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GRAND VALLEY WATER USERS' ASSOCIATION 
GRAND VALLEY PROJECT, COLORADO 	 , 

500 South Tenth Street 	 iMA.A.k/  
GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 81501 

August 24, 1P77 

Yr. 1,:van Lildine - 
Techni.cal :;ceretary 
Colorale '.later Quality Control Commission 
1x210 East llth Avenue 
Dcm‘er, ::'olcrAlo 80202 

:.ssociLtion it: Ater 
Lu6ust 12, 1977, regarding "land application 
alternate for treatment of sewage from the City 
of C.ran l Junction." 

Dear r.r. 

It seems the above mentioned letter may have left the impression 
that 	Crand Valley ater Users' Lssociati.m is interested in 
becomin operators of the land application phase of the alternate 
sel,:a4;e ty.eatment plan, or that the Ascmcintion may have some 
unstatoi uch nr the resulting efflueA. This is not the case 
and if buch 	impression may incieed Isstilt ;Cram said letter, 
nleas,,.allow it to be corrected at this time. 

The :association Bc:,rd's decision to write the Commission on the 
matter as of .Alu ust 12, was based purely 	the Board's desire 
to have the Cor.qission.reach a sound deci.si,-n without delay, on 
v,hatevhr s'ac,e, treatment plan is most appropriate to the best 
:r.trs-ests 	com;:unity, includil 	t:c ",sscciation's water 
oLcr. . 

It 	• 1 nt 	I,. 	t: 	 uo111 
favor aii;"..nlinedoeffluent conycyanou charhiel that might parallel 
-the.Asociation's II.ighline Canal, arrl recoan.end the cost of such 

1y3 included when considering the "land application alternate 
newa;. e trentment plan." This concern is not necessarily promptod 
by for of contamination, but rather relates to the fact thatInil.ined 
chnnrIcls 	seepne losses 	can cause dama;7e to adjac,-.nt 
du,:n 	1. n•.... and add fw.ther to t 	problem. 

u. 	kla ykV::anager 
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