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Dear client,

This SocraticX Insight Report combines an executive briefing with the detailed evidence trail behind
our evaluation of approximately 40 acres of rural land in the Gasquet area of Del Norte County,
California. The property offers privacy, forest adjacency and a strong natural setting, but it also
presents a material access issue that changes how the acquisition should be valued and approached.

The most important discovery is that the road physically used to reach the land appears to be
different from the 50-foot access easement described in the title record. The title documents provide
an easement on paper, while the existing traveled road and gate appear to follow another route
across neighboring private properties. A licensed surveyor advised that the existing road is very
likely outside the recorded corridor and that only field work can confirm the relationship.

Communications in the transaction indicate that neither the seller nor the agent involved had
identified or communicated this discrepancy before SocraticX raised it. This does not, by itself,
suggest concealment. The issue is genuinely difficult to notice because each individual document
appears plausible. It became visible only through meticulous comparison of the title description,
historic easement records, maps, the real road, county development rules and professional
responses.

Our conclusion is not that the property is unusable. The current road is being used, a gate key has
been provided, a recorded access corridor exists, and the Forest Service gave a generally favorable
response concerning use of Forest Service Road 17N05. The concern is that practical access today
may not equal permanent, recorded, development-ready access tomorrow.

BOTTOM LINE

If you choose to complete the purchase while the access discrepancy remains unresolved, we recommend reducing
the original offer amount by approximately 30%. The reduction is a risk adjustment, not a prediction of the final cure
cost. It recognizes that the solution may be simple, expensive, delayed, dependent on several owners, or practically
impossible.

The remainder of this report explains what was reviewed, what was verified, what remains open and what the worst-case
outcome could mean for development and resale.

SocraticX
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Executive Insight

Decision-ready summary before the detailed evidence trail

The land is not being rejected because of a proven lack of access. It is being re-priced because the relationship between
the recorded easement and the road actually used has not been established, and because the consequences of a

mismatch are material.

Natural setting
Current physical access

Recorded legal access

Development readiness

Forest Service interface

Recommendation

POSITIVE Approximately 40 acres with strong privacy, wooded terrain and National
Forest land on three sides.

A road and neighbor-controlled gate presently provide practical entry, and
a key has been supplied.

RISK Title describes a 50-foot ingress-and-egress corridor to Forest Service Road
17NO05, but the traveled road appears to follow a different route.

RISK County rules require documented legal access for development permits;
parcel-specific buildability remains incomplete.

POSITIVE A Forest Service Realty Specialist advised that no road special-use permit
is required under the connection scenario described.

No onsite wastewater or soil-analysis records were found; professional
site evaluation would be required.

A year-round spring is represented, but flow, quality, location and water
rights have not been independently established.

RISK Proceed only with full awareness of the access risk; if purchased as-is, reduce
the original offer by about 30%.

THE DECISIVE INSIGHT

A gate key proves present cooperation. It does not prove a permanent right that binds the neighbor, future owners,
lenders, the title insurer or the County.
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Property Context and Scope

What was evaluated and what the land appears to offer

The subject is approximately 40 acres of undeveloped rural land in the Gasquet area. Access begins on Forest Service
Road 17NO05 and continues over a private traveled road through a locked gate. The setting is remote, forested and partly

affected by prior wildfire. The listing represents a year-round spring and strong privacy, with National Forest land
adjoining three sides.

IMPORTANT DISTINCTION

Listing descriptions and visible conditions are starting points, not conclusions. A road that physically reaches land, a
spring that appears to flow and a parcel map that shows lines can each create confidence without establishing legal
rights, year-round performance or development approval.

SocraticX reviewed the acquisition as a decision system rather than as a collection of isolated facts. The core questions
were:

What legal interest is actually being conveyed, and does it match the route used on the ground?

Can the land be reached without relying only on revocable neighbor permission?

Would the County accept the access documentation for future building, grading, subdivision or use permits?

Does Forest Service Road 17NO5 require a special-use authorization for the described private connection?

Are water, wastewater, boundaries, title exceptions, fire exposure and road-maintenance obligations sufficiently verified?

How should unresolved risk change the client’s offer and closing decision?

HOW THE HIDDEN ISSUE EMERGED

The finding did not appear in one document. It emerged only after cross-checking each layer.

Listing & Title report & Historic deeds Map-to-road Surveyor

County & USFS

Decision-ready

physical route legal description & easements comparison review verification risk analysis

SocraticX insight: individually plausible records can still describe different realities.

The access finding emerged from cross-checking layers that, viewed separately, did not reveal the problem.
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Why the Main Issue Was Easy to Miss

The difference between checklist review and cross-document reasoning

The legal-access discrepancy was not obvious from the listing, a drive to the parcel or a quick reading of the preliminary
title report. The title report states that an access easement exists. The property can physically be reached. A neighbor
provides a gate key. Those facts naturally create the impression that access has been resolved.

1

The title report appears reassuring

It identifies fee ownership of the main parcel and an easement interest in a second access parcel. A buyer can
easily stop at the word “easement” without asking whether that described strip is the same road being driven. [S1]

The title map is only an orientation map

The title company expressly warns that its map is not a survey and should not be relied upon to determine the true
location of the land or easement. [S2]

The road itself looks established

Long use, road improvements, a gate and a working key make the route feel settled. Yet physical use and legal
entitlement are different questions.

An older federal road easement looks relevant but is not the buyer’s solution

A recorded 1964 easement was granted in favor of the United States. The title underwriter concluded that it was
intended to connect federal property and did not appear to benefit the subject parcel. [S3]

A 1996 deed suggests an unfinished access solution

The historic record refers to the existing driveway and anticipates a surveyor’s legal description, but no completed
recorded description clearly covering the traveled route was found. [S4]

Only comparison exposed the mismatch

SocraticX tested the paper route against the physical route, escalated the question to title and a licensed surveyor,
then checked the County’s legal-access rule. That sequence converted a vague concern into a decision-relevant
risk.

GOOD-FAITH OBSERVATION

Transaction communications indicate the seller and agent had not previously recognized the issue. SocraticX found no
reason to characterize that lack of disclosure as intentional. The practical lesson is that technically hidden defects can
remain unknown to everyone until the right question is asked.
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Critical Discovery: Two Access Realities

The recorded corridor and the existing traveled road may not be the same

TH E TWO ACC ESS REALITI ES lllustrative only - not a survey

RECORDED 50-FOOT EASEMENT CORRIDOR

SUBJECT -]---""""--------------

PARCEL

Approx. 40 acres
Remote / wooded

Legal route on paper; physical usability not confirmed

FOREST
SERVICE
ROAD 17N05

Neighbor-controlled gate

KEY QUESTION

Do the legal corridor and
the road people drive overlap?

PRIVATE PRIVATE PRIVATE
PROPERTY 1 PROPERTY 2 PROPERTY 3

ACTUALTRAVELED ROAD

Existing road and gate used in practice; recorded right is uncertain

Simplified access diagram. It explains the issue conceptually and is not a survey or legal description.

The title record describes an easement over a 50-foot strip along the northerly portion of neighboring land, running
toward Forest Service Road 17NO5. The road actually used curves through the terrain and appears to pass across three
contiguous private properties. The transaction agent later acknowledged that a solution may need to “fly” across all three
properties and that a field survey is needed to determine whether the recorded corridor works for any part of the route.
[S1][S8]

WHAT IS KNOWN

A recorded access corridor exists, and a physical road exists. What is not known is whether they overlap enough to
provide a complete, practical, legally protected route.
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Evidence Trail and Cure Complexity

Why a survey is necessary but not sufficient

A licensed surveyor reviewed the available mapping and advised that the existing logging road is very likely outside the

recorded easement. A field survey would be needed to locate the road, relevant boundaries and recorded corridor
accurately. [S5]

The surveyor can identify and legally describe the traveled road. The surveyor cannot, by mapping alone, grant a right
across land owned by other people. If the road is outside the existing easement, the cure may require:

A survey exhibit and legal description of the road actually used;

Identification of every parcel crossed and the current owner of each;

A signed access easement from each owner whose land is burdened;

Possible consent or subordination from mortgage lenders, deed-of-trust beneficiaries or other recorded interest holders;

Agreement on gates, road maintenance, repair costs, grading and future use;

Recording of the completed easement and review by the title company;

County acceptance if the route will support future development.

WHY THE CURE MAY FAIL

Any required owner may refuse, request compensation, impose conditions or delay. Even cooperative owners may
have lenders or title interests that complicate recording. The alternative may be constructing a different road within
the recorded corridor, but physical and economic feasibility have not been established.

The current gate key is helpful operationally but limited legally. It suggests present permission and cooperation. Permission can
be changed, may not bind a future owner and may weaken a future argument that the road was used adversely enough to create
a prescriptive easement. Any litigation-based access theory should be treated as uncertain, expensive and unsuitable as the
primary acquisition plan.
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Government, Title and Professional Verification

Who was contacted or consulted, and what the responses established

Contact / source What was checked Result and significance

Del Norte County Engineering & Surveying

Del Norte County Environmental Health

Del Norte County Clerk-Recorder records

U.S. Forest Service - Six Rivers National
Forest

First American Title

Licensed land surveyor

Transaction agent & seller communications

Official legal-access requirements for
development permits.

Existing onsite wastewater and soil records.

Historic deeds, easements and access
agreements.

Whether the private connection to Forest
Service Road 17NO05 requires a road special-
use permit.

Legal description, historic exceptions and the
federal road easement.

Whether the actual road is likely inside the
recorded corridor.

Knowledge of the issue, adjacent ownership
and possible resolution.

A building, grading, subdivision or use-permit
application must document legal access from
the nearest public road. If access is not
shown on an accepted survey or map, the
County may require a scaled, labeled and
dimensioned depiction. If legal access is
absent, it must be secured and recorded. [S6]

No onsite wastewater system or soil-analysis
record was reported for the parcel.
Feasibility would require professional site
evaluation, with Planning identified as the
appropriate starting point. [S7]

Recorded documents were searched,
including historic road easements and a 1996
deed. No clear recorded instrument was
located that conclusively legalizes the road
presently traveled. [S3][S4]

A Realty Specialist replied that no road
special-use permit is required when the
owner connects where 17N05 crosses the
relevant property or through another
property that does. This favorable answer
does not resolve the private-road easement,
seasonal closures or maintenance. The
original inquiry referenced an adjacent parcel
identifier, so parcel-specific confirmation
remained advisable. [S9]

The preliminary report identifies fee
ownership of the subject parcel and an
easement interest in a recorded 50-foot
corridor. The underwriter concluded that the
1964 federal easement does not appear to
benefit the subject property. Title maps are
orientation only, not surveys. [S1][S2][S3]

The surveyor advised that it is very likely not
within the recorded easement and that field
work is the only reliable way to confirm. A
survey would describe the road but would
not itself create a legal easement. [S5]

The issue had not previously been
recognized. Later communications
acknowledged that the route may involve
three contiguous properties and is not
merely a simple agreement with one next-
door neighbor. [S8]

Important: a favorable response on one link in the access chain does not validate the others. The Forest Service response concerns
17NO05. The unresolved question concerns the private route between 17NO5 and the subject parcel.
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Other Due-Diligence Findings

Important strengths, open questions and transaction conditions beyond access

Domain Finding Current status

Generally favorable

Title & ownership

1935 resurvey

Historic federal easement

Subsurface rights

Water / spring

Wastewater

Fire & vegetation

Road maintenance

Development approval

Natural setting

Preliminary title shows fee ownership of the
land and an easement interest in a separate
access parcel. No outstanding voluntary liens
were reported.

Title carries an exception relating to a
historic federal resurvey that placed
patented land slightly differently from later
section lines. Professional review did not
identify a known boundary loss, but no field
boundary survey has been completed.

The 1964 road easement is in favor of the
United States and does not appear to
establish the buyer’s right to use the present
private road.

The title record references an older oil-and-
gas interest below a stated depth, without
surface-entry rights.

The listing represents a year-round spring
and seasonal observations support the
presence of flow. Summer yield, water
quality, source location, storage needs and
legal water rights remain unverified; title
excludes water-right coverage.

No septic or soil-analysis record was found.
A professional engineer would need to
evaluate onsite wastewater feasibility.

The land is forested, partly burned and
remote. Hazard trees, defensible space,
emergency access and insurance availability
require separate evaluation.

The road has been used for years, but no
complete written road-maintenance
agreement was identified. Responsibility for
grading, drainage, gates and repair remains
uncertain.

No parcel-specific written determination
confirms that a residence, retreat use or
other intended development will be
permitted. Legal access, septic, road
standards and fire response may each affect
approval.

Privacy, wooded character, National Forest
adjacency and the remote setting are
meaningful strengths for recreational or
retreat-oriented ownership.

Material exception

Low practical impact

Unresolved

Material rural risk

Not complete

Strong attribute

BALANCED VIEW

The access issue is serious, but it is not the only fact. The land retains strong natural qualities and may prove highly
attractive if access, wastewater and development questions are resolved. The purpose of due diligence is not to
eliminate uncertainty; it is to identify who is being paid to accept it.
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What the Access Issue Could Mean

Practical, regulatory, financial and resale consequences

Practical access

A neighboring owner could withdraw permission, change the lock or restrict use. A key today is not a guarantee for
tomorrow.

Development

The County may refuse or delay significant permits until acceptable recorded legal access is documented and
mapped.

Alternative-road cost

If the current road cannot be legalized, the recorded corridor may require surveying, engineering, grading, drainage
work, tree removal or a new road. Feasibility is unknown.

Negotiation dependence

A cure may require several private owners and possibly their lenders. The buyer cannot compel an easy voluntary
solution.

Title insurance

Title insurance may protect the recorded easement interest, depending on the final policy, but generally should not
be assumed to guarantee that the physical road lies inside it or that the corridor is drivable.

Financing and insurance

Lenders and insurers may treat unresolved access or inadequate emergency access as a material underwriting
issue.

Resale and disclosure

Future buyers must be told about the discrepancy. The buyer pool may shrink, time on market may increase and
value may be discounted until cured.

Legal remedies

Prescriptive, implied or necessity-based easement theories are fact-specific and may require litigation. Permission
suggested by a gate key can complicate a prescriptive claim.

WORST-CASE SCENARIO

The existing road is blocked; the affected owners decline to sign; the recorded 50-foot corridor proves physically

impractical or uneconomic; and the County will not approve normal development without a usable legal route. The

client could then own difficult-access recreational or speculative land whose value is materially below even the
reduced purchase offer.
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Recommendation: Reduce the Original Offer by 30%

A risk allocation, not a dollar-for-dollar repair estimate

If the seller delivers a completed, recorded and practically usable access solution acceptable to the buyer, title
insurer and County, the original offer may remain supportable. If the buyer is asked to accept the property as-is
while the discrepancy remains unresolved, SocraticX recommends reducing the original offer amount by
approximately 30%.

ACCESS OUTCOME RANGE

The 30% recommendation prices uncertainty - not just the cost of one survey.

BEST CASE WORST CASE

Survey confirms substantial A new legal route is achievable, The actual road is blocked,
overlap, or owners cooperate but requires survey, legal owners refuse, and the recorded
and a recorded easement is drafting, negotiations, recording corridor is physically impractical
completed. and time. or uneconomic.

Value may fall below
the reduced offer.

The recommendation is justified by six forms of exposure:
Direct professional costs: survey, title review, legal drafting, recording and possible engineering;
Compensation or conditions demanded by neighboring owners;
Time risk and the possibility that one necessary party does not cooperate;
Possible construction of a different access road within the recorded corridor;
Development, financing, insurance and resale discounts while the issue remains open;
The possibility that the land’s value falls below the reduced offer if permanent practical access cannot be achieved.

THE REDUCTION DOES NOT ELIMINATE LOSS

A 30% discount improves the risk-return balance but does not guarantee that the buyer can recover the purchase
amount. In the worst case, the property could later be worth less than the reduced offer because normal access and
development cannot be secured.

This recommendation is a negotiated risk position based on the discovered facts. It is not a formal appraisal, legal opinion or prediction of the
final cost of cure.
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Decision Paths

Three rational ways to proceed

Seller-cured access before closing

The seller funds and completes the investigation and, if required, obtains a recorded easement covering the
actual route or proves a usable route within the existing corridor. Title and County accept the solution before
contingencies are removed.

Best fit: Best for a client who needs dependable building access and wants to limit post-closing uncertainty.

Purchase as-is after a 30% reduction

The buyer knowingly accepts the unresolved mismatch, the cost and complexity of future work and the
possibility of an unsuccessful cure. Existing contingencies and final documents must clearly reflect what is
and is not being waived.

Rational only if the client can tolerate difficult-access recreational ownership and potential loss.

Withdraw from the acquisition

The client declines to accept an access risk that could affect use, development and resale. This avoids an
open-ended problem but gives up the land’s privacy, setting and possible upside if access later proves easy to
cure.

Best fit: Appropriate when permanent access and near-term development are essential rather than optional.

SOCRATICX POSITION

Where access and development are essential, the safest path is not to close first and investigate later. Where the
client values the land primarily for long-term, recreational or speculative use, an as-is purchase may be rational at a
sufficiently reduced offer and with clear acceptance of the worst case.
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Recommended Pre-Closing Actions

The minimum decision protections even in an as-is purchase

1 Confirm final title coverage

Obtain written confirmation that the owner’s policy insures the recorded access easement interest and identify
all access-related exceptions. Disclose the known road mismatch to the title insurer in writing.

2 Correct and complete Forest Service confirmation

Ask the Forest Service to confirm the answer for the exact subject parcel and clarify seasonal closures, gates,
maintenance and whether construction traffic changes any requirement.

3 Consider the field survey

This is the highest-value physical investigation. It can determine whether the actual road overlaps the recorded
corridor, identify parcels crossed and show whether an alternative route appears feasible.

4 Obtain a parcel-specific County response

Ask Engineering, Planning and Building whether the recorded corridor would satisfy legal-access requirements
and what physical road, grade, width, turnaround and emergency-access standards would apply.

5 Update written disclosures

The access discrepancy should be described accurately: a recorded easement exists, but the road actually used
may not lie within it and no field survey has resolved the question.

6 Evaluate wastewater feasibility

Complete a professional soil and onsite wastewater assessment if residential or hospitality development is part
of the intended use.

7 Verify water

Test spring flow during the dry season, water quality, source location, storage needs and legal rights. Do not rely
only on the listing representation.

8 Review fire, insurance and road maintenance

Confirm vacant-land and future structure insurance availability; inspect hazard trees and drainage; determine
who maintains the road and gate.

9 Protect the contract position

Ensure the revised offer, as-is language, contingencies and any deadline extensions are stated in mutually signed
documents. As-is should not unintentionally waive title, disclosure or closing protections that the client intends
to retain.

10 Obtain independent legal review

A California real-estate attorney should review the easement history, final title policy and amendment language
before the client accepts permanent access uncertainty.
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Conclusion and Source Record

What this evaluation demonstrates and what it does not replace

The land’s most important risk did not appear as a bold warning in a listing, title report or government database. It
existed in the gap between them. The title record described one route; the physical road followed another; a federal
easement looked relevant but did not protect the buyer; an older deed hinted at an unfinished solution; and County
rules made the distinction important for development.

That is why the issue had not been identified by the seller or transaction agent and why it was not easy to notice.
SocraticX’s meticulous work did not rely on a single source or generic checklist. It repeatedly asked whether the
documents, maps, road, agency rules and professional opinions described the same reality. They did not.

The client therefore received a different decision than a surface review would have produced: not a simple “buy” or
“do not buy,” but a clear explanation of the land’s strengths, the hidden access risk, the possible cure paths, the
worst case and a defensible recommendation to reduce the original offer by approximately 30% if proceeding as-is.

FINAL CLIENT BRIEFING

The property may still become a valuable private holding. The risk is that current use of a road may be mistaken for
permanent legal access. A disciplined buyer should price that uncertainty, preserve contractual protections and refuse
to treat neighbor goodwill as a substitute for recorded rights.

SOURCE RECORD

Preliminary title report: Fee interest in the subject parcel; easement interest in a recorded 50-foot access corridor; title exceptions and
legal description.

Title-company plotted map and map disclaimer: Orientation depiction only; expressly not a survey and not reliable for determining true
location.

1964 recorded road easement and title-underwriter correspondence: Easement in favor of the United States; underwriter advised it
did not appear to benefit the subject parcel.

1996 recorded deed and access language: Reference to the existing driveway with a surveyor’s legal description contemplated but not
found as a completed recorded cure.

Licensed surveyor correspondence: Opinion that the traveled logging road is very likely outside the recorded corridor; field survey
required to confirm.

Del Norte County Community Development - Legal Access Handout: Recorded legal-access documentation required for development
applications; scaled and dimensioned depiction may be required.

Del Norte County Environmental Health correspondence: No onsite wastewater or soil-analysis records found; professional feasibility
evaluation required.

Transaction communications: Seller/agent knowledge, possible three-property route, gate/key facts, title-record search and unresolved
access status.

U.S. Forest Service written response: No road special-use permit required under the private connection scenario described; private
easement issues remain separate.

Listing materials, site photographs and aerial/parcel imagery: Physical character, road conditions, natural setting, spring
representation, fire effects and surrounding ownership context.

LIMITATIONS

This report is an intelligence-mining and decision-support briefing. It is not a survey, appraisal, engineering report, environmental assessment,
title commitment, insurance opinion or legal advice. Professional conclusions remain subject to the final documents, field conditions and the
authority of the relevant agencies. This public sample generalizes the location and removes client identity, exact address, parcel identifier,
transaction price and personal contact information.
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