Town of Leeds

Agenda
Town of Leeds Town Council
Wednesday, March 13, 2019

PUBLIC NOTICE is hereby given that the Town of Leeds Town Council will hold a PUBLIC MEETING on
Wednesday, March 13, 2019 at 7:00pm. The Town Council will meet in the Leeds Town Hall located at
218 N Main, Leeds, Utah.

NOTE: IF YOU WISH TO SPEAK DURING CITIZEN COMMENT, PLEASE SIGN IN WITH THE RECORDER.

Regular Meeting 7:00pm.
1. Call to Order/Roll Call

2. Pledge of Allegiance
3. Declaration of Abstentions or Conflicts
4. Consent Agenda:

a. Tonight's Agenda
b. Meeting Minutes of February 27, 2019
Citizen Comments: No action may be taken on a matter raised under this agenda item. (Three minutes per person).
6. Announcements
A. Community Yard Sale, Saturday, March 30th, Town Park, 8 AM - 2 PM
7. Public Hearings
8. Action Items:
a. Discussion and possible action on easement off Main Street and Majestic Mountain
9. Discussion Items:
a. Fines & Forfeitures
b. Short Term Rentals
10. Citizen Comments: No action may be taken on a matter raised under this agenda item. (Three minutes per person).
11. Staff Reports:
12. Closed Meeting- A Closed Meeting may be held for any item identified under Utah Code section 52-4-205.

13. Adjournment:
The Town of Leeds will make reasonable accommodations for persons needing assistance to participate in this public meeting. Persons requesting
assistance are asked to call the Leeds Town Hall at 879-2447 at least 24 hours prior to the meeting,
The Town of Leeds is an equal opportunity provider and employer.
Certificate of Posting;
The undersigned Clerk/Recorder does hereby certify that the above notice was posted March 7, 2019 at these public places being at Leeds
Town Hall, Leeds Post Office, the Utah Public Meeting Notice website http://pmn.utah.gov, and the Town of Leeds website
/

www.leedstown.or
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Town of Leeds

Town Council Meeting for
Wednesday, March 13, 2019

1. Call to Order:

Mayor Peterson called to order the regular meeting of the Leeds Town Council at 7:02 PM on Wednesday,
March 13, 2019 at Leeds Town Hall, 218 N Main.

ROLL CALL:

Present Absent
MAYOR: WAYNE PETERSON X
COUNCILMEMBER: ALAN ROBERTS x
COUNCILMEMBER: DANIELLE STIRLING X
COUNCILMEMBER: ELLIOTT SHELTMAN X
COUNCILMEMBER: NATE BLAKE X

2. Pledge of Allegiance by Councilmember Sheltman.
3. Declaration of Abstentions or Conflicts: None

4. Approval of Agenda:

Councilmember Sheltman moved to approve tonight’s agenda and meeting minutes of February 27, 2019.
2md by Councilmember Roberts. Motion passed in a Roll Call Vote.

ROLL CALL VOTE:
Yea Nay Abstain  Absent
MAYOR: WAYNE PETERSON X
COUNCILMEMBER: ALAN ROBERTS X
COUNCILMEMBER: DANIELLE STIRLING X
COUNCILMEMBER: ELLIOTT SHELTMAN X
COUNCILMEMBER: NATE BLAKE X

L5. Citizen Comments:

Lisa Beck with Harmony Public Involvement, a UDOT representative, did a power point presentation on
the Main Street paving project. The presentation included Work Schedule, Project Benefits and Public
[nvolvement Plan. Lisa said the work will begin around April 15, 2019, weather permitting. She gave a
description of all work that will be done.

Gary Talbot with Sunroc described the various work stages.

Mayor Peterson reiterated that the Town will be having its 150% anniversary celebration on May 18,
2019,
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Gary Talbot said May 18t should fall right around the time when the paving will be completed.
Lisa Beck asked if there are any questions or comments.

Angela Rohr asked about the drainage from the road.

Gary Talbot said the profile will remain the same.

Councilmember Roberts asked if the asphalt depth will remain the same.

Gary Talbot said yes. Where you get off of the off ramp going north, there is a small section where they
will do a 2 inch overlay. We will replace 2 inches of asphalt through the rest of Town.

Mayor Peterson said we do have a section near the bridge at Exit 22 that ponds when we get a rain. It is
on the east side of the bridge. On the bridge, but on the east end of it. This is one area where we do get
some water accumulation.

Lisa Beck said she will make a note of this.

Gary Talbot said where Main Street is wide enough, they are to maintain an open lane in each direction
during working hours. He said he has noticed that a lot of people park out on the street. It will be
necessary to ask these people not to park on the street.

Councilmember Sheltman asked if this will be posted.

Lisa Beck said this will be part of the flyer that will be distributed to the people.

Councilmember Sheltman asked if there will be any physical signs saying no parking on the street.

Gary Talbot said that may have some no parking signs, but they are not very big.

Mayor Peterson asked if there are any further questions or comments from the Council.

Mayor Peterson said he will include some of the project details in the April newsletter.

6. Announcements:

a. Community Yard Sale, Saturday, March 30, Town Park, 8 AM - 2 PM. Arrangements have been made
with Deseret Industries where they will pick-up all of the items that do not sell. The proceeds of this yard
sale will go towards the 150%™ anniversary celebration. Items will be accepted up until about a week
before the event.

Mayor Peterson asked if there are any other announcements.

7. Public Hearings: None

8. Action Items:
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a. Discussion and possible action on easement off Main Street and Majestic Mountain

Lynn Potter said that back in August, 2018, he purchased an easement from the Town for $1,460.75 to
provide access to his property located at 24 East Majestic Mountain Road, (L-3-1-7-110). This purchase
was the result of the Council rejecting his request to utilize the easement that was deeded to the Town in
April, 1997 (Quit Claim Deed 00563587, Paul & Afton Felt, Grantor; Town of Leeds, Grantee). Lynn Potter
provided documentation indicating that this easement can be utilized as access to his property and,
therefore, he is requesting a refund of $1,460.75 that was paid for the easement that he purchased from
the Town. Lynn Potter provided Council with documentation to back-up his request.

Councilmember Roberts asked Lynn Potter if he knows the exact location of the assumed easement
within the Leeds property.

Lynn Potter said he does not know. Documentation just said road. He said when Alberta Pace did her
development next door, there was no documentation of an easement or road through it. It just said road.
It was just a road and it did not say to Alberta’s property only and it did not say to my property only. It
was just wide open.

Councilmember Roberts said it did not establish whether it was within the property that Leeds owns or
the property that Alberta owns.

Lynn Potter said it is on the property that Leeds owns. It was on a deeded transfer to Leeds, Document
No. 563587. This is the document that gives access to both Majestic Mountain Development and his
property, but, at the time, I did not have the documentation that showed it was not just Alberta Pace’s
property, but his, too.

Councilmember Roberts said you are interpreting that this right-of-way easement was coming off from
Majestic Road. I could suggest that it comes off from Main Street.

Lynn Potter said yes, exactly, it was supposed to come off of Main Street for both properties. At that time,
there was no map for Majestic Mountain Road. It was supposed to be access for both properties to Main
Street.

Councilmember Roberts said your property did not come up to Highway 91.
Lynn Potter said true neither did the split-off of Albert Pace’s.

Councilmember Roberts said correct. But through the development that happened when she developed
all of that, that is when the easement was created and that road was dedicated to the Town. This is how it
became adjacent to your property or close to your property.

Councilmember Sheltman said he would like to get a legal opinion on this. He said he has not had a
chance to do his due diligence on this.

Mayor Peterson said the thing that strikes him is the statement on the Quit Claim Deed when the
property was transferred over to the Town of Leeds. It says “the purpose of this deed is to convey the
above described property to the Town of Leeds for the purpose of a public roadway.” He said I think this
is why there is no described easement because it was not being viewed as an easement rather than just a
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parcel on which a road would be located. Similarly, it was not defined whether it was this road or some
otherroad. He said [ think we will ask our attorney not to spend many hours on this, but rather give us
some input with respect to how meaningful that type of statement would be towards the position the
Town should be taking. Itis my concern that any precedent that we are setting, we need to make sure we
are doing it properly with respect to the use of a parcel of land that has been dedicated to the Town.

Councilmember Sheltman said the attorney will not have to take very much time since it is all laid out
here in the documentation.

Mayor Peterson said he agrees. He said we will have this on the agenda in 2 weeks, but we will make sure
by that time to have had it reviewed by our attorney.

9. Discussion [tems:
a. Fines & Forfeitures

Mayor Peterson said, unfortunately, we have the same trio here tonight that we had at the last meeting. [
was hoping we would have some additional representation here tonight. My question for Council is have
we decided we have reached a reasonable starting point to put it out there to say are we going to
consider this as an ordinance. Ifitis, [ would suggest we have it as a discussion item one more time. It
was made available on the Town website so that people could review it, but I think we could also do a
notification to the public by having copies of it posted at the Post Office and on the bulletin board in front
of Town Hall just to make sure they are aware of what is being considered. [ do not view it as the final
point. [ think we need a starting point and we need to know if we are going to do it or not. He asked if
this is a reasonable starting point.

Councilmember Sheltman said it is. We have discussed this in depth.
Councilmember Roberts said he agrees.

Mayor Peterson said he will get this posted at the Post Office so people will be able to get copies and
understand what is being considered here. We will have it for discussion again at the next meeting and if
things move well at that point, we will be looking at it as an action item at the first meeting in April.

b. Short-Term Rentals

Mayor Peterson said he does not have any new information on this. We have different opinions as to
exactly what steps should be taken with respect to our existing ordinance versus new, but [ think we are
also at a point where we need to figure out where a starting point is and try to move that forward. The
major differences that [ see are existing ordinances, permits, and bed and breakfasts to operate when
they are owner occupied. At this point, we do not have any in Town. It requires a conditional use permit.
One thing that [ put forward was clarifying that language to make sure people understand this type of
short-term rental, and it was the starting point I was proposing. [ know it has come up repeatedly that if
we cannot really enforce it, we should not have it. But the experience of neighboring communities is such
that all of their efforts on enforcement are not with where they have it, but with where they do not permit
itand people do it anyway. This is something we are living through right now as well. My thought is that
there is a starting point that was out there about 3 meetings ago. Is that a reasonable starting point and
do we want to move it forward along with Fines and Forfeitures. | prefer to see us come out and decide
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what is going to be acceptable and then look to move it forward. As I see it, we will need to go back to the
Planning Commission because it is a modification to our Land Use Ordinance. They would then have a
Public Hearing on it, but I think it is appropriate for Town Council to provide some input to the Planning
Commission as to what our thoughts are on it and have them work out the additional details.

Councilmember Sheltman said he does not like these things. I hate seeing these things sprout up in
neighborhoods because [ do not think it is proper. But we did ask the attorney if we can recoup the cost
that we would incur, not just enforcing ordinances, but just the process of registration and licensing these
things and the answer was, the way [ understood it, no, we cannot. As [ have said in the past, a lot of
communities like this because it brings in a lot of income. If you have places where people can eat, places
where people can golf, retail and other places, they look at it as a profit. We do not have these things
here. They will not bring in any income. We would have to do it out-of-pocket. I do not think it is
something we can work with. If it does turn out to be something a majority of the Council agrees with, I
do not think you can do it as a conditional use permit. [ think it needs its own ordinance like we do for
trailer parks and like we would do if we had a hotel here. [ think you will need something where every
detail is laid out and answered. A conditional use would be way too open which would be similar to what
we have for bed and breakfast. There is nothing there to look at or grab hold of if you are trying to
approve one or disapprove one.

Councilmember Roberts said we have bounced this around already. We need to decide yes or no. Ifitis
yes, then the discussion that we have had needs to be very precise on what would be allowed and to what
extent it would be allowed. [fitisin a home that is owner occupied then it would be looked at as a home
occupation. I think it needs to come out of the language where it currently resides and not a conditional
use. But we have had discussion that if we are going to allow it, the owner needs to be onsite because it is
in a residential area.

Mayor Peterson said we do not permit trailers outside of homes anyway, but onsite is in the building.

Councilmember Roberts said correct. Ifitis considered a home occupation then it is in the home, not
outside. The first question you have to answer is if we say no then there is no sense in spending any
more time on it. He said he is not opposed to allowing people to have that avenue if this is what they
choose. If we say yes then there has to be a certain limit on the property itself as to how many individuals
can be there at one given time. You have to keep in mind it is in a residential area.

Mayor Peterson said he knew it did not receive a lot of concern from our attorney, but [ would also
suggest that the concept of the advertising rule on Air B&B type of rentals did not receive a lot of thought
that this was going to take place at the State level. Istill have a very low percentage concern that
something may occur on the State level that will say you cannot prohibit these. Just as we have many
ordinances that started out with these are the permitted uses, these are the conditional uses and
everything else is prohibited, we have now been modifying with language saying things that are in the
same spirit would be permitted. And this is required. You are not allowed to prohibit uses of property
based on court rulings in Utah. He said I see a benefit and [ agree with your comments if it is going to be,
it should be with a separate license and not a conditional use permit. There were some suggestions that
it might vary with the size of the property. Ifitisin a residential area and if it is a larger property
perhaps it could accommodate slightly more people. Itis not the large numbers that have been spoken
about in some of the rentals where the Fire District would have problems with it as well. The question
becomes do we want to have a starting point and would that starting point be permitting bed & breakfast
separate licenses and ask our attorney to work-up language on this to see how it could work. Or do we
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want to work-up the language ourselves in order to try to make it more efficient from a dollar standpoint.
[ do not see it going away if we prohibit it. [ do not think it makes it easier to enforce what is taking place.
[ think people are choosing to do what they do knowing it is not permitted and it is going to be a game of
cat and mouse whether or not we can catch the mice in the act of actually renting it. Advertising it is not
enough basis in order to file any kind of charges against the individual. But [ would want to spell it out
that we do not permit it unless it is a home occupation with on-site owner present. Ifitis going to be a
separate license, | think we can make it that it has to be an owner occupied property and not a renter who
is then turning around and using it for that type of home occupation. Ifit does not go away with just
saying we do not permit it, [ understand the cost of enforcement is something we do not want to get
involved with. Even if we prohibit it, we will have to get involved with those costs. Would Council be
interested in my trying to find some language with respect to this avenue of separate licenses that we
could look at the next meeting to see if it could be a consideration that we want to pursue?

Councilmember Roberts said he is supportive of this.

Councilmember Sheltman said he does not have a problem with it. I'm still not sure if [ am in support of
this at all, but [ am willing to have someone try to convince me otherwise.

10. Citizen Comments:

Kohl Furley with the Hurricane Valley Fire District said they are at 580 calls for service. They are in the
process of getting the fire hydrants in Town mapped and on a plan so they can be tested regularly. Burn
season is underway.

11. Staff Reports:

Mayor Peterson said there was a DTAC meeting and there is a study that is focusing on non-permanent
residents of the County. A fair number of people have second homes and obviously there are a lot of
tourists as well and they are trying to better understand the actual population of folks who are not the
full time residents here. From the indications they are getting, these may be surprisingly large to some
people. And they are not including visitors at the national parks.

Mayor Peterson said there has been some water damage on roads in the Leeds area. [ encourage
everyone to share any kind of conditions you might see out there. We are aware of certain roadway along
Silver Reef Road by where it forks off to Oak Grove, where we are getting quite a deep gully. We will be
bringing in bulk material to fill this in as it is becoming quite a cut and it could start to undercut the
roadway.

Mayor Peterson said the 150t Sesquicentennial will have a committee meeting next Wednesday at 4 PM
at Town Hall.

12. Closed Meeting:

There is no need for a Closed Meeting tonight. However, in 2 weeks we will be having a Work Session
starting at 5 PM discussing Silver Eagle / Millenia Wastewater Proposal.
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13. Ad-}_(-)-i-lrnméﬁ-t':_“ '

Mayor Peterson adjourned the meeting at 7:46 PM.

Al ’
appROVED ONTHIS (O™ pay oF AP?‘\ ,2019

Mayor, Wayne Peterson

ATTEST:
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TowN OF LEEDS

ORDINANCE NO. 2019-_

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING UNIFORM AND STANDARD
CRIMINAL PENALTIES FOR VIOLATIONS OF TowN
ORDINANCES

WHEREAS, Section 10-1-301 et. seq., Utah Code Annotated, 1933, as amended, grants
the authority to municipalities to enact and establish uniform fines and penalties for offenses
committed within the corporate limits of the Town of Leeds (the “Town”); and

WHEREAS, the Municipal Council of the Town of Leeds (the “Council™) has considered
the proposal to enact uniform fines and penalties for infractions and Class B and C
misdemeanors; and

WHEREAS, the Council has received public comments regarding such proposed fines and
penalties.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF
LEEDS, UTAH, THAT the attached Uniform and Standard Criminal Penalty Ordinance be adopted,
and be effective upon adoption, posting and publication.

[f any provision of this Ordinance is declared invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction,
the remainder shall not be affected hereby.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this __th day of , 2019.

TowN OF LEEDS

By:
Wayne Peterson, Mayor

VOTING:

Mayor: Wayne Peterson Yea Nay  Absent
Councilmember: Nate Blake Yea Nay  Absent
Councilmember: Elliott Sheltman Yea Nay  Absent
Councilmember: Alan Roberts Yea Nay  Absent
Councilmember: Danielle Stirling Yea Nay  Absent

Ordinance re Fines & Penalties



ATTEST:

Peggy Rosebush
Town Recorder

DEPOSITED in the office of the Town Recorder this day of w2019,

RECORDED this day of 2019.

Ordinance re Fines and Penalties



Penalty For Violation Of Ordinance:

A. Any person violating any of the provisions or failing to comply with any of the mandatory
requirements of the ordinances of the town shall be guilty of an infraction unless the violation is
made a misdemeanor by ordinance.

B. 1. Except in ordinances where a different punishment is prescribed by any ordinance of the
town, any person convicted of a class B misdemeanor for violation of an ordinance of the town is
punishable by a fine of one thousand dollars ($1,000.00), or by imprisonment not to exceed six
(6) months, or by both such fine and imprisonment.

2. Except in ordinances where a different punishment is prescribed by any ordinance of the town,
any person convicted of a class C misdemeanor for violation of an ordinance of the town is
punishable by a fine of seven hundred fifty dollars ($750.00), or by imprisonment not to exceed
ninety (90) days, or by both such fine and imprisonment.

C. Any person convicted of an infraction for violation of an ordinance of the town is punishable
by a penalty of not more than seven hundred fifty dollars ($750.00).

D. Each such person shall be guilty of a separate offense for each and every day during any
portion of which any violation of any provision of the ordinances of the town is committed,
continued or permitted by any such person, and such person shall be punishable accordingly.



InfoWest Webmail :: [Fwd: Town of Leeds sale of easement to Pott...

https:'webmail.infowest.com/roundcube/? task=mail& safe=0& ...

Subject [Fwd: Town of Leeds sale of easement to Potter and

Powell]
From Lynn Potter <lpotter@airbine.com>
To <Clerk@leedstown.org>

Date 06.03.2019 10:49

map 1.pdf (~10 MB)
map 2.pdf (~3.2 MB)

565565 Diamond easement.pdf (~388 KB)
565564 Triangle piece.pdf (~376 KB)
567640 sale to spear of 1110.pdf (~493 KB)

@ & ® & @ @

———————————————————————————— Original Message

563587 Quit claim deed to Leeds.pdf (~349 KB)

Subject: Town of Leeds sale of easement to Potter and Powell
From: "Lynn Potter" <lpctter@airbine.com>

Date: Wed, March 6, 2019 11:41 am

Ta: "Wayne Peterson" <mayorfleedstown.org>

Ce: "dianna powell"” <diannapowell42@gmail.com>

To: Teown of Leeds

From: Lynn Potter And Dianna Powell
295 8. Main 3t. St. George, UT 84770
435-817-5947

Re: Resconsideration of Easement

i

In the summer of 2015, I
and I were given access t

2
o
{2

ad to convince the town of Leeds that my wife
ur property by a notation in the middle of

document number 553587, see attached, which is a Quit Claim Deed to the
Town of Leeds from Paul and Afton Felt. That notation says "The purpose of
this deed is to convey the above-described property to the town of Leeds

for the purpose of a rocadway". On map number one,

see attached, our

property is the land with the blue border, we had this map done by
Rosenberg in May of 2018, our property number is L-3-1-7-1110 and is now
known as 24 East Majestic Mountain Road. The Town of Leeds property is the
green boarded area. I was unable last August to convince the town of this
existing access and bought from the Town an easement. We have Iound
additional evidence to Warrant a review of that decision and hopefully
will allow us to get the $1,460.75 back that we gave to the Town for that

easement.

The parcel that the Town of Leeds currently owns was created by the Quit
Claim Deed document number 563587, from Felt to Leeds, and is dated April
22nd 1997. The important part happens about 20 days later in May 1897
when Felt gives Lee this little diamond shaped easement, document number
565565, it's border is colored purpls on map number 1. That diamond

shaped easement connects our property, 1110,

to the Town of Leeds property

with enough width for a road, you see there wasn't enough width at this
point for the road because of the drainage ditch on the west side, so Lee
got this diamond shaped eassment from Felt. On the same day May 12th 1397,
Felt also sells Lee a triangular shaped piece of property, document number

565564 and it is colored orange cn map number 2.

NMow the real important

part on map number 2 is that this map was a survey done by LR Pope in
March of 1997. This map is not recorded by the county but copies can be
bought from Pope. The purpose of the survey as noted on the map was te
"break off a part of the property and prepare a boundary description",

underlined in red, this was done for Alberta Lee.

Lee and Company at one

time owned most of this guarter section and has sold most of it off so

this parcel number L-3-1-7-1110 was left over,
wanted to s=2ll it and so she had this survey done.

important things to note on this map:

l of 2

(now our property) and she

There are a few

3/6/2019, 11:12 AM



[nfoWest Webmail :: [Fwd: Town of Leeds sale of easement to Pott...

1) It's dated March of 1997,

https://webmail.infowest.com/roundcube/? task=mail& safe=0& ...

circled in red, a month before Leeds gets the

20f2

parcel that was given to them by Felt;

2) The town of Leeds parcel is marked on it, before the town owned it,

before Felt gave it to Leeds, along with a nots "public right-of-wa
g p ¥

sasement”;

3) The diamond easement is on it with a note,

sasement™;

"private right of way

4) Here is the triangular piece of property Felt sold to Lee 2 months
later, it's already on this map as part of our property number 1110.

All of these transactions were in escrow at the same time and these
document numbers are just closing dates so all the folks knew what was
going on cuz this map was made in March of 97 so the map shows intent of
all parties involved to allow access of parcel 1110 through the Leeds

parcel.

And on a side note, Lee sold 1110 to Spear 20 days later on June 2nd 1997,

see attached document number 567640, and Spear would not
without an access road to it.
and attached documents.

existed and is not

have bought 1110
Which is all described on this Pope survey
This is the proof that the access easement always
limited to width or use.

In conclusion we ask for a review of this new information and a refund,

please.

Sincerely,

BEGIN-ANTISPAM-VOT

Teach InfoWast
Spam: h

o 1
://spamtrap. infowest.com/canit/b. ghp?c

Lynn Potter and Dianna Powell

NG-LINKS3

mail (ID O7XIFNfqT)

sm=2f933a3bd5dfs

b
=
(23]
=
r

pos
-t
s

£=20190306
Not spam:

.infowest.:om/canit/b.oho?c=n&1=J?XIFquE&m=£FaaBaBbéidf&

£=20130308

Forget vote: nztps://

a3aldbdidfs

w

.infowest.com/canit/b.php?o=Ffsi=07XIFNFQlsm=2F

£=20130308¢

REMEMBER: Never give out your

over e-mail.

account information, password, or other personal information

END-ANTISPAM-VOTING-LINKS
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Recorded at Request of .. ...
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i‘ Mail tax notice to./eunt el _ImEALS . Address NATIAT Yl 87 ” ["_—'L’f’:f} tff/?%
il Y EFG ]!
I o
QUIT-CLAIM DEED |

i i
i

“! Paul 15 & Allon lielt i
Il 1455 Fir Cirele i
il n grantor i,l
];I UQEU " f'_"ll-[_(};;:v[ , County of Utah . Seate of Utah, hereby ;
il IT-CLAI w0 i
|
Town of Leeds :
3 PO Box 460879 geance |8
i of [ Washi , for the sum of
R' _eeds, Washington County, Utah 00 DOLLARS, ‘:i‘!
i 18
! the following described tract  of land in Washington County, g

ll| State of Utah:

i
Beginning at the Northeast Corner of Section 7, T 41 S, R 13 W, SLB&M,
thence S 88°35' 11" W 796.10 fi. to a point on the Southeast Right of Way
i Line of Old Highway 91; thence S 46° 44' 07" W 89.60 ft. along Old
” Highway 91 Right of Way Line to the True Pomt of Beginning; thence 5 53°
% 51'25" E 193.85 ft.: thence N 0° 12' 05" E 72.83 ft.; thence N 43° |5 53" W :
i 137.61 ft.- thence S 46° 44' 07" W 85.73 f. to True Point of Beginning. [
i Approximately 0.25 Acre. '
!.II i
| The purpose of this deed is to convey the above described property o the .l
Town of Leeds for the purpose of a public roadway. i
| DNS63S87 k1093 Pelg 10
RUSSELL SHIRTS # WASHINGTOM CO RECORDER
4 1997 APK 22 10147 Al FEE $.00 8Y JRE
i FOR: TOWN OF LEEDS B
i Wrrness che hand of said grantor , this day of i
| , A. D. one thousand nine hundred and

[ o L
i } 2 z

: E. - g /

o Signed in the presence of Apam, keh /5%2_/

i
i
H P T o TR SR S e B

I‘ STATE OF UTAH, }Ss t
1 County of  Utah . i
I On the 15 ‘ day of /f/'f)loi’ A, D. one

it thousand nine hundred and Jhengdis - S <espersonally appeared before me

a5 Lol angd Clemr Fo /T
the signer of the foregoing instrument, who duly acknowledge to me that  he executed the |ii
i same.




WHEN RECORDED MAIL DEED AND TAX NOTICE TO:

ALBEH‘I}EIL'(()RENA LEE
Box 460571
Leads, Utah 84746

Order Mo. 75018 Space Above This Line for Recorder’s Use

QUIT-CLAIM DEED

PAUL E. FELT and M. AFTON FELT, grantor{s], of Provo, County of Utah, State of Utah, hereby

QUIT-CLAIM to
ai
ALBERTALORENA LEE | granteels) of Leuds, County of Washington , State of Utah, for the sum of
TEN DOLLARS AND OTHER GOOQD AND VALUABLE CONSIDERATION

the following described EASEMENT in WASHINGTON County, State of UTAH:

A RIGHT OF WAY EASEMENT FOR INGRESS AND EGRFSS AND ROADWAY OVER THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED
PROPERTY:

SEE EXHIBIT “A” ATTACHED HERETO FOR THE LEGAL DESCRIPTION.

GUS&S56S k1lUP%P PLUTF4E
ﬁﬁSSEhlé SH%RTS E HASHIHGTBH ¢0 RECORDER

i FEE  $12.00 BY 56
FOR: LEE ALBERTH LDRENﬁ

WITNESS the hand(s) of said grantoris), this L of April, A, D, 1997

A I 745/

PAUL E. FELT

9. Qb jp_,U’\

M. AFTON FELT/

NOTARY
STATE OF UTAH ¥

1 ss
County of LW‘ i

On the 22 day of Apiil, A. D. 1997 personaily appearad before me, PAUL E FELT and M. AFTON
FELT. the signer{s) of the within instrumant, who duly acknowledge to me that they axecuted the same,

ﬁ&wﬁﬂ Gt

, Motary Public

My Commission Expires: Z/(e /9 | Notary Public residing at: Lot Cl"“qa—‘
PP Wy
LORRAINE M. CAPEU, )
Notary Pubiic

My Corrm Fapior Fab 4, 2001
197 H Canyen i Pravo LT 34604

-y LALabame L e




EXHIBIT "A" - LEGAL DESCRIPTION

DESCRIPTION OF RIGHT OF WAY EASEMENT
FROM PAUL & AFTON FELT

Begining at a point South 1°15°00” East 603.18 feet along the Section line and North
54°43°25” West 499,77 feet and North 53°51'25” West 275 50 feet from the Northeast
Cormner of Section 7, Township 41 South, Range 13 West, Salt Lake Base and Meridian
and running thence North 53°51 725" West 53.86 feer; thence North 0°12°05™ East 72.83
feet; thence South 43°15°53" East 12,27 feet; thence South 20°00°22" East 101 .80 feet to
the point of beginning,

Paul E. Felt

_ﬁ_’}:‘lj.~._£L]m_%jﬁ.¢i':_-_
t

M. Afton F

DOS&ETS6S k10D




WHEN RECORDED MAIL DEED AND TAX NOTICE TO:
‘J

ALBERTALORENA LEE
Box 460571
Leeds, Utah 84746

Order No. 75018 Space Above This Line for Recorder’s Use

QUIT-CLAIM DEED
PAUL E, FELT and M, AFTON FELT, grantor(s), of Provo, County of Utah, State of Utah, hereby

04 QUIT-CLAIM to
ALBERTILORENA LEE , granteeis) ui Lacds, County of Washinglon , Stue of Utah, for the suin of

TEN DOLLARS AND OTHER GOOD AND VALUABLE CONSIDERATION

the following described tract of land in WASHINGTON County, State of UTAH:

SEE EXHIBIT *A™ ATTACHED HERETO FOR THE LEGAL DESCRIPTION.

TOGETHER WITH all improvements and appurtenances thersunto belonging.

SUBJECT TO sasements, rights of way. restrictions, and rasarvations of racerd and those enforceabls in faw and
aquity.

DOS65564 1099 P3R4 4
RUSSELL SHIRTS ¥ WASHINGTON C0 RECORDER

1797 MAY 12 12:01 P FEE  $12.00 BY 56
FOR: LEE ALBERTA LOREHA

WITNESS the handis) of said grantor(s), this 22 af April, A/D’_’if_—;/ .
‘/ / - QI/ :

t=

PAUL E. FELT

AW (im Pr ;@O j\

M. AFTON FELT

NOTARY

STATE OF UTAH H
)58

County of | /‘\7&71'{/\ H

Onthe 22 day of April, ». D. 1997 personally appeared before me, PAUL E. FELT and M. AFTON
FELT. the signer(s) of the within instrument, who duly acknowledge to me that they sxecuted the same.

. Notary Public

My Commission Expires: Z/(F/D | Notary Public residing at: u;‘“ CO'»WC"?’-




