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July 20, 2000

Dear Kerry,
You are receiving this letter as a response to your letter dated June 12, 2000.

In regards to the first concem of the shareholder, it seems quite ironic that a water restriction that
the Henrieville lrrigation Company has used since our pressurized system has been in use is all
of sudden inadequate. To correct an error with the concern of flexibility, shareholders who may
need to run a flexible schedule has been able to do so with the watermasters knowledge and
approval. However, because of the unwillingness of two shareholders to follow this process it
became necessary to reinforce the 24-hour per allotted head restriction as it was set up 12 years
ago. Flexibility continues this summer to those who have made arrangements with the
watermaster, including the shareholder who has the complaint, even though he still has failed to
make arrangements with the watermaster. The President, Board Members and the Watermaster
feel the current water restrictions used by the Company is effective and a benefit to all
shareholders. | think it is also important to note that this summer while other Irrigation Companies
within this county issue fines for noncompliance to water restrictions, others are shutting their
complete systems off for three days every weekend, and some have completely run out of water
and have been off for the past two weeks, the Henrieville Irrigation Company has turned the
water off for a total of 2 ¥ days this whole summer. So we are very pleased with our system and
the way the water restrictions have benefited us.

in response to concern number two. Just as you stated in your letter, this issue has been
discussed at length in the past, and our point of view has not change. We also feel the impression
of this shareholder is that if the unauthorized acreage is taken off the system then no water
restrictions would be in place to prohibit him from using all the water that he pleased? This is
false! Water restrictions would still have to be in place to keep the pressure of the system at a
level to ensure proper function of the sprinklers. To put it plain and simple a shareholder must
recognize the amount of water he owns within the company and plant his crops accordingly and
understand that he cannot raise the same crop with 36 shares of water as the shareholder with
238 shares.

In closing, we feel Henrieville is a very fortunate community to have the water sources that we do.
We are sorry that we have people who are never happy and so requiring your time and energy to
deal with them.

Sincerely,

fasgh bopoK

President




