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Dear Cemmissiener Themas,

As a Douglas County Cemmlssioener, yeu have significant influ-
ence over the future of you county and 1ts neighbers. Among
your mest impertant declsiens, yeu must cheese whether te buy of
reject the §$828 ,millien water plpeline prepesel frem "Renewable
Water Reseurces" (RWR).

Their 27-page prepesal haa only ene page of unquantified and
unseurced explanatien ef their "rim recharge" theery. The re-
nainder of the propesal 1s legically seund, but sxiomatically
founded in this netien: that all water,removed from the valley
will be maglically revlenished gt a 1:1 ratie.. Fer example:

"There will be ne impact te the Rio Grende Compsct 28 a
result of the RWR pre ject as, net enly will pumping be
renlaced on a 1:1 basis, 1t 1s prepesed thet the sugmen-
tetion water to offset depletions from the project will
excaed the depletiens."

Weasel werds like "1t is propesed" intend te mask the cntirely
~ theereticel nature ef these hydrelegical medels. Ne numbere gre
proevided for the amount ef replenishment/augmentation, ‘but USGS
deta shew that well-water levels 1n the 5an Luls Valley are drepp=
ing. Hew 1z thls explained by the rim recharge theery? Where
will Douglas Coeunty find the water te replenish the valley aqui-
fer if this medel is interrect?

Even if rainfell replenishment estimetes had been previded,
they ceuld never accurately predict future rainfall in an already-
fragile desert ecesystem. Nelther has eny preof been given fer
the claim that tapplng lnte the cenfined squifer wlll have ne
effect en the uncenfined aquifer and the gesloegicel stability ef
the 1and abeve 1it.

RWR's prepesal 1s built bﬂtirely on & house of cards: unknoewn
and stechastic gaeleglcal formastiens. It is a risky investment,
- eand, a8 such, necessitates critical essessment: among the thres
players in the deal - Deuglaes Ceunty (DC), the B3an Luls Valley
(3LV), end the RWR - DC and thne 3LV seem to assume all ef the
envirenmental and finenciel risks whlle the RWR 1s legally shleld-
ed from substantizl repercussien.

What A1f the 3LV dries up? It's.not lmpessible, as water experts
largely dried up Crewley Connty end declmated its agricultural
industry. 1In such a case, the water courts will undoubtedly see
that DC and the RWR are hel@ llable for the SLV's decline. The
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SLV will be ruined, DC taxpayers will be burdened, and the RWR
will declsre oankruptcy and skip eff inte the sunset with their
sacks of cash. Clearly, the RWHR cen net be trusted to determine
whether thelr scheme will even work ef net.

The wster courts and gevernments are net unaware of the preopesal's
flimsy hydregraphic bgsis.. The Rie Grande Water Censervation
District Beard assessed 1t in 2010 2and determined it ecelegically
dangerous. The plan requires appreval and permits from numerous
lecal governments, water courts, the state, and the Rieo CGrande
Water Cempact. Despite the preposa2l’'s unfoundeble assurances
that 1t will breeze through the courts, there is significant
histericel precedent that i1t wen't. The further it meves through
the system, the more taxpayer and private money and resources
will be thrown into thls hele. .

For this reasen I 1lmplore you. to stop the buck here. Den't
divert $20 millien ef public meney te fund the legal fees and
marketing of this cen. Reject 1t 2nd force these losters to put
their business resgurces teward industries that are actually sus-
teinable te &ll perties. I encourage you te invest the federal
relief funds 1n wastewater recyuling planta. An investment in -
such weuld previde zere risk to public entities and weuld create
longer-lasting jobe than & pipeline weuld. Wastewater recycling
. is thoreughly preven te.be safle and eifleient: cswpare that te
the climatological and geelegical uncertaintles eof the RWR pre-
pemel., Den't use taxpayer meney te speculate oun thelr BS.

Keith Irwin
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