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GRANTEE .. ROBT. _J. WEST - L ASSIGNEE
PAT. NQ..J!.Q;?____VOLQ 10 ACRES 075 LXCLSS .6 ”A C. ABSTRACT No. /576 SHEET 2 CERT. NO. 182 SURV.NO.___ 04C
P : . : © 5ao
ii??ﬁl; D':’IC | VOT A;.M %25 BRANCH NDEE ScALE__200 _FT.EQUAL 1 INCH HOCATION P 2.2 M{L,:S’ ﬂ:,,N' Lj W
: w et o fav L - " ART OF SEC 23T 2. RA4W
z : ' o3 " TERRACE CLUB
: ‘“@ Tracts One, Two, and Three described in 1960 t §: PAPK NO. 2
N . 3 |Contract Agreement (covenant) between Silver, WY
\é |Laughlin, Grady, Cates (first parties) and Sanford
v (second party). This agreement describes the - Q
) , X three tracts above and references a fourth tract general location N
3 Lo : " of Tract Four &
¢ 5}: X that is shown on the exhibit of that contract. The'— W? i v p \
" :.g S “Ifourth tract (Tract Four) appears to include some [¢* 'J’E 59 4.0 é’g‘ \
L ABST 799 : 2 { “‘lareas that are presently owned by Pendery. N X< .
C’gggg./éL Z)ON PO 2l “_ |l believe the 1960 Contract considered all the . Q\.
i << T o X land south of Valwood Parkway between Josey /&
: ey - Lane and Dennis, to be "Valwood Park Shopping
. ‘ {,‘i Center".
-— 7 v%u’ X Y o9 1D QN%
ABST 799 s AR Ay DI L A ) ABST. 1088
ABST 28 — | . 4 ,‘{M‘“@E \"1, Q ! ABST. 1576
) ABST 28 I %/ q\“i%.«f)i} ! ig i %@"‘% AN Exxon tract now owned by
s ; e PN ) / o v .
pAﬁAé #00p l RN E?ﬂ?‘ Yy v g i 150x150, Inst. 200600102108 , —{The easement that was attached
MO 6 w ; ~ 7 s ‘,io/a»" 1 '\/_ ¢ |to this property was for providing
R T LA TP , o \ ) J;L access to the old St. Stephens
\—0' Jﬁz Z7 - ﬁw%ﬁ%ﬁ = S i 53x18?—3 ingress and egress to Der;(f;i/s/ 3f’ " [cleaners site.
- Ded/caf'}on,. Yol 32— 215 2R. #73 de. 59¢€’7{?} z(m PARKWA )/ 9 . 9 . ! :
\ ‘ 214D o e @%w#ygg : _ st sl Lane (pedestrian and vehicular '
= Py ~Easr BT ' 77 f Z=5 7 NEG laccess-for St. Stephens Cleaners). '
e L A E e LT s Tract One ij',{wﬂé’; 9 Underlying fee title presently in easement also
/756%12% 1 pav € > Y M ’ aka tract 38§ owned by Pendery by warranty deed _ Jreferenced in Vol.
: IV ~ Y e T -1 RN 93045/4862. No mention of 7-'|3658 Pg 140
. ’ 3%}% T s R Ay PR ¥ olpers z encumbrances on their deed. N [ 77 e;’;; Ae .
& N ? Ve Ewwfi Z"YFIRST PARCEL, in ‘ ' R : TFOST SR
— N opta i 4=5£100043/3466 Tract 1 , 2l - \
S Q << described as First ‘| Pendery Vet Office Property
Q Parcel in Deed warranty deed 80196/0069 _ - e
T S N .1 1490043/3466 o | 55 59t 07 &0 3
— g 3.8 e ; ‘ ’ 7 £ g i p O el shep Pt i
) o Wy S SIERAN T FIRST PARCEL, Tract 2 in deed [~ s, P00 /
N NS i N 90043/3466 AN 45 ,
AR T Old St. Stephens Cleaners site. v |Easements were were
o - / A dog Fee title owned by City. I do not : gran_tgd in 90043/ 3d466t;_
ot f 0 e 7 Sy Sheriff's Deed 94152/2653 for | (7 have a copy of deed into City. - ,fg;’:’r']eeo‘f‘;‘;ef;ghssg ng
Cprd T i © g 1.847 acres plus (tax) tract 38.[<. * . B Cleaners site
ot 2t 4 The Sheriff's deed did not '
) . g .)/j, £ |have any legal description for AN
g ( o L 4 - VA Z g » [tract 38. They used DCAD's
4 . 0:? > B T tax tract number in lieu of a
¢ ‘f,z“ T2 pwma At written description. Now :
) . Senior Center land. Easement for . - R
‘ a » i ingress and egress ” ~ . ‘
- 7 for pedestrian and o
J " T [vehieutar trafie and | Riey Gescribed in deed 6917771566 are Tract 1
o / o veehirtl:?es I(zep::itle and Tract 2 with same easements described and
. owned b'y City. I do attached to Tract 2 in that deed (the cleaners
- , - [not have a copy of tract - —
the deed into City. , o
KEVIN: The Penderys are requesting the City to release encumbrances on their
; property (see their RELEASE OF EASEMENTS draft). They own two tracts of land
# shown above. One of the tracts appears to be encumbered by an ingress-egress
’ easement that originally served the property previously known as the St. Stephens :
- Cleaners which was acquired by the City. The ingress-egress easement is described ~|The easement that |
in various deeds in their chain of title as shown above. was attached to this
) " et property was to .
They also believe that both of their (Pendery) tracts are affected by a contract - |serve the cleaners SR
agreement that was executed in 1960 describing the "fourth” tract on that agreement tractﬁ.
Vol. 5405 Pg. 96.
i The second agreement document that may affect their property was executed in 1964
(Vol. 314 Pg.1061). That agreement may affect the 53x185 tract. | do not have a copy
- of the deed restrictions of April 13th, 1957 mentioned in paragraph 4 of that
agreement. Encumbrances on the 53x185 tract are mentioned on several subsequent
deeds.
| have been unable to view the older deeds referenced above, including a tract
. referenced in Vol. 3658 Pg. 140.
Please review and comment to John Land and myself at your earliest convenience.
Thanks, Chris Harrington
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harringc
Callout
FIRST PARCEL, in 90043/3466 Tract 1 described as First Parcel in Deed 90043/3466

harringc
Line

harringc
Callout
FIRST PARCEL, Tract 2 in  deed 90043/3466
Old St. Stephens Cleaners site. Fee title owned by City. I do not have a copy of deed into City.

harringc
Callout
Easement for ingress and egress for pedestrian and vehicular traffic and the right to park vehicles. Fee title owned by City. I do not have a copy of the deed into City.

harringc
Callout
53x185 ingress and egress to Dennis Lane (pedestrian and vehicular access for St. Stephens Cleaners). Underlying fee title presently in owned by Pendery by warranty deed 93045/4862. No mention of encumbrances on their deed.

harringc
Text Box
Tract One
aka tract 38 

harringc
Text Box
Tract Two

harringc
Text Box
Tract Three

harringc
Callout
Pendery Vet Office Property
warranty deed 80196/0069

harringc
Callout
Exxon tract now owned by City
150x150, Inst. 200600102108

harringc
Line

harringc
Callout
Easements were were granted in 90043/3466 to provide access and parking for the old St. Stephens Cleaners site.

harringc
Line

harringc
Callout
Also described in deed 69177/1566 are Tract 1 and Tract 2 with same easements described and attached to Tract 2 in that deed (the cleaners tract)

harringc
Callout
The easement that was attached to this property was for providing access to the old St. Stephens Cleaners site.

harringc
Callout
The easement that was attached to this property was to serve the cleaners tract.

harringc
Callout
Tracts One, Two, and Three described in 1960 Contract  Agreement (covenant) between Silver, Laughlin, Grady, Cates (first parties) and Sanford (second party). This agreement describes the three tracts above and references a fourth tract that is shown on the exhibit of that contract. The fourth tract (Tract Four) appears to include some areas that are presently owned by Pendery.
I believe the 1960 Contract considered all the land south of Valwood Parkway between Josey Lane and Dennis, to be "Valwood Park Shopping Center".

harringc
Callout
Sheriff's Deed 94152/2653 for 1.847 acres plus (tax) tract 38. The Sheriff's deed did not have any legal description for tract 38. They used DCAD's tax tract number in lieu of a written description. Now Senior Center land.

harringc
Line

harringc
Line

harringc
Line

harringc
Line

harringc
Line

harringc
Line

harringc
Callout
general location of Tract Four

harringc
Text Box
KEVIN: The Penderys are requesting the City to release encumbrances on their property (see their RELEASE OF EASEMENTS draft). They own two tracts of land shown above. One of the tracts appears to be encumbered by an ingress-egress easement that originally served the property previously known as the St. Stephens Cleaners which was acquired by the City. The ingress-egress easement is described in various deeds in their chain of title as shown above. 
 
They also believe that both of their (Pendery) tracts are affected by a contract agreement that was executed in 1960 describing the "fourth" tract on that agreement Vol. 5405 Pg. 96. 
 
The second agreement document that may affect their property was executed in 1964 (Vol. 314 Pg.1061). That agreement may affect the 53x185 tract. I do not have a copy of the deed restrictions of April 13th, 1957 mentioned in paragraph 4 of that agreement. Encumbrances on the 53x185 tract are mentioned on several subsequent deeds.
 
I have been unable to view the older deeds referenced above, including a tract referenced in Vol. 3658 Pg. 140.
 
Please review and comment to John Land and myself at your earliest convenience.
Thanks, Chris Harrington

harringc
Line

harringc
Callout
easement also referenced in Vol. 3658 Pg 140

harringc
Line




