the royal governor’s order shut them in 1773, with the last Crown grants completed
in 1775 — the shutdown was staggered, Granville dead at 1763, the Crown side a decade behind
it.)to

Then the sovereign changed. North Carolina declared itself a state in 1776, seated its first assembly
in 1777, and that November opened a land office of its own, with new terms and a fresh ledger.?°
The seam is the place where these two regimes fail to line up. A tract entered under Granville
and never perfected, or surveyed once and never granted, or granted twice — could lie in limbo a
generation and then re-surface, or vanish, in the State’s books. This is the structural birthplace of
what the lawyers call color of title: ground that people occupy and buy and sell and leave to their
children, with no clean patent underneath it.?!

The seam is not an abstraction in these records; it has a face. On the fourth of June, 1778 — within
weeks of the new state’s first land law taking effect — a man named John Gay entered a claim to
a hundred and fifty acres in the old Granville ground along Buck Swamp. The grant that finally
issued, four years later in 1782, came not from any Earl’s office at Edenton but “by his Excellency’s
command,” over the signatures of Governor Alexander Martin and Secretary James Glasgow. The
land was the same; the sovereign had changed. And the survey that described it reached backward
for every one of its corners: it began at Richard Gay’s old corner, ran to Isaac Eason’s old line, and
turned at William Stuckey’s “intended corner” — a corner Stuckey had meant to take but never
perfected, an intention left hanging through the dead years when no office would survey it.?? In a
single ordinary grant is the whole mechanism: ground occupied under one regime, frozen when the
land office died with its Earl, and re-secured under another, its lines still defined by claims older
than the state that now confirmed them.

The dates carry a finding worth stating plainly, because it sharpens everything after. The state did
not honor old Granville entries and quietly carry them across; it made the families start over. Of
the hundreds of Edgecombe grants the State issued in its first years, the earliest entry date is 1778
— none reaches back across the seam on paper.?? The neighborhood re-secured ground it had held
since before 1763 by re-entering it under the new sovereign. The slate was wiped and re-claimed,
not carried over. Which is precisely the moment a well-placed surveyor’s hand would matter most
— when the ground is murky, the old patents are gone or were never clean, and somebody has to
say, again, where the lines run.

Hofmann, The Granville District 1748-1763 (via NCGenWeb); NCpedia / Mitchell; SLNC. [DOXA..]

19The Crown half, for contrast (not our ground): royal land offices ran until Gov. Martin’s order closed them 28
Jun 1773; last Crown grants completed 1775. Source: State Library of NC. [DOXA.]

20The State opens the pen: NC sovereign 1776; first Assembly 1777; the Nov 1777 land law re-opens entries (free
man + oath; £2.10.0/100ac); a 1781-83 entry freeze; price to £10/100ac in 1783. Source: SLNC, NC Land Grants.
[DOXA.]

21Color of title as the structural product of the seam (ground occupied/conveyed with no clean patent). Source:
project framework (Granville_to_ Philips_Framework.md, Phase 5); NC color-of-title doctrine, GS 1-38 lineage.
[DOXA on the doctrine; the “manufactured by the seam” framing is the article’s argued reading.]

22The John Gay specimen: Edgecombe File 2000, Grant #207, Patent Book 41 p. 332 (MARS 12.14.59.2008);
Entry #69 entered 4 Jun 1778, issued 28 Oct 1782; “By his Excellency’s Command, Alex Martin [Gov.], J Glasgow
Sec.” Metes begin at Richard Gay’s old corner & Wm Stuckey’s “intended corner,” run to Isaac Eason Sr’s old line;
only natural call is “a pond.” Closure 218x110 poles = 149.875 ac (~150). Source: “Gay John 1782 150.pdf” (NAS);
Gay__John_1782_150ac_ DataSheet.md. [DOXA on the record.] Used as a deed-on-the-page specimen ONLY;
the tract is still FLOATING /unplaced and is NOT offered as map evidence.

23Hard re-entry break, not carryover: of 351 Edgecombe State grants issued 1778-83, the earliest entry date is
1778 — none predates the state system. Cluster confirmations: Haywood 460 (File 1854) and Abishai Horn (1856)
entered 1778; Elijah Horn (1950), Elisha Horn (1939), Arthur Williams (1977) entered 1780, all typed “State.” Source:
NClandgrants.com query, verified 14 Jun 2026; Seam_ 1763__1777_ Research.md. [DOXA.]



And when those disputes went to be settled, they went to the county court — Edgecombe’s Court
of Pleas and Quarter Sessions, which proved and registered the deeds. Its seat had moved with the
times: Enfield, until the Halifax split took it in 1758; then Tarboro from 1764.24 That Tarboro
courtroom is where, two generations on, a surveyor named Frederick Philips would prove the very
deeds we are about to read.

The article has now built, brick by brick, the exact conditions a later man would need: murky
ground, no patent to contradict him, and a community long used to taking the surveyor’s word.

The heir to the pen: Frederick Philips

He arrives with the new century, and he arrives credentialed.

Frederick Philips was Edgecombe County Surveyor at the turn of the nineteenth century. He had
also represented the county in the General Assembly, in 1797; he was a merchant of some reach;
and he was a schoolmaster who taught the very craft at the center of this story — his Hickory
Grove Academy advertised a fee of “twelve dollars for students who wished to study surveying.”?
His expertise is documented, not assumed. So is a thread of financial pressure later in his life,
noted here once and not leaned on too hard: he is recorded selling an enslaved man to fund a son’s
medical schooling, a man under the ordinary strain that gives ordinary men motives.?S (His office
itself is anchored in a deed of 1806 naming “Frederick Philips, County Surveyor” — one citation
this argument still owes to primary, and flags rather than hides.)?"

What makes him the protagonist is not any single act. It is that in one small cluster of deeds
he wears three hats at once. He is the surveyor, by office — the official instrument for the lines.
He is the adjoiner, by interest — he owns the tract on the southwest, and a deed in this cluster
runs “south eighty west, fifty-six poles, to F. Philips’s corner.” And he is the witness and the
prover, by his own hand — he witnessed the Lundy-to-Stallings deed and swore it into the record
in 1804, and he witnessed the Stallings-to-Fountain conveyance in 1805. Surveyor, neighbor, and

notary-of-record, all one man, all on the same few acres.?®

The ground the deeds sit on

Now lay the deeds on the land, because the land is where the argument either holds or fails.

24Edgecombe Court of Pleas & Quarter Sessions proved/registered the deeds; seat at Enfield until the Halifax split
(1758), then Tarboro from 1764 — the venue where Philips later proved the cluster deeds. Source: NCpedia; project
framework Phase 5. [DOXA on role/seat.]

25Frederick Philips: Edgecombe County Surveyor at the turn of the 19th c.; represented Edgecombe in the General
Assembly 1797; “at times a schoolteacher and county surveyor”; his Hickory Grove Academy (advertised Tarboro
Free Press, 22 Jul 1830) charged “twelve dollars for students who wished to study surveying.” Source: NCpedia,
Dictionary of NC Biography, “Philips, James Jones”; Tarboro Free Press ad. [DOXA.]

26Trade breadth and the money-motive thread: “planter, surveyor, store owner, and educator”; later financial
reverses, including selling an enslaved man to fund his son’s (Dr. James Jones Philips) medical schooling. Source:
The Forgotten South, “Mt. Moriah Plantation.” [DOXA on trade breadth; “motive” is OBRD — note, do
not overweight; the dates of his reverses vs the 1801-05 deeds are not yet pinned.]

2TThe office anchor: a deed of 14 Feb 1806 signed by “Frederick Philips, County Surveyor” (reported via web
research). Source: Edgecombe records, citation to be pulled to primary. [OBRD — Open Task 1; flagged, not
hidden.] [VERIFY]

28The three hats. ADJOINER: Lundy—Stallings 74ac 1803, 2nd call “S 80 W 56 poles .. to F. Philips corner.”
WITNESS/PROVER: Philips witnessed Lundy—Stallings (1803) and acknowledged/proved it on oath in Edgecombe
Magistrate Court (1804); named witness on Stallings—Fountain 1805 (Db 11 p. 456, “wit Frederick Philips, James
Bracewell — proved”). Source: “Lundy to Stallings to Johnston.pdf” (NAS); Philips_ Frederick_Surveyor_Study.md
Part 3. [DOXA from the project deeds.]



The whole eastern cluster Philips touches — Elisha Vann’s hundred and eighty-seven and a half
acres, George Anderson’s sixty-five, the Dickinson-to-Lundy hundred and eighty-seven, the Lundy-
to-Stallings seventy-four — sits on ground with no original patent under it. There is no grant that
ever enclosed these tracts. They lean instead on William Haywood’s four-hundred-and-sixty-acre
patent of 1779 and on his will: color of title, exactly as the seam manufactures it.?? And the
unpatented ground is not a sliver. Inside the same locale lie open gaps — better than a hundred
and twenty-five acres in one, sixty-three in another, thirty and fifty in two more — that no patent
ever covered at all.?’ The deeds in this corner claim across land the Crown and the State both

somehow missed.

Read those deeds and a pattern in the prose itself appears. The parent deed of the group, Dickinson
to Lundy, carries only relational calls — this man’s line, that man’s corner — and not a single
distance in poles.® A description with no measurements is the easiest kind to stretch or quietly
re-survey later. And then, in the one sub-deed that does carry hard metes — the Stallings seventy-
four — the precision arrives exactly where Philips’s interest is fixed. Its corners tie to William
Dancy and to Philips’s own corner, and it runs “along the dividing line,” the middle branch of the
creek.?? The looseness is everywhere the interest is vague; the precision lands where the interest is
the surveyor’s own. Philips both witnessed that deed and proved it.

Here is the part that should unsettle a careful reader. None of this is visible in the deed books.
A chain of conveyances, each one witnessed, acknowledged, and registered in proper form, looks
utterly ordinary on the page. The shape of it surfaces only when the metes are taken out of the
books and re-run on the ground — in our case, on a georeferenced 1903 topographic sheet, against
the patents we can prove.®® That re-running is what this project does. And it is, in miniature, the
same act the surveyor once held as a monopoly: walking the line and saying where it goes. The
difference is that now anyone with the map can do it.

The case

Set it down plainly, as an argument that takes a position.

Frederick Philips, holding the county’s survey power, expert by trade, and personally a neighbor to
this ground, used his office and his hand in these conveyances to shape boundaries on unpatented
land — to his advantage and his neighbors’ — and the loose relational metes, together with the

2Color of title / no patent: the east cluster Philips touches — Vann 187.5ac, George Anderson 65ac, Dickin-
son— Lundy 187ac, Lundy—=Stallings 74ac — sits on ground with no original patent and leans on Wm Haywood’s
1779 460ac / will, not on any grant that ever enclosed it. Source: project finding, JOURNAL.md 12 Jun 2026;
CLAUDE.md registry. [DOXA from project work.]

39The unpatented gaps: R1 125.2, R2 63.7, R3 30.7, R4 51.8 acres of unpatented ground inside the same locale.
Source: gap_rects.json; CLAUDE.md (gaps added 13 Jun 2026). [DOXA.]

31The loose parent deed: Dickinson—Lundy 187ac (1801) carries only relational calls (this line, that corner) and
no pole distances. Source: project deed analysis; FS IG 007513468 img 330; “Gray to Anderson G 1801.pdf”;
CLAUDE.md registry. [DOXA..]

32The precise piece keys to him: the one sub-deed with hard metes, Stallings 74ac, ties its corners to William
Dancy and to Philips’s own corner and runs “along the dividing line” (the Middle Branch) — measured S80W56 /
N7E192 / E’ly52 / STW200. Philips both witnessed and proved it. Source: “Lundy to Stallings to Johnston.pdf”;
CLAUDE.md registry; Stallings—Fountain corrob. Db 11 p. 456 (1805). [DOXA..]

33The instrument that exposes it: the distortion surfaces only when the metes are re-run on the georeferenced 1903
USGS topographic sheet (Rocky Mount + Tarboro 15-min quads, 1903 ed.) against confirmed patents — the A&M
method of this project. Source: CLAUDE.md (base map; method); project method-validation note, JOURNAL 12
Jun 2026. [DOXA on the method.]



color-of-title character of the whole cluster, are the fingerprints.3*

Marshal it the way one marshals any such case. Means: he controlled surveys, plats, and certificates,
and he taught the craft itself. Opportunity: he was surveyor, adjoiner, witness, and court-prover
of these very deeds, all at once. Motive: the self-interest of an adjoiner, sharpened by documented
money trouble.

And then the argument that lifts this above one suspicious man. The merger of the surveyor’s
pen with private land interest was not Philips’s invention. It was roughly sixty years old by his
day. The Haywoods had done it in the open and been named for it at Enfield, in the colony’s own
records. Philips inherited a normalized arrangement, not a novel temptation.?® A man stepping
into a role that had always been worked this way, on ground the system was built to leave murky,
is not a coincidence a reader should be asked to swallow whole.

One concession, made openly, because made openly it becomes a strength instead of a wound. No
confession survives. No single plat in Philips’s hand has yet been caught inflating a line. The case
is built from position, from pattern, and from the geometry on the map.?® But that is precisely
the kind of case that, in a world where the men who could cheat also held the only pen, is the only
kind that could ever survive. A confession was never going to be in the file. The map is what we
have instead, and the map is not nothing.

The other side

A fair argument has to face its best objections, so here are the strongest, and the answers.?’

That a county surveyor and prominent neighbor would naturally witness a great many local deeds
— that presence is not guilt. True, and the case never rests on presence alone. It rests on presence
plus interest plus the geometry landing where the interest is.

That color of title was a lawful, recognized doctrine, and curing unpatented ground was a common
and legitimate thing to do. Granted — and that is exactly why an abuse of it would be invisible
and durable. Lawful form is the perfect cover for a shaped substance.

That Granville’s record chaos independently explains the missing patents — that an absent grant
is not a manufactured title. This is the best counter, and the article has already conceded the seam
is real; it spent a whole section on it. But chaos explains the gap. It does not explain why the one
set of precise measurements in the cluster appears at the surveyor’s own corner and nowhere else.

34The case, stated as Marc’s thesis. Source: Philips_Frederick_Surveyor_Study.md Part 5. [HYPOTHESIS
— argued here as an essay stance; NOT upgraded in the research files. Means/motive/opportunity
EXIST (OBRD); the ACT remains to be proven.]

35The pattern argument: the merger of survey power with private land interest is ~60 years old by Philips’s day —
the Haywoods did it openly and were the named party at Enfield. Philips inherits a normalized arrangement, not an
invented one. Source: framework Phases 1-3, 6; Philips study Part 4b. [OBRD on normalization; strengthens
means, does not prove the individual act.]

36The honest concession: no confession, no single Philips plat yet caught inflating a line; the case rests on posi-
tion, pattern, and map geometry. Source: Philips study Parts 56 (evidence ledger of what would prove/refute).
[Discipline note — the act is HYPOTHESIS; this concession is mandatory under the A&M Truth
Standard.]

37Counter-considerations (presence is not guilt; color of title was lawful; Granville chaos independently explains
gaps; loose metes were common) and their rebuttals. Source: Philips_ Frederick_Surveyor_Study.md Part 7; outline
§8. [Required by the standard; the “chaos explains the gap but not the precision at his corner” rebuttal
is the load-bearing one.]



That loose metes were simply common in informal divisions among neighbors and by will. Common,
yes — and most convenient of all to the man who would later be the one to survey them.

Means and opportunity alone do not convict. But means, opportunity, motive, a sixty-year pattern,
and the geometry all pointing the same direction is not reasonable doubt. It is a reasonable
conclusion.

Back to the grave
Return, at the last, to the opened grave.

The tenants dug up John Haywood to be sure the man who drew their lines could not cheat death
the way they suspected he had cheated their acres. Two centuries later we do a gentler version of
the same thing. We dig up the lines themselves, lay them on the old topographic sheet, and walk
them. The middle branch still runs where the deeds said the dividing line ran. The corners Philips
called are still findable on the ground. And the metes a surveyor once asked his neighbors to take
on faith can finally be checked by anyone who cares to.

The pen is in someone else’s hand now.

NOTES

ENDNOTES & STATUS (for Marc, not the reader)

« CHANGE FROM v1: prose lightly tightened; 37 numbered footnotes added, each carrying
its source and truth-tier; the four [VERIFY] flags mark phrases to check against source images
before publication (Dobbs wording; the “Sherri[d]”/“Haynes” plat readings; the 1806 Philips
deed). Body argument and structure unchanged from v1.

o« TIERS HELD: §§1-4 facts (survey process, Enfield, Dobbs “made by them,” Haywood
offices, the seam dates, John Gay 1782 record) = DOXA. Grave-digging anecdote + “Sherri[d]
= Sherwood the elder” + Philips money-motive = OBRD, attributed as such in the prose
and footnotes. The Philips ACT (deliberate manipulation) = HYPOTHESIS, argued openly
in The Case / The Other Side and never called proven (note 34).

« HOLES STILL OPEN (do not paper over before publication): pull the 1806 “Fred-
erick Philips, County Surveyor” deed to primary (note 27); confirm Philips’s surveyor term
covers 1801-1805; identify Christopher Haynes (note 17); find Philips as a GRANTEE in this
cluster (the one fact that would lift the ACT from inference to record); a primary survey
commission for John Haywood the elder.

o JOHN GAY 1782 used as a deed-on-the-page specimen ONLY (record is DOXA, note 22);
the tract is still FLOATING /unplaced and is NOT offered as map evidence.

« LENGTH: ~3,600 words (preliminary). Full target 4,000-6,000; a tighter 1,800-word cut
would compress the seam section and merge “The ground the deeds sit on” into the Philips
section.

o« NEXT PASSES: clear the four [VERIFY] flags against the cited source images; add sidebars
(how to read an old deed; the Haywood family tree; the georeferencing method); image
program per the outline.
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