EXHIBITE

Welkers’ New Method

Simple Two-Segment Example
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EXHIBIT

Welkers' New Method

Simple Four—Seg‘ment‘ Example
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EXHIBIT G

Welkers’ New Method (Assigned Area)

VS.

MDA’s Allocation Method (Actual Use)
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EXHIBITH

Welkers' New Method

Examples of Assessments
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 EXHIBITI

Welkers’ New Method

Mathematlcs of
Who Pays for Road Beyond the Welkers Access Pomt
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EXHIBIT J

Plaintiffs’ Vacuous Argument




Plaintiffs’ Memorandum Regarding Plaintiffs’ Actual Use Method Filed in Support of
Plaintiffs’ Proposed Order on Same, dated June 13, 2016, page 6, lines 4-16:

“Again, unless one ties actual use to the portion of the Road actually used by a Parcel,
as well as to legal use, and recognizes the exclusive easement rights as to each
segment of the Road [1], one ends up with something like the method that the
Association is proposing, which overcharges the Parcels at the beginning of the Road,
and undercharges the parcels at the end of the Road [2]. The main difference is that the
Association determines a Parcel's Allocated Square Footage and pro-rata percentage of
Expenses without taking into account the segmented exclusivity of the portions of the
Road actually used and that such Parcels do not (and cannot) use the portion of the
Road beyond their access point [3]. To truly allocate Road expenses on an “actual use”
basis, the Parcels should only be charged a pro-rata share of the Expenses for the
section of the Road that they actually use and no portion of the Road they do not use.
This is what the Plaintiff's Actual Use Method achieves [4], while concurrently
recognizing (with any conflict with the Actual Use Method) the underlying legal
parameters and restrictions under the Road was created [5].”

Notes re the Plaintiffs’ argument:

[1] Assessments according to the MDA's allocation method are strictly proportional to
Actual Use, as defined in the August 10, 2016, Order of this Court. According to that
definition, Actual Use “[is tied] to the portion of the Road actually used by a Parcel,
as well as to legal use, and recognizes the exclusive easement rights as to each
segment of the Road.” The MDA’s allocation method certainly complies with this
condition.

[2] Plaintiffs’ argument says that if an allocation method violates the condition in the first
part of the sentence, then it must be overcharging parcels at the beginning of the
road. The MDA’s allocation method complies with the condition. The premise is
false; therefore the conclusion does not follow.

[3] By definition, the Actual Use measure “[takes] into account the segmented
exclusivity of the portions of the Road actually used and that such Parcels do not

(and cannot) use the portion of the Road beyond their access point.” Therefore, this
statement is false.

[4] The MDA's allocation method certainly charges “a pro-rata share of the Expenses
for the section of the Road that they actually use and no portion of the Road they do
not use”. The whole debate is about how to calculate the pro-rata share. The
Plaintiffs simply assume that their calculation is fair and equitable. They use that
assumption to infer that the MDA’s calculation is not fair and not equitable. Their
argument is vacuous.

[5] Both methods “[recognize]... the underlying legal parameters and restrictions”, so
this clause, if it means anything at all, is irrelevant.




EXHIBITK

Selected Statements by Plaintiffs’ Attorneys
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