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Dear Cemmissiener Tesl,

As a Deugles Ceunty Commissiener, yeu have significant influ-
ence in the future ef yeur . ceunty and its neighbers. Ameng your
mest impertant decisiens, yeu must cheese Whether te buy er reject
the $828 millien water pipeline prepesal frem "Renewsble Water
Resources" (RWR). .

Thelr 27-page prepesal hes enly ene page of unquantified and
unsourced explanatien of their "rim recharge" theery. The remsin-
der of the prepesal is legically seund, but axiematlically feund-
ed in this netien: that all water remeved frem the valley wlll Dbe
magicelly replenished st a 1:1 ratlise. Fer exsmple:

"There will be ne lmpact en the Rie Grande Cempact as a

- result of the RWR preject§ as, net enly will pumplng be
-replaced en a 1:1 basis, 1t is prepesed that the augmen-
tation water te effset depletions frem the project will
exceed the depletiens.” : :

Weasel werds like "it 1s prepesed" intend te mask the entirely
theeretical nature ef these hydrelegical medels. No numbers are
previded for the ameunt eof replenishment/augmentatien, but U3G3

data shew that well=water levels in the San Luis Valley aredrepp-
- ing. Hew 1s thls explained by the rim recherge theory? Where
will Douglas County find the water te replenish the valley b 3
this medel 1s ilncerrect? : :

EBven if rainfsll replenishment estimates had been previded,
they could never accurately predict future rainfall in an already-
fraglle desert ecesystem. Nelther has any preef been given fer
the cleim that tepping inte the cenfined aquifer wlll heve ne
effect on the uncenfined aquifer and@ the geslegical stabllity ef
‘the land abeve it. o

RWR's prepesal 1s build entirely on a heuse of cards: unknewn
and stechastic geelegical fermations. .It is a rieky lnvestment, .
and, as such, necessitates critical zssessment: among the Lhree
pleyers in the deal - Deuglas County (DC), the San Luis-Valley
(SLV), and the RWR = DC and -the 3LV seem to assume a8ll ef the
envirenmental and financizl ricks while the RWR 1s legelly shleld-
ed frem substanciszl repercussien. :

What if the SLV drles up? It's net impessible, as water experts. .
- largely drisd up Crewley County and Sdecimated its agriculture

industry. In such a case, the waler couris will undeubtedly see
that DC and the RWR are held lieble fer the SLV's decline. The #
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SLV will be rulned, DC taxpayers will be burdened, snd the RWR
will declare bankruptcey and sklp eff inte the sunset with thelr
sacks of cash. Clearly, the RWR can net be trusted te determine
whether their scheme will even werk or net.:

‘The water ceurts and gevernments are net unawsre of the prepesasl's
flimsy hydregraphic bssis. The Rie Grande Water Censarvatien
District Board assessed 1t in 2015 end determined it ecoleglcally
dangereus. The plan requires appreval and permits from numerous
lecal gevernments, water ceurts, the state, and the Rlo Grande
Water Compect. Despite the prepesal'’'s unfeundable assurances
that 1t will breeze threugh the ceurts, there 1z significant
histericel precedent that it wen't. The further it meves threugh
the system, the mere taxpayer and private money and resocurces

will be threwn inte this hele.

For this reasen I implere you te stop the buck here. De nel
divert $20 millien in public meney to fund the legal fees and
merketing of this scam. Reject it and ferce these conmen te put
their business reseurces toward lndustries that are actually
sustainable fer all parties. 1 enceurage you te invest the fes=
eral relief funds in wastewater recycling plants. An 1lnvestment
in such would previde zere risk te public entities and weuld
create lenger-lasting Jobs than a pipeline would., Wastewater
recycling is theroughly preven te be safe and effective; compare
that te the climatelegical snd geelegicsl uncertalinties of the
RWR prepesal, Den't use taxpayer money te speculate on thls BS.

Sincerely,

Keith Irwin
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