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Dear Commissioner Layﬁén,‘

As a Douglas County Commissioner, you have significant influ-
ence in the future of your county and 1ts nelghbors. Among your
most importent decisions, you must choose whether to buy or reject
the $828 million water pipeline proposal from "Renewable Water
Resources".,

Their 27-psge provosal has only one page of unquentified and
unsourced explanation of theilr "rim recharge" theery. The remain-
der of the propesal is logically sound, but axiomaetically founded
in this notion: that all wster removed from the valley will be
meglcally replenlished at a 1:1 ratio. For example:

"There will be no impact to the Rio Grande Compact as s
result of the RWR project as, not only will pumping be
replaced on a 1:1 basis, it is proposed that the augmen-
tetion water teo offset devletions from the prolJect will
exceed the depletions.”

Weasel words like "it 1s proposed" intend teo mesk the entirely
theoretical ngture of these hydrological models. No numbers are
provided for the emount of replenishment/augmentation, but USGS
data show that well-water levels in the Sen Luls Valley are dropp-
ing. How 1s this explained by the rim recharge theery? Where
will Douglss County find the water to replenlish the valiey ir
thlis weidel 1s incorrect?

. Even if rainfsll replenishment numbers had been provided, they

could never accurately predict future rginfdl in en already-
fragile desert ecosystem. Neither hes any proof been given for
the claim that tapping inteo the confined aquifer will have no
affect on the uncenfined aquifer snd the geologicel stability of
* the lend abeve 1it.

RWR's proposal is built entirely on a heouse.of cards: unknown
and stechastic geological formations. It is 2 risky investment,
and, as such, necessitates criticsl assessment: among the tiaree
players in the deal - Douglas Coeunty (DC), the San Luls Valley :
(SLV), end RWR - DC and the SLV seem to assume all of the enviren=
mental and financisl risks whilse EWR 1is legslly shielded from
eny substantlal repercussion. :

What 1f the SLV dries up? It's net impossible, 23 water experts
largely dried up Crewley County and decimated 1ts agriculture
industry. In such a case, .the water ceurts will undoubtedly see
that DC and RWR are held llable fer the SLV's decline. The 5LW
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will be ruined, DC texpayers will be burdened, and the RWR willl
declare bankruptcy and skip off inte the sunset with thelr sacks
of cssh. Clearly, the RWR can net be trusted te dstermline whether
thelr scheme will even werk er net. 3

The water csurts and gevernments sre net unaware ef the prepe-
sal's flimsy hydregraphic basis. The Rie Grande Water Censerva-
tien District Beard assessed it in 2019 and determined 1t ece-
legically dangereus., The plan requires apprevegl and permits frem
numereus lecal gevernmente, water ceurts, the etate, amd the Rle
Grande Cempact. Desplte the propesal’'e unfeundable assurgnces
that 1t will breeze threugh the ceurts, there is significant
histerical precedent that it wen't. The further it meves threugh
the system, the mere taxpayer snd private meney and reseurces
will be threwn inte this hele.

Fer this reasen I implere yeu te step the buck here. Do net
divert $20 millien in public meney te fund the legal fees and
marketing ef thls scam. Re ject it and ferce these cenmen te put
their business reseurces teward industries that are actuslly
eugtainable fer all parties. 1 enceurage you teo invest the fed-
eral relief funds in wastewater recycling plants. 4n investment
jn such weuld previde zere risk te publlic entities and weuld
create lenger-lasting Jebs than a pipelilne would. Wastewater
recycling is thereughly-preven te De safe and effective; cempare
that teo the climatelegical and geelegical uncertalnties of the
RWR prepessl. Den't use taxpayer meney te speculate en their B3.
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