MEMORANDUM
TO: File
FROM: Monica Van Bussum
DATE: May 15, 2007
RE: Objection to 67-10483 (parent of 67-14837 and 67-14838)

This memo records my understanding of Charles Woods” objection to the
recommendation for 67-10483 and the children resulting from its split, 67-14837 and 67-
14838.

Ownership

According to the deed submitted, the southern part should indeed have been
recommended in the name of Woods and the northern part in the name of Pursifull. The
Washington County taxlots show Woods owns the north part and Pursifull the southern
part, but we have to go with the deed as proof of ownership.

Acreage

In my phone conversation with Mr. Woeods, he said he and Pursifull should both have
been recommended 5 acres. The taxlot records show each taxlot is 4.8 acres. In
reviewing the 1987 imagery again, it appears that we should have recommended 4.2 acres
to the northern portion (Pursifull) and 4.8 acres to the southern portion (Woods) with
each getting their proportional share of the full diversion rate claimed. Thave included a
map with this memo showing the new shapes and acreages, as well as proportional
quantity for each right.
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