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2535 Kathy Chatlain boundar

PART OF THE NE 1/4 OF SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 6 NORTH, RANGE 2 WEST, SALT LAKE BASE & MERIDIAN
Unincorporated WEBER COUNTY, Warren District, UTAH — Record of Survey

N 1/4 Cor fnd unknown object. Records indicate

W.Co.S. replaced R.R. Spike set per Freedom
Acres Subdivision. See notes on 0ld Corral
Subdivision plat PB 34 pg 75. W.Co.S. tie record
. shows brass cap set in 1964, no coordinates

\available. See narrative paragraph 16.

\s 31°09°14” W 31.45°
. Theoretical location for the N 1/4 Cor derived in this

survey. Section line fence is further north and this
line should extend to fence line. See narrative.

in middle of street

E 1/4 tie

——s U ]

C 1/4 tie

Edmund Ellsworth to

_—_—,—— . .
—_—

Edmund Ellsworth to
John Rogerson

E1/4 tie

AN
S )
N\ 0&
N
-
Tow| 2
&0 .EO ©
--18 <
~
\ g% -
S m
N\ £ M
QO T o]
m:‘O’ o
oy
8|3
- 2 o
e Bl I =]
\ 22l 8
\ 8ZVE"
i<} o
] -

Edmund Ellsworth
Nathan Hawks

to

Theoretical location for the NE Cor |
derived in this survey. See narrative.

N 80°42’23” W 12.48’\

NE Cor Sec 17, T6N, R2ZW, slb&m, —
Fnd destroyed in 2008 by W.Co.S.
Monumented location prior to
destruction — W.Co.S. NAD1927
X=1839963054 Y=339430.01

% ———— —-———»K-—sf————x=
FENCE 3~see narrative

paragraph 19.

|
E1/4 tie 'F B
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* | Robert Telford l
IVISITE) [
DESCRIPTION BY SURVEY |
A Tract of land being that same property as deeded in Book 938 page 653 recorded on April 8, 1870 in the deed _/ -
records of Weber County, Utah, said Tract being described by survey as follows: FENCE 2~see narrative
A tract of land in the Northeast Quarter of Section 17, Township 6 North, Range 2 West, Salt Lake Base and paragraph 19.
| Meridian, having a basis of bearing of South 01°06'08" West between the monumented Center Quarter Corner {( C
| | (having W.Co.S. NAD1927 coordinates of X=1837319.66 Y=336837.58) and the South Quarter Corner (having W.Co.S.
| N NAD1927 coordinates of X=1837268.32 Y=334168.64) of said Section 17, being described by survey as follows:
| BEGINNING at a point located 32.58 feet South 89°20°15” Eaost and, 189.44 feet North 00°39'45" East and, 709.50
| feet South 89°20'15" East,
-+ X FROM the monumented Center Quarter Corner of said Section 17; T
I RUNNING thence North 00°39°45” East 379.50 feet (North 5.75 chains by deed),
) = —_—— == = = = —— = — —— — - - . | Thence South 89°20°15" East 198.00 feet (East 3 chains by deed), J(
q) —_—_— = : Thence South 00°39°45" West 379.50 feet (South 5.75 chains by deed), |
N C 1/4 tie x Thence North 89°20°15" West 198.00 feet (West 3 chains by deed) to the point of beginning, as surveyed and '
1 e | : monumented as shown on record of survey by Landmark Surveying, Inc,, for Kathy Chatelain, File 2535-2015 dated
< % July 20, 2015.
I
m Containing 1.7250 acres, more or less. "‘
| ::dmunsi II':t”SWOFth to >:< Subject to the prescriptive rights of 4600 West Street and 400 South Street being public roads.
ane elton
- ' l
ko J —105 | X
U 0p) |
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= | |
I x
| - L | Set Landmark Rebar Williford Rebar & Cap
- ;Vﬂhf&)rd Rebar & .Cap l &e , an— 7/23/2% 2 found by W.Co.S. in mid
- Nothing set ound by W.Co.5. in | P to late 1990’s, See
)] - \ i ;md tf lat:e” 1990°s narrative paragraph 9. 0
, I / 4 7 7 VA4 | : - .
> John Gibson to 19800 ~ 7 4 777 77 7] - —
) <M % .
Edmund Ellsworth to John Stanger 1 i
¢ John Gi P 420wt t h 24 4 < | Williford Surve =1/4 tie
ohn Gibson see narrative paragrap . . Heber C Gibson wf Mary B th 3
J —279~see narrative paragraph 23. %Horold W Gibson | 001455 Edmund Ellsworth to
,504—64~see narrative < s Edmund Ellisworth Sen deg'd Thomas Buckley
) 4 J : ; /oﬁporogroph 26. : Q . J =502
. ohn Gibson decd to / _ . l (P David W Hancock
- | M A Gib This transaction (P—420) created the O) i Y 110-619 i
= 4 ary 1pson . west boundary of the Chatelain property. HQrOId W G[bson wf Edna C Jto 03 ts i N ~see narrative porogroph 23.
= | T —439~see narrative paragraph 23 thru 25. See narrative paragraph 24. Dianne R Gibson LN New Fence posts in mow
o) / . . I strip, no wire fabric has
N 938—653~see narrative A been installed.
X X e — aragraph 27. |
- : */ X X X x}—___x___—X__—‘X——‘—X————X————x—r-—-—x— P grap rl/
2 | x Deed 938—653 created this
| ee
% I' I/ ! ;-——x\\\ : / s / /S S /S S / , l division line. See narrative
o x | X k Etal to Wheatley|Gibson T —444 paragraph 27.
N | V ! ! T
S Lt i X | Ky Ry
| !
= 3 | | i A B
© ! % ! ! |/t FENCE l~see narrative  This division line is created by .':Q 0
@ / | = | paragraph 8. 104—544 and is the West
= | I II / boundary of the Chatelain property. N-l CHATELAIN 'g; ALLRED
g : | : See narrative paragraph 25. O N IE @ E n w E
= | )
i | by | % 9
k3 4 ! ,' ! °Q ) Williford Rebar & (a JUL 29 2085 Scale ~ 1" = 60
2 ! i 1 Heber C Gib ¢ Mary B t Q found by W.Co.S. ih 005285
X l | eber ‘oson wi Mary 5 10 QS mid to late 1990’s| By
Te ’f/ | >|< : Marsela S Gibson E see narrative /
L 1/ 104—544~see narrative paragraph 25. B E paragraph 9. Legend
S J =279 C 1/4 tie ’ POFB |~ Nt <
FS v yavs / / / 70 .5 Nothing set » g b POINT 2 QJ X Xx- EXISTING FENCE
g tﬂ —_— Z i— 7—/‘ -/ -/ -/ S/ s 19& Q ”/ S I EASEMENTS
o i - - )
= - POIN. 92015 F Point 1 to Point 2 = 16.75 chs (1105.50") d S 89 A 1S — — STREET CENTERLINE
| See narraiive paragraph 2. record 5ot Magmal 400~ South Street =SS
0| | John Gibson dec’d to 7/23/3015 | U 0 = FND SECTION CORNER
N TR, S Mary A Gib
- V‘ i ary 1vson — ‘ l | S Z 44—35 W
T _ ° ’ ” . ’ .,
% (Y : 39 S 81736°01° W 14.36 45093 ! I ) SET #5x24” REBAR AND
g N ! SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE CAP STAMPED LANDMARK
D “y Edmund Ellsworth Sen to i ) |, Ernest D. Rowley, do hereby certify that | am a T _
Theoretichl Q | George Hogge : Etal to Wheatley Gibson professional land surveyor in the State of Utah and hol =4y :
ti — FENCE 4 i) T —444 certificate no. 171781-2201 as prescribed by the = : e, 4 .
t%c;aéo?/for E | 1/-298 —\é S 8 4 laws of this State. That | have made a survey of ‘4 5‘”““}“‘7{ 7“ 4646 South 3500 West - #A4-3
Cor derived . : <5 the property(s) shown hereon in accordance with “ ACZZ/Z‘Z?S’;;Z%Z’”@;?;‘; West Haven, UT 84401
in this Fnd 1963 monumented loca}tlon of C 1/4 | }:) O~ UCA j7—23—17. That this plat was prepared from ¢ i v 801-731-4075
survey. Ske Cor. W.Co.S. NAD1927 coordinates o™ the field notes of this survey and from documents
narrative X=1837319.66 Y,=336§i3'7.58 , l oS M and records as noted hereon. I;‘ff .45
L) = y ) 2 .
S 892015 F 32.58 5. 5 Wi Ss | CLIENT: Kathy Chatelain
X ©cgo 3 WE OF O Address: 4592 West 400 Soutf, Ogden, UT 84404
0 3 ‘\\‘ \\\\ .l f 2
lo5e3120” W 46.53" Qw e NOTE: W 0.
. O . . )
17—-298 E 1 : O o O Bearings and Coordinates noted hereon are Weber County Surveyor's
l /4 tie ©a o (W.Co.S.) NAD1927 published State Plane bearings unless otherwise noted.
NE 1/4 of Section 17,
T oK — =X =X ] . - ? 3 _ . ? . g
\Bosis of Bearing W.Co.S. NAD1927 4~ 1°06°08" W Theoretical Section line S 89°36°53” E 2629.98 Township 6 North, Range 2 West, Salt Lake Base and Meridian.
p 5
N . Theoretical location for the E 1/4 Revisions DRAWNRBY:  EDR
< Fnd 1965 monumented locatjon pf § 1/4 Cor derived in this survey, no .
Cor. W.Co.S. NAD1927 coordinate county monument exists. See CHECKED BY:
: narrative. DATE: July 23,2015 /
FILE: 2535-2015

X=1837268.3%2 Y=334168.64

This Plat is the Intellectual Property of Landmank Sunweying, Tne.. all legal rights are reserved.
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19. Adjusting the deeds as plotted (no rotation) to coincide with fences show that there are three fences (labeled _I
Fence 2, Fence 3, & Fence 4) which seem to be closely constructed to fit the deed locations. Fence 5 appears to
be fairly close as well. Using these fences as a guide | began to move descriptions to close Gap's or eliminate
Overlap’s. The following is a list of the moves that were made.

19.1. Document J—200 was moved so that the NW corner matched the NE corner of Document 2-416.

eliminated an overlap and a gap.

A refinement of Document K—312 was made so that the NW corner matched the NE corner of Document

J—200 in it's adjusted position.

Document J—103 was next moved so that the NW corner matched the NE corner of Document N—14.

Document 0—222 was moved so that the NE corner matched the SE corner of Document N—14. This move
eliminated an overlap with Document J—125 and closed a gap.

Next J—191 was moved so that he east boundary matched the west boundary of J—102 and adjusted north so
that the north boundaries of each are an extension of one another.

Document J—104 was moved so that the NE corner matched the NW corner of the adjusted location of J—191.

This also closed a gap on the north boundary.

Document J—502 was moved so that the NW corner matched the inside corner of Document J—191.

Document 110—619 was moved so that the NE corner matched the inside corner of J—191. This move

effectively identifies the East Boundary of the property that is now the Allen’s.

20. Making these adjustments closes nearly all of the gaps and eliminates nearly all of the overlaps for this quarter
section.

21. The next adjustment was to move the entire set of deeds to coincide with Fence 2 and Fence 3. Then a rotation
was made so that the “North” as written in the deed coincided with the center line of 4600 West Street. This
street waos used because it has been called for in several deeds.

_ After the rotation and translation were made the configuration shown in Exhibit B is derived. This configuration
could also help to identify the other locations of the section corners but, again, an evaluation of the neighboring
sections and quarter sections should take place before a making such a determination. For this circumstance the
adjustments made bring the “neighborhood” into harmony and helps identify the intent of the conveyances.

23. Document J—279 is a parent parcel for both the Chateiain and Allen’s parcels (they are both divided from this
parcel). When comparing the location of the East boundary of this parcel with that of the West boundary of
Document 110—619 their location is found to be very close to one another, which is interesting since the two
deeds are tied to opposite section corners.

24. Tracing the chain of title for the properties for parcel J—279 a division took place with document P—420 wherein
John Gibson, who is deceased, conveys by decree a parcel of ground to Mary A. Gibson that creates a line that
will eventually become the West boundary of the Chatelain property. This division created a remainder parcel of

s T—439 which | have hatched the boundaries of this remainder.

i 25. Several transactions take place between John Gibson and Heber Gibson but they each convey the same property
: that John Gibson received, that being J—279. Then in Document 104-544 Heber Gibson conveys to Marsela Gibson

b the property that is on the West side of 4600 South street leaving another remainder of the property which is
. eventually split to create the Chatelain and Allen's properties. The division splits parcel T—439 into two remainders

\\\_/_ one being the property bordering on the East of 4700 West Street and the other bordering on the East of 4600

: West Street.

. Document 304—64 ottempts to describe the remainder parcel that was created when parcel 104—544 was deeded
out of T—439. It should be noted that the tie for this description does not place the POB in the correct location
but the dimensions of the parcel described to fit what would be the remainder parcel.

27. Later Harold W Gibson and wife Edna C deed to Dianne R Gibson the westerly portion of the property they owned

under deed 304—64 in a conveyance by deed 938—653 and by that document created the division line that has

\ become the disputed line in this case.

28. It is evident from the deed J—279 and deed T—439 that the total distance from the section line is intended to be
1157.64 feet (0.79 chs + 16.75 chs = 17.54 chs) to the east boundary of those parcels. The question to be
answered is where was the section line considered to be at the time of the conveyance? | believe that this
question has been answered by the comparison of deed descriptions to the existing fencing.

T _“| 29. 1t can be seen from the 1939 era Highway drawings (Exhibit C above) that the Section line and the Center line of

the Highway are not the same location. Some of the deeds examined in the research indicated that the East

right—of—way line of 4700 West was at a distance of the 0.79 chains (52.14 ft) East of the Center Quarter and at

a distance of 50 feet east of the North 1/4 corner (this is evidenced in deed Book 139 page 421). Also, in

& 139—421 4700 West St is called to be a "50 foot County Road” and was dated February 24th, 1941.

30. The Highway drawings were done in 1939 and show the highway to be predominately 80 feet wide, 40 feet on each
side of the center line but it does vary depending on where the fencing is shown to be. At the Center 1/4
corner the drawings show the station of the East—West 1/4 line to be 243+57, the North—South 1/4 line is shown

— to be west of the center line but no distance is given on sheet 10 of 12. The 1939 highway maps, sheet 9 of 12,

note that the South 1/4 corner of Sec 17 was not found but indicate that it may be at Station 217+20. Sheet

11 of 12 shows that the North 1/4 corner was not found either but gives a station of 270+00.1 and identifies

————— that R. of W. Markers were set ot points 40 feet Rt and Lt of center on what they considered to be the section

,:x \ line. They also give a bearing and distance to the Northeast corner of Section 17 of S 8959 W 2614.6 ft.

\ 31. The North 1/4 corner seems to be located in the same North—South position as indicated on the highway drawings
\ based on the 10 foot jog in the fence. Using the stationing given on the plans the Center 1/4 would be about
28+ feet further south than the current monument. Essentially, the highway drawings confirm that the section line
is not in the middle of the road which is where the current monuments are located and that at least the Center

1/4 is too far north.

EV“EH 32. All this brings me back to the deeds and the location of the existing fences as shown in Exhibit B. Therefore, I'm

holding the positions as shown on Sheet 1 and providing a description that is tied to the current section

monumentation.

33. Corners were set as noted on 7—-23-2015. At thot time | surveyed the new fence that has been built along the
Williford line which is shown and noted herein.
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plat map
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op . DOCUMENTS USED IN THIS SURVEY:
EXh|b|t B 1. A comprehensive examination of all documents in the Northeast Quarter of the section were examined from deed

Exhibit A

monument this township as reported in his notes. He stated that the lines were surveyed in the required manner, crossing

Book | page 262 from Edmund Ellsworth Sen to John Newey recorded March 16, 1874 to deed Book 1357 page
Scale=NTS 1855 GLO plat map Scale=NTS 859 frofn gDonols S. Gibson and wife Lois to Louis Gibson oynd wife Della B, etal, recorded June 5, 1979. Th%s?e
documents are listed in the old abstract books of the Weber County Recorder’s Office.
. . i 2. FElectronic Abstract and Ownership sheets for parcels 15—-049-0020, 15-049-0021, 15-049-0022, and
Williford survey is incorrect. Unfortunately, there is not enough information on the Williford plat to be able to determine what he 15—049—0034.
! . | : 3{ actually used to establish the boundaries of the "Harper Property” that he surveyed. The only clue is a statement in the Narrative 3. Ownership Plats (Tax map), Book 15 page 49.
3 i 3 | ) ” stating, "TheoriginaltractisdescribedfromthecenterofSectionbutthecurr‘cntmonumentmlssesalloccupledlmesbyoverSOfeet.Thereforetheagree1ngfencesandd1tches 4. Specific deeds to pay attention to are Entry Numbers; 826805, 828766, 832150, 868358, 878325, 878327, 933797,
v o l p a 5 87 were used for control and a new description from the county monuments is provided.” o . . 1426450, 1448703, 1578500, 1578501, 1580002, 2101530, 2184681, 2556953, 2558919, 2599920, 2642606, and
. g- : § - p 2 . . 5; 2 35 8. This statement in the Williford Survey does not identify with enough clarity which fences and ditches™ were actually used. In the (Book—page) 1-262, J—102, J—103, J—104, J—105, J—125, J=191, J—200, J-279, J-502, K-312, L—33, L—36,
B ! ’i:’ by \B 38 4 3 3 vl + §§ k] 2 gé research | have done there is only one fence that | have seen near these disputed properties that would support the location of the N—14, N-363 0-222, P—16, P—420, Q-288, R—165, T-439, T—444, T—447, U-192, W—192, 2—416, 5-68,
g'ﬁg : R ol n 4 3:';“:’ %2 & ,3 ' ‘;igﬁ ug gﬂ,‘:—-ﬁ———?&—_‘_l T 5 == ;‘ Williford survey. This fence is identified in this plat as FENCE 1. The problem in utlllzln‘('g this fence is that it sh"orts each of the 15—44, 15-313, 17—-298, 19—448, 20-501, 23—494, 24—349, 25-005, 26-629, 28—122, 28-140, 33-217,
;lg&’ ! goe @ 3 E 133 s 2 & i feeZ 9% ad 2 gEl +3 sl 8 properties to the west of it. A close look at the Williford plat will §how a line lobe.led boundaryl}neofad301n1ngparcel tq be some distance 33-522. 34—48, 40-55, 40—498, 43-222, 43-431, 43-537, 47-631, 48—-560, 48-588, 53-298, 56—526,
s'l'gg | .‘-lé-‘: o - ; i 35 3 %5,{:‘,’3 -,—';’; £ 2 ﬁ; ';3 ¥ jn“é’é —S’§ = west of 4600 West Street. To place these properties in that location then gives title of whgt iS now thg Sorensen's occupation to 57-108, 59—162, 75—588, 75—631, 80-348, 80—-249, 84—57, 87-266, 87—-267, 102-588, 104-542, 104—-543,
[;ﬁ i : N b 3 §§ z ] 'gg'ﬁg 3 3; a”q‘ ET 2 e .53- 25k < Qhoteloin, effectively severing the Chatelain property by the road. In my documept research it became evident that the west 104—544, 110-259, 110—-619, 139-421, 140-123, 152-261, 152—424, 169-435, 195-32, 248-89, 304—64,
3 o5 | 1 ¢ = @ -Z;; K Eggig_ o :‘:N £ &z a 33 § . Sure - Jff 2y G right—of—way of the road was intended to be the west boundary of the Chatelain property. , 390—-77, 518—454, 558-387, 560—125, 576—158, 605—15, 633—-439, 649-283, 666—544, 666—545, 666—547,
o a ':uf « g i f ;3' ° ::E = 3 s y zeLle 3 ﬂ"g : 83 e g ;5 z 5 sig,,‘." © 9. Information of the county's (the same used in the Ingram BOA case) indicate that the county had found 4 rebar and cap's of 666—548, 666—549, 682—-647, 682—648, 684—490, 685—170, 748-239, 748-240, 763-116, 805-119, 809-612,
H 5o 12 e 215 2 s 2 g 2 Pt B 23 E $ §5%% 4 et e ggd g8 ®o3ia@ss & eg = gaadg 2 Willifords at the locations noted on his plat with the exception of the Northeast corner of the property. At this location the plat 813—655, 836-476, 850—683, 858—656, 89.—493, 899—435, 900-536, 914-686, 916-371, 919-466, 926—349,
i 3 :% @ 2 ?3 u- P U“Z) “3 g pEE BiC 3 33 3 < ”l 5-13 o &g | o " 42 "ij identifies o Marked “X” in Concrete Ditch as the object set for the physical Northeast corner. However, a rebar and cap was found in 938—-653, 948—-167.
“{E @; - | _" . .- . Bighl of Way linesA o ‘. . g — = l“_\s___:_ == ——a i o position that looks like an offset to the corner similar to the one set near the other corners of the property. There was no 5. Records of Survey: 001455, 002343, 004164, 004447, 004724, 004791.
d :5 N.0° 12 E~ -—-{——'——— - ‘A_ﬁ i —N.OT4TE N — ctior Line/ : — ﬁ ;.51 s E":/‘ E: e N . i ' indication that the Mag Nail's were found or searched for by the county. . : . 6. UDOT State Road Maps circa 1939 ('F/-\P—155—A(4) sheets 9 thrl_..l 14) for 4700 West street.
T 57 ETghT of Way Thead 7 — L - e PER _ . To find the answer to the location of the common boundary a detailed research of the chain of title for nearly all of the properties 7. BLM records of GLO plat for Township 6 North, Range 2 West circa 1855. ’
“3d 2a it 2 N . ’f, ; I 48 . N % P :1 S 3@% . in the Northeast Quarter of the section has been made. It became evident in looking at only a few documents that there are 8. Subdivision plats: (Plat Bo‘ok—poge) 20—-91 Freedom Acres Sub, 32-5 Gibson Ranchettes Sub, 33—-24 Gibson
E +§5|a'$ g 53 i 55. M. sé T 2T Line g " %5 &3 g 2 : & é H 8¢ B o 555 3 description issues that have existed over a long period of time in this area, which description issues prom'pted a more detailed Ranchettes Sub, 34-16 Gibson Ranchettes Sub, 34-75 OIld Corral Sub, 35-89 Brent Hancock Sub, 71-58 CJ
R -;;:,m,ig ] 82 : gh £ : z I iul s §:~ 3 4 4 ¢ 2 iga T g e g o 53‘3 g examination of the quarter section to see if there were clues or indications of where the lines of ownership were intended to be by Hancock Sub, 73—71 Mary Ann Estates Sub 1st Amendment, 73—84 Ingram Subdivision.
g33us 3 ﬁ‘;,g “ 8 T OF BTRLCTURES ¢ - ‘3,:,:23 e z o 3% 5‘ ais e §§‘=’ A28 the original grantor and if there are clues to the location of the section corners that were being used in those descriptions that may 9. County Surveyor monument tie sheets for the North 1/4, Center 1/4, South 1/4, and Northeast Corners.
5§ g ,.,,;f;.. g N PLACE REGUIRED REMARKS DRwe. NG| £ w3 «1] < 5 L A i l ggg & provide the answers needed. ’ 10. County Surveyor bearing sheet for Township 6 North, Range 2 West.
3:’: $ EER § plxis 20 Wood Bpx Side Drown BY 533‘5 :'v: o ; m & LIST OF STRUCTURES g o . " 11. The examination began in the historic abstract book record of the Weber County Recorder’s Office. The research began with :
- @ Ik g e 3ide Drain 1 TPs 8%‘ ! I ] » :;;T:: REQUIRED T Tﬁfz REMARKS NG . documents dated 1874. Edmund Ellsworth, Sen. began to deed to several individuals property in this quarter section. I'm sure it is
x =;"f,i§ §MW et o o4 £ i 3 § ﬁo:'m STCM.e SIS - ] because he received the patent to the section Sept 6, 1872 although he did not record until Nov 2, 1883.
g ?l;_“:;','_‘. E LT S O F “i 3 [ E;%mrm;i' - 12.In this research | started platting the descriptions ossumTicncgho dsquoret 40 cf}zgin qsort}er S(?[ction. Aftelr cotmpleting th:je res(e;orchd and
S 2zl iBe53 1Velzle Wood Box I T e T 2 alE Cane Canal Xing 1T making some adjustments to the location and rotation © e descriptions, theoretical section corner locations were derived and are
N 2 ﬁi r»_:f-n-_svo[lm Swie Droin L : EXhlblt C m%ggféi SowE gzir_g_::.a BreniE (Sule Orain LT . noted on Sheet 1 of this survey.
" FrenaTe Bine T ' Scale=NTS T b C 13 (The only Federal survey of this township was done in 1855 and showed thetSfCti?(E ’tc()j be te(sjse1n2tic1tlly 1odrsfquczre folf rzgulor ciil’]mension
NARRATIVE - the north and south boundaries are slightly long but not enough to account for the dispute o eet of land, see the copy
The purpose of the survey is to provide the boundaries of property that is owned by the client. 5.5. October 12, 1973 Dan Hadley Sells to Scott Wright Hadley a parcel (Book 1037 page 652) which is shown on the map in of the t.he plat hereo<n). Even assuming. this shape and size for t.he‘quorter section it was four?d that de;cnptuons hove been D E @ [E [] W E
There is o dispute on the common property line between Cohtelain and the Allred’s. This dispute yellow. This parcel was placed on the ground from the new County Monument as evidenced by fencing. overlqumg .ond crgotmg gaps in the record almost frgm the beginning (ot.leo.st when using th.|s Gssgmptlon). | suspect that the. JUL 29 201
seems to have been caused by a survey done by the Williford Group filed with Weber County as 5.6.  InNovember 1973 Dan Hadley sells to Mary Ann Hadley a parcel (Book 1041 page 107) immediately west of the Milo ?e:r?_zpt'?;‘rgsztées rmnthls tgreo are a result of the typical problems that exist in this township in sections that have the Weber River 5
record of survey number 001455 for Cheryl Harper Property which is now owned by the Allred’s. Hadley parcel. unning ugh or near nem. ] ) i X ) Y
e asis of beyoring S oted T the boun>::lory gescripti@n %erein. Y 57.  Also, in November 1973 Dan Hadley sells to Scott Wright Hadley a parcel (Book 1041 page 108) that was immediately north 14. While | was employed at Weber County it was found in many cases that sections around the river had serious problems 5 O 0 52 a 5
My involvement in this property and the dispute began a number of years ago when | was of the Milo Hadley parcel. when examining the occupations on one side of the river as opposed to the other side of the river. In some cases the y
employed as Chief Deputy for the Weber County Surveyor's Office. Martin B. Moore, Jr., the 5.8.  In 1992 Dan Hadley owned a parcel of land that was described as 481.56 feet in the north-south dimension and 233 feet in the section lines appear to offset at the river by over 300 feet. What is suspected is that the Federal surveyor did not v [ ¥ LA *U; {

County Surveyor, had me look at the location of the section corner to which this property is
tied, that being the C 1/4 of Sec 17, T6N, R2W. It was determined at that time that the county

east-west dimension. This parcel now comprises all of the CJ Hancock Subdivision (15-509-0001) and the Ingram parcel

LY

(15-048-0038). the river and continuing to extend the lines to the north boundary of the township.

. - N . iver, inati th d li t th t
e o g e 1 o e e o e oo stdle G0y 59 May3, 1965 Dan Hodley sod o Ry Saford what s mow eI el (210 R st gl dentyimg > SPPS°72, "% he, morbimenis, vere 8oL o0 (0 S80S0 (00 and g tne s outh from. the north boundary. of :
county and no further evaluation was done to determine a more accurate location of the corner. north]meofthelrpropertyasbemgthesouthhneofmeOphelkensproperty(book17§§Pag§34). the townshi. not knowing that there was a discrepancy in the position of the monuments on the north boundary in relation b
In 2012 and 2013 a proposed subdivision resurrected the monument location issue. This 5.10.  June 2001 Dan Hadley put the property that eventually became the CJ Hancock Subdivision into a trust (Book 2146 page P 9 P Y P

Landmark Sanveying, Tac.
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to those on the south side of the river, thus causing the offset lines to take place in the river. Section 17 is one of
these "River Sections” on the western boundary and may have significant original monumentation issues. \‘
In this survey | have NOT attempted to resolve the monumentation problem except for the Center 1/4 corner. | have noted Y%

a location on this plat which | believe more accurately represents the location used by many of the deeds for the
NORTHEAST QUARTER, however, | have not examined the other 3 quarters to see if the location shown hereon works for

2690) using a description that placed the property about 30 feet north of where it should have been. This also coincided with
the conveyance to Scott Wright Hadley in 1973.

5.11.  September 11,2003 Ryan Stratford sold to Patrick Ingram the property he purchased using the same description that he 16.
purchased the property with.

5.12.  May 2, 2008 a boundary line agreement was executed (Entry Number 2339525) which clarified the north line of the Hadley

4646 South 3500 West - #4-3
West Haven, UT 84401

801-731-4075

subdivision is now recorded as “Ingram Subdivision” recorded as Plat book 73 page 84. | was at
that time the County Recorder/Surveyor and spent some time putting together some information
relating to the C 1/4 comer and how the current position of the monument has adversely
affected the property lines of several owners on the west side of 4700 West Street. The

2535 Kathy Chatlain boundar

shown and labeled on the map.

Martin Moore made to her that it was wrong was correct. | have done enough document
research and work on this project to this point to be able to state that, in my opinion, the

is prevalent in many of the deeds. Also, many of the deeds have closing errors, some large and others small.

This Plat is the Intellectual Property of Landwark Swweying, Tnc.. all legal rights arc reserved.

1855 Federal Section 17 Dimensions

information is part of the County Surveyor records pertaining to a Board of Adjustment (BOA) Pro : th d t locati N tion is bei de in thi as to the “correct” location of the center 1/4 .
. ) . . ) . perty and the south line of the Ingram property. See plats. ose document locations. o representation is being made In IS survey as he orrec ic ] ) .,
variance request that the Ingram’'s made and whlch .I‘ prgwded corner mformotuon for so that the 5.13.  September 22, 2010 the CJ Hancock Subdivision was recorded and identified the property location from the County or any other section monument. Other monument locations shown or noted are either physical locations of the county ‘( by CLIENT: Katb}’ Chatelain
BOA could unders‘tond that the gounty hqd responsibility in causing the issues which were being Monument. monument or positions used in the deed research for this survey. However, in the progress of this survey | did locate and élf-li Address: 4592 West 400 South, Ogden, UT 84404 2 f 2
requested for variance. In that information | have documented what infor’motio.n was used for survey the SE corner, S 1/4 corner, and C 1/4 corner of Section 17 which were found to be Weber County Brass Caps. | 0.
me to state that the current monument is l.l"l the wrong location. The main points provided to 6. This history of the Ingram BOA case is important in that the testimony that | gave to the BOA searched for the N 1/4 corner of Section 17 as well but was unable to find a brass cap which the county tie sheets
the BOA in February of 2013 are as follows: indicated that much of the property issues that these land owners were experiencing were a indicate was set in 1963 of 1964. | did, however, find an object that is at the coordinate location referenced by the two -
direct result of the County Surveyor establishing a monument in a position about 30 feet (or subdivision plats but it was not a brass cap (not sure what it is but | took a photograph of the object which is about 5 > ' -
.51Cm?rgx)fgﬁ;:fgnsg[?iggﬁﬁ?h%%miﬁgti?ofSection17 Township 6 North, Range 2 West more — this survey is indicating o difference of a little over 40 feet) North of where it should inches under the surface of the asphalt). The Freedom Acres Subdivision indicates there being a Spike at the location and o ) " . NE 1/4 of Section 17, ,
. ! " ’ 7 ’ have been. What is interesting is that many of the | ti idents of th | visi i 1964 t. - [ i,
5.2. In 1934 Weber County received a deed for an 80 foot wide road (Book 180 page 492). This is 4700 West street. that it was in Gnl erlroneousl %olsition As oymootter ofor:j?scllcr:;ir;es’lchinli (rjom gug[‘i?\?isi(:);eofc)]/t k\;g: 7 the (.)l.d'Corrol Subdwus:or\ (pb34pg75) nptes the county bfroshs cap ots, bem(_c;j : 96h mOﬂuThenl i that th ' d6ad TOWHSIHP 6N01'tb, RaugeZ West, Salt Lake Base and Meridian.
53. In November of 1962 Dan Hadley sells to Milo Hadley a parcel (Book 727 page 348) on the south of the property. Prior to this done by Dallas Buttars of Londmork‘Surveying Inc.. | had no o,ffiliotiong with Landmark S?Jrve in 17. Subdivisions shown are t'e.d to th.e physllcol mongments of the county's ond are s own in the location tha ey were ﬁ .
transaction Dan Hadley owned all the property which is now divided into the following parcels; the Scott Hadley parcel hil loved at Weber Count ’ ” ymng recorded. No attempt to find their physical location on the ground is made in this survey. . S0 LY Revisions DRAWNRBY- EDR
(15-048-0020), the GGA LLC parcel (15-048-0026), CJ Hancock Subdivision (15-509-0001), and the Ingram parcel 7 This sar Yo rted e hen Kathy Chatelai ed | . 18. When the deeds from Edmund Ellsworth, who received the NE 1/4 by patent, are plotted conforming to the 1855 record ; m—
(15-048-0038). ’ tolsloslfr\ilsgo Str?; esitugtr'orr‘wneonvé esr:ee ?f tyhe V\(ljill('efglrr;i OSEFr)\:gOszs Enerr Gf (c):fn ‘fen:}'?eoyieto Lotn?rr]nc;rk, location we see the configuration shown in Exhibit A. There are Gap's and Overlap’'s that occur with many of the CHECKED BY:
5.4. In 1963 Weber County Surveyor’s Office established the Center of Section Monument in 4700 West street. This point is ! ! Y orrec ! statemen a descriptions, only the most obvious have been labeled but a close exarmination of Exhibit A will show that the circumstance
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