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GRAND VALLEY WATER USERS' ASSOCIATION Th

GRAND VALLEY PROJECT, COLORADO ﬁ;ba./_/,

500 South Tenth Street } % Mﬁ 7
X

GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 81501
hugust 24, 1977
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Yre idvan Lildine

Technical Seceretary

Coloraic Yzter Cuality Control Commiscion ;
1210 Bast 11ih Avenue

Denver, Coleoralo 80202

coles cunnd velloy Wotor Couos' dsioliation lebter od
fugust 22, 1977, r““&leﬂT "land application

=
alternate for treatment of seuage from the City
of Grand Junction.® ' ‘

bgar v, Littine:

it ceems the above mentioned letter may have left the impression
that the Crand Valley Yiater Users' LAssociation is interested in
becoming operators of the lsnd application piase of the alternate
sevaje treatwant plan, or that the Ascociation may have sone
unstaied uce ror the resulting erfluent. This iz not the case
and if such on dimpressicn may indead rosult from said letter,
nleage. allos it to be corrected at this tirve.
The fscocintion Board's decision to urite the Commission on the
ﬁattcr as o dugust 12, was based puraly o1 the Board's desire

o have the Cormnicsion reach a sound decisicn withont delay, on .
whatevcr sovn e treatment plan is most appropriate to the best
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“nto-ccts o8 Lho comamity, inzludin the Assceiationt's water
2 | .

Tyt A At e werdtings o0 srasiation wonll nat
favor an, *unlinedveifluent conveyance chaniel that might parallel
-the- As-o&watlon's Highline Canal, an?d recom:cnd the cost of such
linine e dincluded when considering the "land epplication alternate
nevn, e o trestnent plan.  This concern is net ‘necessarily vrompted

bty fe=r of contamination, but rather velates to the fact thatunlined
chavnzls exvoricnce seepags losses wWich oo cause damare to adjacood

Y
Qown 120 Tradis and add further to 'z o5 galinibty problem,

U, W. K1 ap."L nna'ar
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