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Saxton, Craig

From: Keith C. Wilson [kwilson@ rockymountainenvironmental.com]

Sent: Thursday, September 16, 2010 12:42 PM

To: Saxton, Craig

Subject: RE: Henry's Fork Village Water Company - Permit 21-12857 (& 21-7446)
Craig,

It appears that out of the 92 lots, 5 lots do not have a service line to those lots; however, the mainline has fittings so
should those need to be connected a service line could be easily connected. Hopefully the department can count those 5
lots as being stubbed-in for a total of 92 lots. The current water system has sufficient diversion capacity for 92 homes.
Currently there are 46 homes built on the lots within their service area.

Hopefully this infermation is sufficient.

Thanks,

Keith C. Wilson
Senior Water Rights Analyst
kwilson@rockymountainenvironmental.com

From: Saxton, Craig [mailto:Craig.Saxton@idwr.idaho.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, September 15, 2010 8:21 AM

To: Keith C. Wilson

Subject: RE: Henry's Fork Village Water Company - Permit 21-12857 (& 21-7446)

No worrjes Keith. Thanks!
C

From: Keith C. Wilson [mailto:kwilson@rockymountainenvironmental.com]

Sent: Tuesday, September 14, 2010 4:40 PM

To: Saxton, Craig _
Subject: RE: Henry's Fork Village Water Company - Permit 21-12857 (& 21-7446)

Craig,

Thanks. | have made an attempt to contact our client to clarify if there are any lots that have private wells that are not
stubbed in. | have talked with the engineer that did the exam he was aware of at least one lot that has its own well that
had been stubbed in. My information seems to indicate that all 92 [ots are stubbed in, but I'm still trying to confirm that. I'll
let you know as soon as our client contacts me. | should have realized that my “easy access” was confusing. | was in a
hurry as | had a client waiting and was on the phone. That'll teach me to read what { type, before | send it.

Keith C. Wilson
Senior Water Rights Analyst
kwilson@rockymountainenvironmental.com

From: Saxton, Craig [mailto:Craig.Saxton@idwr.idaho.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, September 14, 2010 12:43 PM

To: Keith C. Wilson

Subject: RE: Henry's Fork Village Water Company - Permit 21-12857 (& 21-7446)

Thanks Keith.

We did log the Statement of Completion as received so we are good with that.



T

| really asked the question of “How:.../lny homes are actually hooked to the systD”just to give myself a better picture
of what is going on out there. But you are right, what ! am mainly concerned with is how many lots are actually stubbed
in.

You stated that, “...92 homes have easy access or are stubbed into the mainline.” My concern is the “easy access” part
and extends back to the volume that will be assigned at the license. Does “easy access” mean a port or control valve or
something like that? Or does that mean that the water line passes by or through the lot? As you know, the volume will
be determined based on the number of homes that are served, including stubbed-in lots. But it sounds like some of the
lots haven’t been stubbed in. My interpretation of our guidance is that IDWR can only recognize lots that have been
stubbed in or have an actual service line extended to them.

IDWR Licensing Memo #1 outlines the “sub-in” policy:
“Under the “Stub-in” practice, the Department issued water right licenses for domestic purposes in subdivision if

the water diversion and distribution systems were in place, including a service line to each lot, even if water had
not yet been put to beneficial use on all the buildable lots.”femphasis added)

Can your client provide a firm number of lots that qualify as being stubbed in? For example, are the lots that the wells
are located on stubbed in for a future home?

Sorry to push this Keith. Annual volumes issued on these water rights where we are talking about changing a domestic
use to a municipal use, and in general, are a highly scrutinized element of the water right.

Thanks for your help with this Keith,
Craig

From: Keith C. Wilson [mailto:kwilson@rockymountainenvironmental.com]

Sent: Tuesday, September 14, 2010 10:35 AM

To: Saxton, Craig

Subject: RE: Henry's Fork Village Water Company - Permit 21-12857 (& 21-7446)

Craig,

I've reviewed our files and all 92 homes have easy access or are stubbed into the mainline. To determine if the lots
served by private wells are stubbed in | have forwarded you email to our client. You are correct in that the original 40
homes under 21-7446 are included in the 92 homes of 21-12857.

| assume your question “How many homes are actually hooked to the system?” has to do with the number of lots stubbed
in and not the actual number of homes currently constructed and receiving water from the water system.

On another matter | emailed Emalee the Statement of Completion use and asked if the emailed form would suffice for the
original form. | did not receive a response so am | to assume that the emailed copy is sufficient? For your convenience
I've attached another copy.

Keith C. Wilson
Senior Water Rights Analyst
kwilson@rockymountainenvironmental.com

From: Saxton, Craig [mailto:Craig.Saxton@idwr.idaho.gov]

Sent: Monday, September 13, 2010 4:01 PM

To: kwilson@rockymountainenvironmental.com

Subject: RE: Henry's Fork Village Water Company - Permit 21-12857 (& 21-7446)

Keith, | meant to send you this for reference.



Thanks, :—) .

C

@

From: Saxton, Craig

Sent: Monday, September 13, 2010 2:59 PM

To: 'kwilson@rockymountainenvironmental.com'

Subject: Henry's Fork Village Water Company - Permit 21-12857 (& 21-7446)

Good Afternoon Keith,
How are things going? Long time no see.

| was going over the beneficial use field exam you submitted on behalf of Henry’s Fork Village Water Company. | came
up with several questions:

How many lots are stubbed in?
-21-7446 is permitted for 40 homes
-21-12857 is permitted for 92 homes (Note that the application for permit indicates that of the 92 homes, 40 are
the same as described in 21-7446 so there are only 52 new homes under permit 21-12857)

How many homes are actually hooked to the system?
-A letter dated August 18, 2010, mentions that several of the homes are served by private wells. In conducting
an overlap analysis, | see that there are possibly 19 private ground water domestic rights. Were those lots
subbed in as well?

Despite that we are looking into changing the purpose of use on both of these rights to Municipal, as Shelley previously
mentioned, we will have to maintain an annual volume. That volume is going to depend on what was developed during
the authorized development period.

Any information you could provide would be helpful.

Hope things are going well.

Talk to you later,

Thanks,
Craig Saxton
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—"WELL DRILLER’S REPOR+
State law requires that this report he filed with the Director, Department of Water Resources
within 30 days after the completion or abandonment of the well.
1. WELL OWNER 7. WATER LEVEL
Name Flliott Robbins Static water lavel 7 feet below land surface,
Flowing? O Yes ® No G.P.M. flow
Address 1234 East 3100 North QOgden, Utah Artesian closed-in pressure psi.
;é( 844,00 Controlled by: [] Valve [ Cap O Plug
Owner's Parmit No. } )QE p @ﬁ' Temperature OF, Quality Good
2, MATURE OF WORK 8. WELL TEST DATA
= New well [ Deepened O Replacement O Pump £1 Bailer 0 Air O Gther

O Abandoned [describe method of abandoning)

Bischarge G,P.M, Pumping Level

Hours Pumped

SE wOW v g 8

3. PROPOSED USE
¥ Domestic O lIrrigation [ Test O Municipal 9. LITHOLOGIC LOG
O Industeial O Stock [ Waste Disposal or Injection
G Other - (specifvltvpec; Hole Depth Materi Water
Diam.|From| To aterjal Yes|No
0|0 2 Soil *x
4, METHOD DRILLED 102 10 Broken Black Basalt *
X Rotary a Air [ Hydraulic O Reverse rotary ig i‘g 1g g:ﬁe?gﬁciagi:'l T ;
O Cahle O Dug G Other T0 717 30 Sand and Cravel %
10130 | 33 | Broken Black Basalt X
5. WELL CONSTRUCTION - 10133 | 35 Firm Black Basslt X
Casing schedule: ¥ Steel O Concrete [ Qther %8 gg .[3,; g:ﬁgezngléggvz%ﬂ-t X *
Thickness Diameter From To
«250  jnches 0 mches & 1 fest | 52 feat %g t'sf !;g gumirc[v Bgown Clay . X
=250 inches 8  inches 52 feet _137 feet 30 (53 |65 Fi?megro:;%il J}E
inches inches feet _ feet 10 | 65 67- Broken Brown Basalt x
inches inches feet _ feet 10 | 67 B85 Firm Brown Basalt x
Was casing drive shoe used? O Yes K No 10 [ 85 93 Broken Brown Pasalt x
Was a packer or seal used? [ Yes &t No 10 193 110 Gunmy Red (lay x
Perforated? O Yes No 10 1110125 | Broken Brown Phmice x
How perforated? 0O Factory O Knife [J Torch 10 [335[130 Soft Brown Pumice %
Size of perforation inchesby _ ©  inches 50 130|145 Firm Brown Pumice %
Number ) From To J0 11451147 | Broken Soft Pumice x
perforations feet feet 16 V147180 ¥irm Soft Pumice %
perforations feet feet 10 | 150 [160 Broken Pumice %
perforations feet feet
Well screen instalted? O Yes % No
Manufacturet's name
Type Madef No,
Diameter ____ Slotsize ____ Set from feot to feet
Diameter __ Stotsize ____ Set from feet to feet
Gravel packed? [ Yes B No 0O Size of gravel
Placed from feet to feet
Surface seal depth _ 30+ Material used in seal: (1 Cement grout
Bentonite & Puddiing clay O Wall cuttings
Sealing procedure used: O Slurry pit [ Temp. surface casing
Overbore to seat depth
Method of joining casing: O Threaded =& Welded [ Solvent
' Weld
[} Cementad between strata
Describe access port 10.
Work started T-23-T8  finished __ 7-27-T8
6. LOCATION OF WELL 11. DRILLERS CERTIFICATION
Sketch map location must agree with written location. 1/AWe certify that all minimum well construction standards were
. N complied with at the time the rig was removed.
i : i Subdivision Name
=i T r ' Firm Name _Andrew Well DrillingFirm No. 5
wl— - gy, Rabibie ‘ i _ Contr.
! i M!’Cr-,’ Address 1268 Edst 17th Street Date 12-6-78
T terNe T e Bigekig: e Idaho Falls, Iddho 83401
: i A g h Signed by (Firm Official) ,
Wity o oy
County by m.b?c” etk {Operator) m(\/ .
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