Water company owners give their side of story

By LEW and LAREL
WEAVER

In recent months, there
has been a lot of chatter
about our proposed water
bottling
plant
in the
Creston
area.
Much
of what -
we’ve seen
and heard
amount to false and mis-
leading claims that could
be made about any new
water use in the Flathead,
whether for a new subdi-
vision, irrigation pivot,
recreational, commercial
or industrial use. The
subtext of the detractors
is one of simple anti-de-
velopment obstruction-
ism. We won’t begrudge
anyone of their right to
take that position, and to
express themselves how-
ever they wish. What we
would ask is that every-
one be honest and form
your final opinions based
on facts rather than emo-
tions and ideologies.

It is unfortunate, but
it seems that the first
assessment made of folks
in Montana is whether
they were born here. It’s
true that neither my wife
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or I are from Montana. -
What is lost in that
assessment is that we
love Montana and have
chosen to live here, and
made that decision over
30 years ago when we
bought our property in
the Flathead. I have been
intimately familiar with

‘the area from childhood,

having spent consider-
able time in the summers
with extended family who
have lived in this valley
for generations. We are
connected to this place,
and would do it or our
neighbors no harm.

As we began to explore
the concept of a water
bottling project on our
property, we understood
there would be complex
water-right applications
and rigorous permit-
ting processes. We also
understood and appreci-
ated that there would be
opportunities for public
review and comment on
our proposed project. We
believe the formal DEQ
and DNRC processes will
provide a fair and thor-
ough review of our pro-
posal, and we’ll be recep-
tive to any reasonable
recommendations that
improve the project. To
date, we’ve left the chat-
ter on the opinion pages

and social media alone.
But we’ve decided it may
be time to clear the air
a bit with regard to the
following concerns.

Water Use: Detractors
suggest that we will
use an unprecedented
amount of water and that
Montanans don’t really
need bottled water. OQur
application is for 710 acre
feet of water per year.
We will not use that
amount of water in the
foreseeable future, but
let’s assume we would
use that on day one.
That volume of water is
similar to the amount
used on a quarter-section
(160 acre) center pivot
on an alfalfa field in the
Flathead Valley on an
annual basis.

For-those that say
we don’t need bottled
water, it may be helpful
to understand the market
and the social benefits
of bottled water. The
per-capita consumption
of bottled water was up
more than 7 percent in
2015, with every person
in America drinking an
average of 36.5 gallons of
bottled water. What’s lost
on our opponents is the
direct correlation to the
decrease in consumption
of sugary soft drinks
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which has experienced
its 11th: consecutive year
of volume reductions.
Leaving aside the obvi-
ous health benefits of this
shift, did you know that
it takes well over 15 gal-
lons of water to produce
just one can of soda?
Which makes more sense
from a human health and
environmental standpoint
— bottled water or soda?

Our water usage is not
insignificant, but it’s also
not unprecedented or
without value and benefit
to the community.

Water Quality: Quite
simply, nothing will be
added to the water in our
plant. Rinse water will be
filtered and discharged
cleaner than it was when
we pumped it from the
aquifer. .

Traffic and Noise: We
have already made an
agreement with the coun-

ty to collaborate on dust
control and road main-
tenance in anticipation
of some nominal impact

-from truck traffic on the

road. With our current
plans, we anticipate one
or two trucks per day.
This could change if the
business is successful, but
we would anticipate no
more than four trucks per
day at what we consider
the capacity of our site.
We appreciate thought-
ful questions and con-
cerns from serious public
participants, and we’ll
happily answer those
questions as the permit-
ting process proceeds. For

" those who simply wish to

stir fear and controversy
with misinformation, we
invite you to go to Helena
to play that game, and
leave the common-sense
discussion to the rest of
us in the Flathead.

As we proceed through
the permitting process,
we will remain committed
to developing a project
that is respectful of the
valley we love, and allows
us to be productive con-
tributors to the regional
economy so that our kids
and yours have the same
or greater opportunities
to live and play in the
last best place.

In response to the Daily Interlake Guest Opinion (Water company owners give their side of the story), Sunday

August 7th. Mr. Weaver, in his response, asked that “everyone be honest and form your final opinions based on
facts rather than emotions and ideologies.” The over 350 objectors to the water bottling plant, who attended the
DEQ meeting at the Creston school gym appreciated his presence and his willingness to finally join the
discussion. Had the time been granted, there were questions that each of the attendees to the meeting would have
asked him, so we, the water use “detractors”, ask them now.

Is it true, as the DNRC permit implies, that the 710 acre feet of water allocated to your venture each year, will be
used solely for use in the production of bottled water? If true, will that amount of water yield a production of one
billion, two hundred million 20 ounce bottles of water each year? If that yield is true, will that not net a volume of
3,287,671 bottles per day? Will you carton those bottles in cases of 24 bottles each, and then palletize those cases
for shipment? If each pallet is loaded with 60 cases of packaged bottles, and each loaded pallet weighs just under
one ton, would your annual yield not equal approximately 833,300 one ton pallets? Understanding that the DOT

imposes a load limit of 16 tons from February 15t. thru June 30" on the 3.7 miles of gravel road that exits your
plant, won’t that affect your shipment schedule? All of your neighbors assume you will limit those shipments to a
40 hour work week so as to maintain peace and tranquility in the evening and weekend hours. if so, can you tell us
how many truck loads would be needed each day? Your information provided in your Sunday rebuttal indicated “
one or two trucks per day.” You went on to say that, if the business is successful, you would anticipate no more
than four trucks per day at what you consider the full capacity of your “site”. We would agree with that analysis



since the “on site” building is not large enough for the level of production allowed in the permitting process. So,
we, as a community, ask how large of a building is necessary to produce, warehouse and ship those 833,350
pallets? If you do the math, the shipment load at full capacity is 400+ pallets per day, or 25 truckloads per hour. If
that is true, would it not then require one truck to depart and another one to return every TWO AND ONE HALF
MINUTES, eight hours a day, five days a week? We, your neighbors would consider this to be a serious impact of
our rural, farmland environment. In your rebuttal you mentioned our “chatter”. You stated, “We have already made
an agreement with the county to collaborate on dust control and road maintenance in anticipation of some nominal
impact from truck traffic on the road”. We do appreciate that, with your CURRENT plans, you expect no more than
one or two trucks per day. That we agree is true. What is of greater concern are the FUTURE plans. To what size
will your “on site” building have to be expanded to accommodate what your permits will allow? Will you sell your
water rights to a bottling company that, in turn, may have no respect for OUR rural community, OUR water, and
OUR water rights? Who will that new owner be? Could it be Nestle, or Coca Cola? We, your neighbors, we chatter
boxes out here, have been greatly disturbed by the thought of our water table going down, or the thought of
drilling a new well, or seeing our land values plummet to 50% of their original value. We, your neighbors, are
simply using our rights as property owners to question the possible industrialization of the Egan Slough area by
the development of a water bottling plant on that scale, or any scale. We, your neighbors, abhor the likelihood of a
water bottling plant that could ultimately be larger than a super Wallmart and Costco building combined. We, your
chatterbox neighbors, simply ask.. WHO, WHERE, WHAT, WHEN and especially, WHY?

Bill and Nancy McGunagle

Kalispell, Montana

To and for the over 20,000 citizens who are signature to this objection.



