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IGWA’S REPLY TO RANGEN’S
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO

(RANGEN, INC.) IGWA’S MOTION TO CONTINUE

Idaho Ground Water Appropriators, Inc. (IGWA) submits the following bricf in reply to
Rangen, Inc.'s Response in Opposition 1o IGWA's Motion to Continue Hearing and Request for
Expedited Decision dated September 27, 2013 (referred to herein as Rangen’s Response),

IGWA’s motion to continue has nothing to do with preventing the Director from ordering
curtailiment in 2013, (Cf. Rangen’s Response at 18.) It has everything to do with ensuring that the
Director’s decision is fully informed.

IGWA agrees with Rangen that the Director advised both parties early on that “Rangen’s
Delivery Call would not be heard using ESPAM2 until the new model was complete.” (Rangen’s
Response at 2.) The problem is that while the computer code by which ESPAM 2.0 operates has
been finished, the documentation explaining the code has not.

A pivotal issue in this case is whether the Director will maintain the trimline used in prior
delivery calls. That decision depends, at least in part, on the reliability of the Model as it applies
to Rangen. The Director must therefore be presented with evidence explaining the limitations of
the Model. Such evidence cannot be fully developed without complete documentation of the as-
sumptions in the computer code by which the Model operates.
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