From: Chris Bromley

To: Saxton. Craig

Subject: RE: 91-7909: Hancock Timberland X Inc.
Date: Monday, February 08, 2016 11:11:29 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Hey Craig,

| spoke with the client about this. For Industrial, the client intentionally claimed what’s in the notice of claim.
Section 31 Fire Protection — the client intended to claim all of Section 31.

Section 1 Fire Protection — the client intended to claim Range 6 East, not Range 7 East.

Let me know if there are any other questions.

Thanks,

Chris

From: Saxton, Craig [mailto:Craig.Saxton@idwr.idaho.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2016 8:20 AM

To: Chris Bromley <cbromley@mchughbromley.com>
Subject: RE: 91-7909: Hancock Timberland X Inc.

Hey Chris,
Why don’t you call me when you get a few minutes and we can figure it out (287-4916).

I would say that we probably wouldn’t even need an amendment but | have another question about the POU. Specifically,
01-7909 claims use in T43N, 07E, S1. But that Section, according to my data, is owned by JACKSON TIMBERLAND
OPPORTUNITIES TRISTAR LLC and is covered in the recommended POU for 91-7884.

So then | started looking around and see that HANCOCK TIMBERLAND X INC owns T43N, R6E, S1. | am wondering if this is
the section you meant to claim. Here, this might explain it better:

Part of Claimed POU
for 91-79097 This
seems fine.

Did HANCOCK mean
toclaimthe whole
section?

Claimed under 91-7909, but

owned by JACKSON y
TIMBERLAND OPPORTUNITIES
.... Partofthe POU for91-
7884,

Cwned by HANCOCK
TIMBERLAND X INC. Should
this have been claimed
instead ofthe the Section 1in B
Range OTE?
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From: Chris Bromley [mailto:cbromley@mchughbromley.com]
Sent: Monday, February 01, 2016 5:35 PM

To: Saxton, Craig
Subject: RE: 91-7909: Hancock Timberland X Inc.

Hey Craig,

That’s not accurate. My guess as to what happened was Carter suggested | use the online claim form, which | did. This was
the first claim | did that with, so it was a bit of a challenge for me with the map based place of use. My thinking is | thought
I'd gotten everything to match up, but obviously | didn’t.

What do you need from me to correct it?

Thanks,

Chris

From: Saxton, Craig [mailto:Craig.Saxton@idwr.idaho.gov]
Sent: Monday, February 1, 2016 3:20 PM

To: Chris Bromley <cbromley@mchughbromley.com>
Subject: 91-7909: Hancock Timberland X Inc.

Hey Chris,

91-7909 claims a different Place of use for INDUSTRIAL use than it does for FIRE PROTECTION. Is that accurate?

Thanks,
Craig
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