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DECLARATION OF LAND PATENT .

KNOW YE A{.!, MEN THAT I/WE, THE UNDELRSIGNED, DO CERTIFY AND DECLARE
THAT WE ARE ASSIGNEE'S TO A LAND PATENT or GRANT THAT IS FILED AND IS
KNOWN AS PATENT or GRANT ## «197= : SAID CORY OF
WHICH IS ATTACHED HERETO. WE FURTHER CERTITY ‘?HAT WE ARE ASSNIGNEEL'S
TO A PORTION OF SAID PATEMT OR GRANT YHICH IS LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS: All of Iot 60, MOUNTAIN PARK SUBDIVISION, PLAT nwpn g

a gubdivision ol part ol the Southeast Quarter ok

Section 20, Tommwmst Salt Iake

EY-c23- coel

NO CLAIM iS5 MADE HEREIN THAT WE HAVE BEEN ASSIGNED THE ENTIRE TRACT
OF LAND AS DESCRIBED IN THE ORIGINAL PATENT OR GRANT. OUR ASSIGNMENT
IS INCLUSIVE ONLY TO THE ABOVE LEGAL DESCRIPTION. THE FILING OF THIS DE-
CLARATION OF LAND PATENT SHALL NOT DENY OR INPRINGE ON°ANY RIGHT,
PRIVILEGE OR IMMUNITY OF ANY OTHER ASSIGNEE TO ANY OTHER PORTION OF
LAND COVERED IN THE ABOVE DEACRIBED PATENT OR GRANT NUMBER.

MEMORANDUM OF LAW ON RIGHTS, PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES
. Transfer by patentee...,"Title and rights of bona fide purchaser from patentee,
............... verrrereeeranscassserreossnnereerssssnssnsrnsenseeess Will be protected. United States v Debell
(1915 CAS SD) 227 F 760 United States v Beaman(1917, CA8 Colo) 242 F 876; State v
Hewitt Land Co. (1913) 74 Wash 573, 134 B 474" from 43 1ISCS § 15,0 44,

2. AN ASSIGNEE, WHETHER HE BE THE FIRST, SEGOND OR THIRD PARTY TO
WHOM TITLE 1S CONMEYED SHALL LOSE NONCL OI‘ TH" QRIGINAL RIGHTS, PRIVIL-
EGES OR IMMUNITIES OF THE ORIGINAL GRANTEE OF‘ LAND PATENT. The U.S.
Constitution says in Article 1, Sec 10: "No State shall........impair the obligations of
Contracts".EQUAL RIGHTS, PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES ARE FURTHER PRQTECTED
UNDER THE 14th AMENDMENT TO THE U.S. CONSTITUTION WHICH SAYS: "No Stare
.......... shall deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws".

3, In cases of c)ectmcnt, where the question is wha has the legal title, the patent
of the government is unassailable. Sanford v Sanford, 13% LS. 642, 35 L Ed 290.

4, In Federal courts the patent is held to be the foundation of title at law. Fenn v.
Holmes, 21 Howard 481,

5. IMMUNITY FROM COLLATERAL ATTACK: Collins v Bartlett, 44 Cal 371
Webber v Pere Marquette Boom Co, 62 Mich 626, 30 NW 44Y9; Surget v Doe, 24 ‘Miss 118;
Pittsmont Copper Co v Yanina, 71 Moent 4%, 227 PaL 46; Green v Bafker 47 Neb 934,

66 NW 1032, : -

G lasie, %/L —fmw

X
STATE oF__Umn. ) X Gt
COUNTY OF _aAe Lakk . )) 55, T
Subscr)bedﬂl‘d sworn to before me, ARSIGNEE(S)

uc:a (o day of _NaY , 1955
“‘ ()Am
Notary| Publi State of .

My Commiss I expires 1093
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