Dear John,
We will attempt to capture the questions you asked at the Annual Meeting last night and
provide answers. Please don’t hesitate to correct our memory of the questions.
1. What is the contract that we signed with Back 40 LLC?
•

WWA received a perpetual right to draw water from the well, restrictive covenants
surrounding the well, some rights to drill a replacement well in the event that the
existing well ceases to perform and a well house constructed around the well head.

•

Back 40 received two water shares (these two shares are in addition to a share that
already existed for one of the parcels), $20,000 for the well and $1,000 for
construction of the well house and 100,000 gallons of non-billed water per year for
one of the parcels (this amount would only be for water above the base fee
threshold which is currently at 600 cubic feet per billing period; @ $0.02/ft3 this
equates to $240/year; this water allocation is personal to the current owners and
would lapse in the event that the property is sold).

2. How much water could the Back 40 shares use?
A water share in WWA is a contract for WWA to deliver up to the max ERU to each
member. The max ERU is 500 gallons per day. Beyond that contract WWA will deliver
additional water if it has that water available. In the summertime several members
consume substantially more than that daily amount.

On an annual average basis our membership consumes 0.14 gpm/share. The average of
the 20 users in the highest demand tier and period (July/August) is 0.6 gpm so our

supply issues are concentrated in summer hot, dry periods and with a small fraction of
our membership. We have no definitive way to know what the Back 40 consumption
pattern will be but expect (with larger, new properties) it will be on the higher side of
the consumption curve. However, assuming that the Back 40 users are in the top
consumption tier and that we will add 4 other shares this year and assume that these
shares are also in the top tier of usage (eventually averages will ensure this will not be
true) we will be adding a near term demand on the system of 3.6 gpm.
3. What are the characteristics of the Back 40A well?
This question wasn’t asked at the Annual Meeting, but it seems a good thing to
document as part of the response.
The table below shows comparative data for area wells for which we have some
information:

Our new well is line #2 and comparing with Anderson 2 (line #9) the pump depths are
about 100 feet different. The static water column height (when not being pumped) for
Back 40A is at about 222 feet above sea level (water column height of 100 feet) and the
same metric for Anderson 2 is at about 240 feet above sea level (20-foot water column
height).

A 72-hour pump test showed the well capacity at 31 gpm. We don’t anticipate using the
well above 25 g pm for the first year.

The water quality of the Back 40A well is less than either the Anderson Well field or the
canyon well points with 5 ppb Arsenic, 0.15 mg/L Fe and 0.66 mg/L Mn. The Manganese
concentration slightly exceeds the MCL (Maximum Contamination Level) but will be well
below the MCL when blended.
We have no sustained operating history with the Back40A well and will be using it in a
peak-demand capacity while we monitor its performance this summer.
Contrasting the upper estimate of increased near term demand (3.6 gpm) with the
increased capacity of the Back 40A well (25 gpm) the Board believes that we are not
putting the WWA sources into risk. We hope that this response answers your questions.
Best regards,
The Westside Water Association Board

